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MARXISM 82

JULYZ2-9

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

by Socialist Worker

Queen Mary Ccllege students unuon Londen

Reqgistration begins on July 2nd at 3.30 pm
€1l in advance £13 on the door
£7 unemployed [not students |

For a full programme ol events write to:
Marxism 82 PO Box 82 London E2
or ring. 101) 986 3955

Full scale war in the South Atlantic. Civil war in
Central America. Military dictatorship in Poland.
Three million unemployed in Britain. Food
shortages in Russia. A $40 billion increase in
arms spending in the US. The deployment of
Cruise, Trident and the neutron bomb in Europe.

Rarely have human beings lived in a world that has
been so clearly in crisis. Rarely has the neec for

“discussion on an alternative been more necessary.

Marxism 82 is a full week of meetings, discussions,
debates and films which aims, systematically, to deal
with the arguments that arise in talking of this
alternative.

The main series of talksanddiscussionaim to provide
the background knowledge those involved in struggle
need if they are to fight back effectively.

So there are meetings on imperialism and
revolution today, past revolutionary movements, the
problems trade unionists face while there are three
million unemployed, British history from a sccialist
point of view, the most basic ideas of Marxism.

All of these courses are meant for people who have
only recently come into contact with revolutionary
socialist ideas, as well as those who have been around
rather longer.

On top of them there will be more specialised
courses and talks so that those who have already
attended previous Marxisms can deepen their
knowledge.

Sut Marxism 82 is more than just a series of talks. It
provides anyone who wants to fight back against the
present system with the chance of a week of exciting
discussicon with others who want to do the same.

So if you are a trade unionist, unemployed or a
student, come and join in.

Highlights of the week include:

TONY CLIFF AND MICKEY FENN
TENTH ANNIVERSARY OF PENTONVILLE

RONALD FRASER
SPANISH CIVIL WAR

HARRY McSHANE
THAT 1S MARXISM

STUART ROOD
TELEVISION

CHRISTOPHER HILL
RADICAL IDEAS iN 17th CENTURY ENGLAND

DAVID McLELLAN
MARX AND THE MARXIST TRADITION

REG GROVES
THE FIRST BRITISH TROTSKYISTS

TONY CLIFF

THE WOMENS mm.
PLUS ALTERNATIVEZBRBARE T, DISCOS, FILMS AND

ENTERTAINMENT
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The prgfits of war

Hundreds are dead. Hugdreds of millions of pounds worth of

equipment are destroy®éd. The Tories have not hesitated to
pay the cost of saving their face over the Falklands.

Despite the fact that no vital interests of
British capitalism are at stake, ruling class
unease has not translated itself ipte any
sigruificant ruling class opposition to the war,

True, Sarmuel Brittain, one of the chief
British propagandists for monetarism, can
still use his column in the Fingncial Times to
call for an end to the war.

But his voice is very much a minority one.
Most of big business has swallowed whatever
doubts 1t may have had and rallied round the
flap.

We are not living through a repeat of 1914
or 1939 when British capitalism faced up to
another predatory power intent on seizing an
empire. The war, however, is not without its
benefits for the ruling class.

Victory against Argentina will serve a
warning on other countries that British
imperialism is ready, willing and able to
defend its property. Bevond the Falklands Lie
other, more important matters hike the world-
wide profits of BP and ICI.

The Fleet Street hacks are already spelling
it out. Here 15 a particularly vile and tgnorant
one, Peter McKay, writing in the Daily
Express of 24 May:

‘Like many other South American states
i (Argentina) 1s a8 rotten place, where
rich, corrupt rulers strut around weighied

down by medals they have not won and
the bulk of the population are illiterate
coolies.

‘Fear them? Once we have retaken the
Falklands and assembled a garrison there
we should make them fear us.

‘If” this conflict has taught us anything
it is that the time has come when our
couniry must say: “*No more Mr Nice
Guy™,

‘Today it is Argentina, Tomorrow, it
will be some other dictatorship.’

No deoubt our rulers would reject the 1one
of such bombastic ravings, but they would
agree with the substance. The Banana
Monarchy is not going to stand for any more
nonsense from Banana Repubtics.

At home, tooe, the war 15 bringing gains for
the ruling class. There is no doubt that it has
strengthened the position of the Tory
government and made their job easier on
other fronts. .

The furore about the war has deflected
attention from other attacks on the working
class. Tebbit 15 passing through Parliament
almost unremarked. The latest
unemployment figures, temporarily down
but with a nising trend, passed by hardly
noticed. _

There 1s undoubtedly poputar support for
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the war. [t is important not to exaggerate its
strength. There 1s little evidence of violent
opposition to anti-war propaganda.

The evidence from the opinion polls and
the streets, however, is that the chauvimst
mood is deepening. As the casualties mount
people need 10 believe that it is all worth-
while.

What is also clear is that war fever 1s
nowhere near deep enough 10 stop the class
struggle. Therc are shameful exceptions, like
the National Union of Seamen. Against that,
we can point to the fact that the war seems o
have no effect on the hospital workers. It
anything, the money wasted in the South
Atlantic has hoosted their confidence in the
possibility of forcing more out of the
governmenl.

What does the slogan of revolutionary
defeatism mean in such a context?

First of all it stands for an orfenration. We
are international socialists but we happen to
live tn Britain. Our immediate enemy 1s the
British ruling class. Any military defeat tor
them will ereate a pohitical crisis in Britain
which will undermine their ability to rule.

A setback in the Falklands will make the
struggle against Tebbit that much easier. A
victory in the Falklands will make it more
ditficult.

The second conscquence of the slogan is
more directly agitational. We arefor the con-
tinuation of the c¢lass war irrespective of
whether it weakens the ability of British
smperialism to fight their war.

What the long term outcome ol the war
will be we do not know.

Militarily, victory in any war between
national states should go to the one with the
largest and most advanced economy, but
accidents and Exocets could atfect the out-
come,

Politically, however, things are more com-
plicated. 1t is possible that Thatcher and
Gaitieri might be able to patch up a short
term deal which leaves them both intact. Ftis
more likely that the result will be much
messier,

In the short term, Thatcher will no doubi
profit from victory. The prospects of a
‘Khaki Election’ and 4 new lease of life for
the Tories are very real,

In the longer term, however, things 100k
different. At the wery least there 15 the
prospect of a protracted need to garrtson the
Falklands and to supply them. That will be
costly and increasingly unpopular, At the
worst, the Argentinian government might
conduct a war of attrition which would be
even more costly and possibly very bloody.

In Argentina itself it 1s an open question as
ta whether Galtieri falls and, if he does, who
replaces him. Already intluential bourgeois
voices like The Economist are worrying about
that and calling (ot a generous peace to help
him or another butcher to hang onto power.

The possibility undoubtedly exists that the
Argentinian working class will settle the
issue. That depends on how far Argentinian
revolutionarics have been able to argue their
own revolutionary defeatusm.

One thing is already certain. 1t is that the
USA is in trouble. Two of their main ailies
are slugging it out. Whoever wins 1n the
South Atlantic, the people of El Salvadar are
in a stronger position than they would have
been withcout the war. 0

he Labour Party

The Labour leadership supported the dispatch of the

Task Force on day one. Pete Goodwin brings the story
up to date. He also looks at those in the Labour Party who

have been less happy about the war, and at the record of

Militant.

All the
way with
Foot

On April 30th, four weeks afterit had been
blessed by Michael Foot, the task force was
ready for action off the Falklands.

On May 1, a Vulcan and Sea Harricrs
bombed Port Stanley airfield. Almost as
soon as 4s the news got through, Denms
Healey was on television supporting this
‘cratering’ of the runway ‘without loss of
life’. His support was not in the least aliered
by reports that British aircraft were using
cluster bombs, which scatter thousands of
pieces of shrapnel, This sort of weapon 1s
only used to inflict casualties.

Only one thing worried Healey—1he sink-
ing of the General Belgrano. Tt worried him
considerably. For more than a week he kept
raising the question in the Commons.

‘If the attack was neccessary to protect our
forces, could not acticn have been taken 1o
cripple rather than to sink the cruiser? asked
Healey on May 4, He dropped that (dis-
tinctly silly) question immediately, but pur-
sued the matter of the distance of the
Belgrano from the task force when o was
torpedoed.

He had to waituntil May 13 toran answer,
when Nott informed him that: *At the time
she was engaged, the General Belgrano and a
group of British warships coufd have been

- within striking distance of each other in @

matier of 5 or 6 hours, converging froma dis-
tance of 200 nautical miles ..." Rathera long
way, you may think, but it was worth the
wait to put Healey's mind at rest.

Meanwhile however, these doubts took a
back seat. Late on May 4th John Nott
anncunced that the Sheffiefd had been sunk.
Michael Foot said he didn't want to make
any political comments. Nott thanked him,
and the Tories procecded to anticipate any
grumbling from the Labour leadership by
saying that they were paying ‘very careful
attention’ to proposals [rom the UN Sec-
retary General.

‘1 particilarly welcome what the Right
Honourable Gentleman said about the
United Nations Secretary General’, said
Healey to Pym. ‘I thank the Right

Honorable Gentieman for what he said’ said
Pym. That sort of exchange was to become
comimmon,

Michael Foot entered into the spirit of
things by asking for an “absolute assurance
that there will not be any deliberate escala-
tion of the military action, any escalation
that would injure the prospects that now
appear to be much more hopeful of getting a
real peace’.

Thatcher didn’t answer. She didr’t need
to. Foot was making two assumptions that
were quite enough, First of all, he was only
calling for no further escafation. He was
quite happily accepting the by now regular
bombing and shelling. Secondly, Foot's
objection to further military escalation was
dependent on the progress of negotiations.

By May 7, it was the Labour spokesmen
who were removirig this last qualification.
Denis Healey declared: ‘1t is only the
intransigence of the Argentine government
which has prevented a ceasefire taking
place’. And by May 13, John Silkin was pre-
paring the ground for escalation even more
deliberately:

‘There 18 no doubt that negotiations must
have the highest priority. However, if
during the negotiations the Foreign
Secretary shouid feel at any time that he s
being ... led into a trap by those who have
the advanmiage over him ... he should not
hesitate in his bebef that Argentina 1s not
negotiating in good faith. Heshould draw
that to the attention of the Prime Minister
and Secretary of State for Defence. At
that stage alone, a military solution must
be sought,

John ‘unilateralist” Silkin was practically
writing Thatcher’s invasion speech a week
early.

On May 20, Margaret Thatcher
announced: *Our proposals have been
rejected. They are no lenger on the table ...
difficult days lie ahead.” Everyone knew
what she meant. The invasion was now on,

Michael Foot waffled a reply, but amid the
waffle was what Thatcher wanted:

‘It was necessary for the Government
to send the task force. I still hold that view
about the task force ... It our troops are
sent in to further escalating military
action—whatever it may be—I] am sure
that it is the desire of this House that it
should be as swift and successful as pos-
sible.’

Denis Healey made sure there was no
possibility of any misunderstanding:

‘[nevitably there must be some tighten-
ing of the military screw ... The thoughts
of the House must first be with the men of
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the Army, Navy and Air Force ... who
may soon be risking their lives ... They
have our unamimous support in the task
that the government now set them,
Some increase in the military pressure
exerted on Argentina is now justified, and
we support it. The task force commander
must now be able to decide on the options
that the Government have given him, [ do
not seek to mnquire, any more than I did
last week, what those options are.’
Touching faith? No. Atter three weeks of
bombing and shelling, after the raid on
Pebble Island, ‘some tightening of the mili-
tary screw’ could only mean invasion.

Are the
Bennites

trying?

On May 20, after the sixth major parlia-
mentary debate on the Fatklands, a vote was
at last forced on the issue. 33 Labour and two
Welsh Nationalist MPs filed into the lohbies
against the war. Three days later Tony Benn
and Judith Hart addressed a 7,000 strong
anti-war demonstration in Trafalgar Square.

50, after seven weeks the Labour left counld
now claim to have redeemed itself from its
disgraceful silence when the task force was
sent. Good. But in the very process of doing
50 it has demonstrated more sharply than
ever I1ts lack of resolution and the feebleness
of both its poijtics and organisation.

Take away a handful of maverick right-
wingers, and the 33 Labour MPs who voted
against the war constitute only about half of
those who voted for Tony Benn last October,

After 500 deaths there were still some
‘Bennite” MPs, albeit a minority, who still
firmly supported Thatcher’s ‘anti-fascist’
war. The same goes for the constituencies,
and, more important, the unions. Moss
Evans is unchallenged in the T&GWU. The
‘Broad Left’ leaders of the seaman's union
fully support the war.

The majority of Benn's supporters have,
however, finally rallied to ar anti-war posi-
tion, In the case of many of the newer con-
stitency activists we have talked to, there is
real resentment of Michael Foot’s jingoism.
But that resentment has found scarcely any
public expression amongst the ‘leadership’
of the anti-war campaign.

At first sight it is quite staggering that
Tony Benn and Judith Hart, in numercous
statements on the war, have not once
specifically criticised Michael Foot, never
mind said what many of their supporters
teel: that Foot's position on the war 15 the
last straw. On a number of occasions they
have gone out of their way to claim that they
are in agreement with Foot on funda-

and the war

mentals. Scratch a bit deeper and the reasons
for this pretence become clear,

It is the most powerful expression yet of
the Peace of Bishops Stortford. Any direct
challenge to the Labour leadership is now
ruled out. The huge Tory lead in the epinion
pells, and even firmer backing for the
Labour leadership among the trade union
leaders, both preducts of the war, are going
to reinforce this prohibition.

But Hart and Benn's refusal to attack
Foot 15 not simply a result of the Peace of
Bishops Stortford. Foot supports the war.
Benn and Hart opose it. But there are still
real points of agreement between them,

Virtually all the Labour Left MPs agree
with Foot that there has been ‘Argentinian
aggression, which must be resisted.” So,
amazingly, they queue up in the House of
Commons to call for a strengthening of
economic sanctions against Argentina. On
May 13 Judith Hart, Michael Meacher and
Norman Atkinson zll argued this. On May
20, so did Tony Benn and Stuart Holland,

When you accept the premise on which the
war is being fought, but just object to the
means used to conduct 1t, that doesn'’
exactly strengthen your argument.

Most of the leading Labour left opponents
of the war also share the Labour front
bench’s obsession with the United Nat:ons.
That makes 1t a lot casier for them not to see
their disagreement with Foot as one of
principle. And it has made it a lot easier for
Foot to lead them along by the nose.

Not only do Benn and Hart agree with
Foot about ‘aggression” and the United
Nations. They also think that this makes it
easier for them to mobilise. So obsessed are
they about the UN that they made support
for this a condition of membership of their
anti-war committee.

They are wrong. The fact of the matter is
that the United Nations and economic sanc-
tions de not have an honoured place in pop-
ular consciousness, Quiside the rarified
atmosphere of the traditional left ordinary
people do not oppose the war because they
have faith in economic sanctions or the UN,

And who can blame them! The Labour
Left’s concessions to Foot, just like the SDP
members and clergymen they, and the CP,
Insist on putting on anti-war platforms,
actually hinder mobilisation,

True, the tiny size of the demonstrations
against the war is a reflection of the long
downturn in economic struggle, To a far
lesser extent, it 1s a reflection of the pro-war
feeling.

But even the worst of the opinion polls
show at least ten per cent of the population
opposed to the war. The best put it a lot
higher. There Is an audience for even the
hardest anti-war idcas, as we have found sel-
ling Saciafist Worker. We have also found
how shallow pro-war feeling is, One punch
thrown at a Sociafist Worker seller in seven
wecks of screaming anti-war front pages
shows how little the Sun has managed to gee
up its readers.

It 1s tmpossible to escape the conclusion
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I'm an inveterate peacemonger-except in time of war’

that the Labour left are hardly Irying. Not a
single constituency Labour Party banner
was on the May 9 anti-war demonstration.
One on May 16. Eight on May 23. Not a
single trade union branch banner was on the
first two demonstrations. Only six, all rather
familiar, on May 23.

At this time last year Tony Benn was tour-
ing the union conferences addressing packed
meetings over his deputy leadership cam-
paign. Where 15 the same tour this year over
the Falklands war? Of course the meetings
would not be so big. Certainly they would
not be so vniformally enthusiastic. But the
attempt is not even made.

The fact of the matter 18 that, however
privately disgusted Benn's supporters may
be at their party’s official stand on the war,
they just hope that the issue will go away.

If that seems an over harsh judgement,
then take a look at the June issuc of London
Labour Briefing, one of the few places where
the Labour left have taken a public stand
against Foot. They have an excellent and
vicious editorial illustrated with a
commendably vicious cartoon. It reads in
part:

*The blood that has been spilled s on the
hands of those Labour MPs who sup-
ported the government as much asitison
the hands of Thatcher and Noit
Regrettably, Michael Foot's position has
been the most pathetic and hypocritical
of all ... Only when the Labour movement
is united in calling for the return of the
feet and an end to the war will webein a
position to aid the Argentinian workers
in rheir fight to rid themselves of the junta
and buiid socialism’.

The problem is that this quite exceptional
editorial is tucked away on page fifteen. The

London Labour Brieling: the cartoon
(top) is commendabty vicious, but the
front page {bottom} shows their real
priorities.

magazine leads with the headline 'Fortress
Istington?’, followed by eight pages of
detailed accounts of L.abour’s triumphs and
tribulations in the local elections,

The sad fact is that however much they
may rage, that is where the Bennites’
priorities lie. And when that 1s your priority
you don’t go round canvassing saying:

‘Excuse me. We are against Thatcher’s
imperialist war in the Malvinas and for
throwing out Michael Foot because of his
disgraceful capitulation to social-
chauvinism. Can we expect your vole
next ‘Fhursday?

Militant
dives for
cover

Whenever we have discussed the politics of
the Militant tendency in the past we have ar-
gued: Don’t pay much attention to their own
distinctive style, Ignore the press hysteria.
Take their claims to be *Marxists® with a
pinch of salt. Basically their politics differ
very little from the Bennites.

So far as their behaviour over the
Falklands is concerned that judgement must
be revised. For the position of the Militant
over Thatcher’s War has been qualfitatively ro
the right of the Bennites. Indeed that 1s
putting it politely,

To begin with, Mifitant has gone out of its
way to feok as if 11 is not opposed to the war,
I1s front page headlines on the Falklands for
the eight weeks after the dispatch of the task
force are as follows:

‘War over the Falklands? ‘Falkland

Islands: workers will win nothing’,

*Fulklands: battle looms closer?,

‘Falklands war now likely', *‘Full scale

war over Falklands', ‘Tories attack living

standards ... for armed services’, "Arms
sharks profit from Falklands war,” *Stock

Exchange profits from **little™ war.’

Only the second of these gives any sugges-
tion of opposition to the war. The one about
services pay, at a time when the baying for in-
creased military expenditure was mounting,
actually gives the impression of supporting
the war. It is rather like leading on police pay
during last summer's ri1ots.

The last twe (now no longer the lead story)
give no indhcation whether Mifitant supports
or opposes the war from which the ‘sharks’
are profiting. The other four are absolutely
neutral,

But this 1s not a case of sober style. Mi/itani 1s
quite capable of screaming out from its front
page where it stands when it wantsto. That it
has not done so here must be because its
editors have made a deliberate polfitical
choice not to appear to be opposed to the
war,

That conclusion is borne cut when you
look beyond the headlines. An article on
page two of the first issue of Milirant after the
crisis broke is entitled ‘No support for Junta
— no support for Tones.” In eight weeks that
is the best AMilirant has done in large type to
highlight oppaosition te the war.

But even this fudges the issue. Mifizant1s of
course produced in Britain. The ‘even-
handed’ appreoach is just like a British
socialist newspaper at the beginning of the
First World War proclaiming ‘No support
for the Kaiser—no support for Asquith.’
Mititant has forgotten that for socialists the
main enemy 18 at home.

And, having forgotten that, much that
they have written 15 a lot worse. Twice in the
same issue they emphasise ‘Labour must
oppose the tnvasion by Argentina’ anditisa
theme they have stuck to since,

To see the significance of this, think again
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about the First World War. Then the pretext
for British entry into the war was the
German invasion of Belgium. What would
we think of a British socialist paper whick
had on 1ts front page: ‘Labour must oppos.
the invasion of Belgium®™ Of course we
would say that whatever their subjective
intentions objectively they were giving aid
and comfort to the war effort.

Having written that they oppose the
Argentinian invasion Miljranr adds that
Labour ‘'must not allow itself to be knocked
off balance. The crimes of the Junta must not
be allowed to obscure the real aims of our
awn ruling class.”

But that it is exactly what Militant has
been doing. At the beginning of the crisis i1
urged ‘the British labour movement must
take the initiative in calling for the blacking
of ali trade with Argentina ...

This really 1s staggering. It 1s a demand
that could only actively reinforce
chauvinism in the workplace. Even Mifirant
themselves scem to have recognised this be-
cause, having got the LYPS conference to
agree to it, they dropped the demand the
following week.

But 1f this aberration was shortlived, in
another respect Militant has allowed ‘the
crimes of the Junta to obscure the real aims
of our own ruling class, throughout the war.
Virtually every one of its articles on the war
begins with a lengthy denunciation of the
Argentinian regime. To any new reader of
the Milirant the condemnation of the Tories
must have seemed to be tagged on almost as
an afterthought,

This condemnation has always been there.
even if it is almost always the second part of
the article and never headlined. It is framed
in characteristic Mifitanr style. Take the
April 23 issue:

‘No support for a dirty capitalist war! For
a General Election now! Labour must
come to power with a socialist
programme for transforming society by
taking over the banks, insurance com-
panies and the 200 monopolies, with
compensation on the basis of need,”

But even as this opposition is being ex-
pressed there is ambiguity. Not once do these
specialists 1n the programme include an
immediate and unconditional cessation of
hostilities in their formuia for a ‘Labour
government on a socialist programme.'

Indeed in a number of instances the
impression is actually given that whereas the
Tories cannot be trusted to wage a war
against the Argentinian junta, a Labour
government ‘on a socialist programme’
could do the job. Take the same article of
April 23;

‘By taking over these monopolies which
exploit the colonial peoples, a Labour
Government, will have clean hands to
appeal to the Argentinian workers in the
event of war, to end their misery by over-
throwing the Junta ... A Labour govern-
ment committed to socialist policies
could end the nightmare of dictatorship
tn Argentina and South America ...’

This locks dangerously like accepting the
Neil Kinnock argument that what we have
here is an ‘anti-fascist® war, with simply the
variation that the Tories cannot be trusted to
conduct it.

The argument is however contradicted on

- -y

cther occasions, so perhaps we should give
Milirant the benefit of the doubt over this.
What they cannot be given the benefit of the
doubt over is the other use 1o which they
have put their formula of *.abour to power
on a socialist programme.’

Amazingly 1t 15 advanced to oppese the
slogan ‘withdraw the fleet’, Mitirant’s line of
thinking being that it is deluding the working
class to put any demands on the Tortes! John
Prckard puts 1t like this in the 14 May issuc,
"To demand “Withdraw the Fleet” simply
begs the question of who will withdraw the
Fleet and on what basis.” And a week later
Ted Granmt devotes a whole page to the issue
under the titles *“Demand “to withdraw™ is
no answer.’

‘Such a demand' says Grant “is com-
pletely unrealistic and futile ... If (the
Labour lcaders) had mobilised the
workers against the ruling class policy on
the war, the situation would be different.
Once the Task Force has been sent, the
die 1s cast. The lefts, by putting forward a
negative pacifist position, cannot gain the
support of the working class,’
Ted Grant uses Michael Foot’s cringing
miserable behaviour to justify his own. What
makes it worse 1s that he conjures up the
Bolshevik criticism of pacitism to reinforce
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tis argument. Now, Lenin did say, quite
rightly, “Whoever wants a lasting and demo-
cratic peace must stand for civil war against
the governments and bourgeoisie’. (*Civil
war’ note, not a “general election’). But he
also said in the same breath (in Socialism and
War, 1915):

“The temper of the masses in favour of

peace often expresses the beginning of

protest, anger and a realisation of the
reactionary nature of the war. It is the
duty of all Social Democrats (ie, in the
language of the Lime revolutionaries) to
utiitse that temper. They will take a most
ardent part in any movement and in any
demonstration, motivated by thar senri-

went 7

Miliranr were completely absent fram the
23 May anti-war demonstration. In Brighton
their members voted with the right wing
against the local Labour Party taking part in
an anti-war demonstration.

What, in effect Mifitanr are saving is that
because there is support for the war and the
government are intent on carrving it
through, there is no point in opposing it.
Indeed Mititant in recent weeks has been full
of pleadings that ‘Marxists must understand
the feelings of the workers’—unless they
happen to have 4 semi-pacifist opposition to
the war!

It 15 a disgraceful spectacle. And surely
one that will have opened questons in the
minds of some Mifitans suppeorters. But why
has 1t occurred?

[n small part, Militanr has a history of it,
particularly over Ireland. Tn larger part
Militgnt's trade union strategy has now put it
in the tradittonal Communist Party dilemma
of having some of the positions without
having the base and therefore trying des-
peratcly to avoid offending anyone. In this
context 1t is intcresting  that  Milirgnt
supporters at the CPSA conference, the
scene of their biggest triumph, were opposed
to raising the question of the Falklands war.

But it 1s difficult to escape the fecling that
another factor is involved, especially when
you see how little there 1s in Méfitant attack-
ing Michael Foot over the Falklands war.
Could it be that taced with a purge in the
Labour Party Militant are already running
for cover? ]

L

S IHIATA

Sccialist Heviey_ 7

AT LT 5T




UNITED NATIONS

The United Nations i1s 1n the
news. It is the organisation
which Benn and Hart, and
sometimes Foot and Healey,
think can solve the Falklands
crisis. Sue Cockerill looks at
what the UN is really like.

Calling in the UN sounds very appealing. It
certainly seems much more respectable than
revolutionary internationalism. It does not
challenge things like the idea of national
unity. No wonder the Labour left find it such
a useful part of their argument,

The argument might be useful, butthe UN
is useless. Workers in Britain and Argentina
can expect nothing from the UN.

It is nothing but a club of nationai govern-
ments. It is not the British workers or the
Argentinian workers who are represented in
New York, but Thatcher and Galtiers. Some
of the governments which make up the UN
are nastier than others, but the UN remains
an organisation of the representatives of rul-
ing classes all over the world.

The forming of the UN is such a sordid tale
that it is tempting to believe that it is suf-
fictent to destroy any illusions in the
organisation which results. Its origins lie in
American wartime planning for a postwar
world which America would dominate,
economically and politically.

It used to be a common explanation of the
failure of the UN that it had been wrecked by
the Cold War divide between the USA and
Russia. In fact, that divide was assumed
from the beginning.

In 1943 and 1944, Britain was seen as a
powerful threat to postwar American
hegemony. The existence of the Empire was
a potential block on American commercial
expansion. The Americans saw the UN,
along with the IMF, the World Bank and so
on, as one instrument for beating down Bri-

tish and Russian obstacles to American
power.

The Americans had to ensure that the
membership of the UN was loaded in their
favour. So too with the structure—the two
things were linked. The Amencans proposed
that the only body with any real power, the
Security Council, should be made up of four
permancnt members—the USA, Britain,
Russia and China. Roosevelt, the US Presi-
dent, referred to this body as ‘the Four
Policemen’.

The China the Americans wanted so badly
as a permanent member was not Mao’s
China, but Chiang Kai-shek’s. China was at
the time fighting the Japanese but it was
clear to almost everyone that a revolution
would follow the war, and Mao's forces
would probably win.

Chiang Kai-shek was known 1o be a cor-
rupt gangster. This did not upset anyone
involved in planning the UN, except that he
was a virtually powerless gangster.

The British recognised that the Americans
wanted China as an extra vote. So they pro-
posed that France should also be included as
a permanent member.

Just as China could be expected te vote
with the US on any issue of conflict with
Russia. France, with a colonial empire of i1s
own, could be expected 1o back Britain on
those issues where it would fall cut with the
Americans.

The question of which countries should be
invited to sign the UN Declaration wasalsoa
subject of intense manipulation. Mem-
bership was supposed to be confined to those
states at war with Germany or Japan, but at
the Dumbarton Qaks planning meeting in
November 1944, America proposed includ-
ing eight countries not at war with the Axis,
six of them in Latin America,

The Russians responded by proposing
(unsuccessfully) that each of the sixteen
Soviet ‘republics’ should be given a seat, Of
the forty-four countries invited to the found-
ing conference, twenty-three were likely to
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The thieves’ Kitchen

respond to American ‘advice’. Afier Novem-
ber, the Americans applied pressure to the
neutral Latin American states to declare war
on the Axis powers before the March 1945
deadline. Six did so.

In spite of this built-in American majority,
the Americans left nothing to chance. It was
an American idea to have an absolute veto
for the permanent members of the Security
Council, although no doubt Britain or
Russia would have mnsisted on it anyway.

Two other issues reveal clearly what kind
of organisation was feunded in San Fran-
cisco in 1945. One has do with the origins of
the famous Article 51, the ‘right of self
defence’.

While the Americans were opposed to
other countries setting up exclusive “spheres
of influence’, that concern didn't apply to
their own: Latin Amernica. This presented
them with a slight problem, The UN Charter
forbade military intervention by a member
country without the approval of the Security
Council, except against former enemy states.
That, in theory, meant a free hand for Russia
against Germany or Japan, while restricting
America's ‘right’ to intervene at willin Latin
Armernica.

The Americans wanted their right to inter-
fere in Latin America recognised by the UN
Charter, without it giving the go-ahead to
Britain or Russia to do the same elsewhere.
So they attempted to have the specific mils-
tary agreement they had just made with
South American states wrilten In as an
exception to the provisions of the Charter.
Not surprisingly, the Bntish wouldn’t have
this.

The Americans came up with Article 51.
This allowed them to intervene under the
auspices of the kind of regional military
agreement, like the current Rio Treaty,
which provides that ‘an attack on one is an
attack on all’

In the US Senate discussions of the
Charter, it was spelt out that Article 51
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The UN In action: British mercenary troops from Nepal sent to the
mediterranean to separate Greek from Turk in the interest of NATO

allowed US intervention in South America
without Security Council approval.

The other main issuc was that of
decolonisation. Linked with that was the fate
of the possessions of the defeated Axis
POWETS.

The Amerncans were chiefly concerned
with the Pacific islands, which they were
determined to hold onto, as bases. They
hadn't been able to decide at Dumbarton
Oaks whether they wanted a ‘trusteeship’
system under the UN, or if they would simply
annex them. So they postponed the dis-
CUSSIOTL.

The British knew they could use the
American desite for these islands to tone
down anti-empire American demands. The
result was that Britain supported American
¢laims in return for silence on the future of
the British Empire.

The trusteeship system which emerged
divided the territorics into two: ‘strategic’,
over which the Security Council had juris-
diction, and the rest, under a Trusteeship
Council, controlled by the General
Assembly. The Pacific Islands administra-
tion became subject to a US veto.

To placate the British, whose mandated
territories were not ‘strategic’, the Ameri-
cans put a clause in the Charter allowing a
trustee power to ensure that its terriory
‘plays its part in the maintenance of inter-
national peace and security.’

Any measures taken would be reviewed by
the Security Council not the Assembly-con-
trolled body. To cap it off, the objectives of
the Trusteeship Council were very narrowly
defined, allowing no share in adminstration
to the local people. The General Assembly
could not even send inspectors to determine
if a territory was rcady for independence.

To quote Gabriel Kolko:

‘No possibility of global unity and com-
mon acuon for peace via the United
Nations ever existed, since the controlling

power in the United Nations never inten-
ded it Moving behind the nter-
nationalist rhetoric of the new structure it
fully expected to control, the US hoped to
define the basic thrust of postwar world
politics in a fushion compatible with iis
national interests.’

The UN action in Korea in 1950-53,
proves that the UN at that stage was nothing
more than an instrument of US foreign
pclicy. This war, which was to leave 200,000
dead and five million homeless, was a strug-
gle between the superpowers, fought out on
the territory of a small Asian country with
tragic consequences for its people.

Atevery stage in this war, the UN accepted
and retro-spectively legitimised Amerncan
actions, from the first resolution which came
after the Americans had already sent in
troops without consulting the Secunty
Council, through every subsequent escala-
tion in the war. The so-called UN forces were
under the command of the US general,
MacArthur, a man committed to ‘roll-
back” in China itself.

The ‘UN Command® which was a
supposedly established by the Secunity
Council Resolution was in reality 4 unified
command of American troops, with token
forces from other UN members. It was under
US control using the UN flag.

The UN label gave the American inter-
vention a moral force it in no way mented. [t
allowed complaints and protests about the
actions of MacArthur's forces {including the
bombing of a Russian airport sixty miles
north of the Korean border) to be referred o
the UN. The Security Counctl didn’t even
receive detailed reporis of military action
taken, let alone authorise it in advance.

No other ‘peacekeeping’ operation has
been quite so blatant as Korea. [t was only
possible to use the Security Council in that
way due to the absence of the Russian dele-
gate, who was boycotting it because of the

continuing denial of the Chinese seat to the
Peking Government. (China was only seated
in 1971.) Also the degree of Amencan
domination of the UN is less now thanat the
height of the Cold War.

1 ater UN military interventions have cer-
tainly been just as questionable as
‘peacekeeping’.

One of the most ambitious of these was the
UN force in the Congo between 1960 and
1964. The Congo became independent in
1960. [t was soon clear that this was to be the
most nominal kind of independence.

Belgium and other Western powers had a
special interest in the province of Katanga.
This produced ten per cent of the world’s
copper, sixty per cent of its cobalt, and half
the metal used in making jet engines and
radar equipment in the noncommunist
world.

The secession of Katanga under Moise
Tshombe meant its retention by Belgium.
The revolt of the Congolese Army against
continuing conirol by colonial officers fed to
a massive military intervention by Belgium
on the pretext of ‘protecting the lives and
property” of 1ts nationals,

The government of the Conge, led by
Patrice Lumumba, appealed to the UN for
assistance in ridding the Congo of Belgian
troops and white mercenaries, and restoring
1its rule aver Katanga.

Lumumba himself was regarded as
dangerous to Western interests not because
he was a communist, though that was how
they frequently described him, but because
he had too uncompromising an appreach to
the Congo's relations with Western
economic interests.

The Americans were also unwilling to
hack the old colonial rulers. [t was in their
interests to create a unified, but subservient
Congo, under a leader more plable than
Lumumba. The UN gave them precisely
that.

When a coup was staged against
Lumumba the UN forces closed down the
National Radio and all the airports, exceptin
Katanga. This prevented Lumumba rallying
troops loval to him. The rebels had access to
the radio in the neighbouring pro-Western
state of Congo-Brazzaville. Cordier, the UN
chief in the Congo, aliowed UN planes free
passage, but forbade all troop movements by
the Congolese National Army.

The invasions of Katanga and Kasai (the
other secessionist province) which
Lumumba had begun, were halted. In the
words of Thomas Kanza, Lumumba’s dele-
gate to the UN:

*The Congo became rather like a business

company in which the largest shareholder

could determine how the governing
board was to act. By paving most of the
expenses involved in preserving peace
and order in. the Congo, the USA
thenceforth took it upon itsett to behave
as the major shareholders. Resolutions
were voted in New York—whether in the
Security Council or the General Assem-
biy—only if approved and dictated by
Washington in consultation with i(s west-
ern allies helping the Congo
through UN channels in fact meant inter-
fering in the alfairs of the Congo with the
approval of Washington.”’

Other UN forces have been used only in
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UNITED NATIONS

on majority support on issues like South  Security Council supported the move,and in

situations where it sutis the superpowers to
have a supposedly neutral force deployed,
such as Cyprus or the Lebanon.

A measure of the nature of the UN is what
it doesn’t discuss or act on just as much as its
positive actions, The glaring gap is of course,
Vietnam, The alternative to the Korea-style
operation was for the US not to have the
matter raised at all, So they made sure it was
never mentioned. Some may ¢laim that this
proves the Americans can no longer be sure
of controlling the UN. Those who se¢ the UN
as having a major independent function
must find it difficult to justify its inaction on
the biggest war which has taken place during
its existence.

There is an argument which goes as
follows: the UN was an instrument of the
Americans in its early years, but now it has
been transformed by the process of
decolonisation, and its members from the
Third World now constitute a majority
which offers a new and radical direction for
the orpganisation.

It is an important argument, backed by the
evidence of numerous resolutions against
coioniatism, neo-colonialism, apartheid,
Zionism and a world economic order which
keeps the vast majority of the world’s
population impoverished.

Regular denunciations of the General
Assembly by American governmeénts serve
to emphasise that the US canno Jonger count

Africa, Israel and the North-South
‘dialogue’.

Resolution-mongering is all it amounts to.
Such real power as there is in the UN rests
with the Security Councii, and above all with
the Americans, whose money keeps the UN
going. America pays a quarter of the official
funding of the UN, and its voluntary pay-

ments are c¢rucial o the survival of the

specialist agencies. At present the Americans .

say they are keeping a record of the voting
behaviour of states in the GGeneral
Assembly—a not very subtle threat to those
countries which depend on US aid.

The Namibia saga

And to look at the UN’s record on just one
issue—Namibia——should surely dispel any
notions that anything has really changed.
Namibia was originally handed over to
South Africa under a mandate from the
League of Nations. In 1945, Smuts, the
Prime Minister of South Africa, made it ¢lear
to the UN that South Africa would resist any
attempt to take the mandate away. Britain,
and the US supported Smuts.

Until 1966, the UN accepted this position,
Then the General Assembly terminated
South Africa’s mandate and assumed direct
responsibility for Namibia. Tn 1968 the
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1970, declared that South Africa’s continued
occupation was illegal. This was confirmed
in 1971 by the International Court of Justice.
South Africa tock no notice of any of this,

They didn't need to take any notice
because they kpew very well that the
American government would notf allow any
action to be taken against them. They knew
that the wuranium and other mineral
resources of Namibia were regarded as
crucial to the West, The UK Labour govern-
ment of 1969 signed a contract for Namibian

- uranium which is still in operation.

By 1976 pressure was building up for
something to be done. The situation in Zim-
babwe and the independence of
Mozambigue and Angola convinced the
South Africans that they might have to con-
cede some kind of independence to
Namibia—so they started setting up a future
puppet govertiment.

The UN Commission for Namibia 15 an
offshoot of the full-time Secretariat and in-
fluenced by Third World views. Officially
the UN regards SWAPO (the hkberation
movement) as the ‘sole and authentic voice
of the Namibian people.’

Yet this didn’t prevent the Security
Council, acting to head off demands for deci-
sive action from the Assembly, from setting
up a Contact Group of Britain, the US,
France, Canada and West Germany. All
these countries have substantial interests in
South African and Namibra. All these
countries are acceptable to South Africa.
Britain has insisted it would veto any
attempt to impose sanctions on South
Africa.

That this unsavoury gang should be
officially designated to find a path to
Namibian independence is surely enough to
justify the deepest cynicism about the Unsted
Nations.

What of the charitable bits of the UN?
Can’t we even say a good word for them?

Unfortunately not. The agencies which
have any money to give or loan are
dominated by the countries which have the
money, They are under the political
pressures of those governments—mostly the
United States, since it provides most of the
cash. The agencies which the others are
allowed to run are mostly irreievant.

Where an agency treads too heavily on the
toes of the American or their allies,
retribution follows, The UN Commussioner
for Human Rights was sacked last year by
the new Secretary General. Why? Because he
was investigating the ‘disappearances’ in
Argentina of political oppeonents of the
military regime after the coup in 1976, and
the political massacres by the US backed
regimes in El Salvador and Guatemala.
Those were not the kind of human nghts
which interested the Reagan administration.

Finally, the most fundamental objection
to the ‘new UN' position brings us back to
the origina! point: Third World or First
World, the UN is a collection of ruling
classes. Third Word rulers are not inherently
more ‘progressive’, merely less powerful.
Many are engaged in vicious repression at
home and military adventures abroad.

Lenin described the League of Nations as
a ‘thieves’ kitchen’. The United Nations is no
less so for having mcre thieves as members,




The cruiser General Belgrano. Picture ken Jase tat: on Pearl Harbour.

Dying for Thatcher

‘Gotcha’ screamed The Sun
when the Argentine cruiser
General Belgrano was torpedoed
by a British nuclear submarine.
Jim Scott looks at the reality of
naval wartiare,

The spectacle of the gutter press over the last
few weeks has been sickening. The
chairbound Admurals of The Sun are very
keen 1o send young sailors to a horrible
death 1n the South Atlantic. A death very
likely in circumstances like this:

‘It struck and I was enveloped in tlames

but managed to stumble and fall across

the port side into the sea ... As ] entered
the sea the flight deck ... was touching it.

The next thing ! knew was that I felt cool

ang fresh and was swimming in the warm

sea. I did notknow that my right shoulder
had a gaping wound from a bomb
sptinter, clogged with fuel o1l and that my
face, head, arms and fect were badly
burned ... the sea was black with o1l fuel
and strewn with wreckage and corpses.’

This is from Commander E MacNeil
Sruth's ofticial report on the sinking of the
Hermes by Jlapanese baombers off Ceylon,
1941. There is, | suppose, a horrible irany in
the fact that Hermes was the only carrier lost
to enemy aircraft artacks in the Second
World War, Just over three hundred sea-
men, including the captain, were lost tn that
attack. Dwozens of others were terribly
wounded and spent many hours in the water
waiting to be picked up.

Naval warfare adds its own dimenston to
the horrors of modern war, for should he
survive the enemy military attack, the sailor
then finds humself faced with the prospect of
trying to keep alive in that most un-
predictable and uncontrolable of the
elements, the Sea.

We shall come to that aspect later. Let's
first consider the type of vessels facing each
other in the South Atlantic at the time of
witting. Modern warships are killing fac-
tories afloat, their steel hulls are crammed
with equipment and men. Every available
square foot of space is utibised for either
machinery, shops engines, boilers, fuel tanks
Oor weapons systems and ammunition. The
space for the crew is included almost as an
afterthought.

During "action stations” watertight doors
would automatically close, hatches would be
bolted down and the crew would be at their

battle positions. That quamt nautical term
"batten down the hatches’ takes on a ternible
meaning if you are one of those being
battened down in a machine space below the
watcrline not knowing the moment when a
torpedo may rip through the paper thin non-
armoured hutl of a modern destroyer,

Should you quite understandably panic
and leave your post for safer climes you'll
probably find a marine at the hatch pointing
a loaded SLR at you with the safety catch off.
Should vour compartment be hit and vou
somehow survive you'd be quite likely left to
drown, since the whole theory of watertight
compartments s to maintain the ship afloat
after holing, Nobody would want this to
happen of course but its the way the system
works.

Alter the sinking of the American battle-
ship West Virginia at Pearl Harbour salvage
crews found the diary scribbied on a
bulkhead of three sailors who had been
trapped below, It took them sixteen days to
die on the bottom of the ocean. For others it
would bhe quicker bul no more merciful.
Like, perhaps, those German sailoers in the
Wilheim CGusraff:

‘A great hole was torn in the tall hull of
the ship. Hundreds of tons of salt water
was unicashed on the red hot boilers, The
men of the black gang were swept aside
like straws many of them flayed alive by
boeiling steam’.

And on board the British battleship
Recfuse a bomb burst immediately above,
one of the boiler rooms bursting some of the
steam pipes. Survivor Able Seaman Baxter’s
report of what happened next is worth
guoting, if only to disitlusion those who still
think there’s something glorious in sea
warfarc.

‘During the lull, to our amazement, some
of the stokers had managed to climb up
through the uplakes or ventilation system
and were screaming for us to let them out.
These uptakes were covered with heavy
wire netting and 1 remember them trying
to tear the wire away with their bare
hands. They were ike monkeys in a cage.
Cringer Wilkinson soon took the initiative
and we found a rope and wcaved it
through the wires and the twelve of us
ripped the wire away and helped the poor
tellows out. [t was only then did we realise
they were naked and all badly burned and
screaming in agony. It was a horrible
sight — they had been burnt by steam
from broken steam pipes down below in
the boler room.”

- themselves

THATCHER'S WAR

For those who escaped the infernos of the
shattered hulis the sea may have provided a
short lived relief. Immersion in the warm
waters of the Pacific Ocean is one thing, to
phinge nto the freezing seas of the Arciic
was simply to exchange hells. But €ven the
Pacific brought its terrors, for a sailor badly
burnt by either fire or steam the salt water
must have been agonising.

There are also sharks in tropical waters.
Although any sharks in the immediate
vicinity of a major sea battle would be weli
and truly frightened off; seamen who were
not picked up immediately and had to spend
some days on rafts had thes added terror to
compete with.

There was aiso the fact that many seamen
couldn't swim or became too weak to hold
onto the life rafts, had swallowed large quan-
tities of fuel oil and became delirious. Many
of those who were rescued from the seas
scalded or flash burned succumbed to shock
and died later.

In Northern hemispheres the Battle of the
North Altaniic was fought in freezing condi-
tions, Even in the summer the Atlantic or
North Sea are not warm waters but in winter
survival in the water could be counted in
minutes. Many who survived would find
permanently disabled by
frostbite. The cold plus the frequently
mountainous seas made rescue extremely
difficult and casualties tended to be higher,
particularly on the Murmansk convoys to
supply the Red Army,

Here of course the majority of casualties
were civilian members of the Merchant Navy
and it took a special courage to sail on an
undefended tanker carrying thousands of
gallons of aviation spirit through the
German U-Boat packs of the North Atlantic
and Arctic Sea,

It 1s particularly dispiriting then as an ex-
merchant seaman to read of the leadership of
the NUS supporting Thatcher’s war. They
must be aware of the dangers they place their
members in by associating themselves with
this lunatic adventure, but then they won't
be in the engine rooms of the Canberra.

S0 when you read the accounts in the
gutter press of the heroic deeds of our lads,
think mmstead of those teenagers who died —
died screaming in the machine spaces of the
Belgrano, of the Sheffield and the Ardent.
Whether they were conscripts of the Junta or
of Thatcher’s doie queues, they were
rurdered in the defence, not of their class, or
even their countries, but in the interest of
profit. As John Reed said about another
war:

"We must not be duped by the editorial

bunkum about Liberalism geing forth to

Holy War against Tyranny. This 15 not

our War.’

- « rd =g LrrkCh
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France:
year of
empty
promises

Francois Mitterrand has been
President of France for more
than a year. The comrades of
the French revolutionary
organisation Combat
Commmuniste have sent us a
special article on how this model
of parliamentary socialism has

fared.

May 1981 saw hope for change among a
section of workers. Today disatfection i3
very visible: confidence in Mitterrand has
fallen from 74% to below 589, and in Pnme
Minister Mauroy from 71% to less than
57%. The recent cantonal (local) elections
showed a setback of 7%¢ for the left in
comparison with the cantonal elections of
1976,

The causes of this disaffection, noticeable
among both workers and the middle classes,
are not hard to understand. Of course the
government has put into effect some ref-
orms. The most noteworthy are the abolition
of the death penalty, the halting of the
extension to the Larzac military camp, and
the refusal, for the time being, to allow the
extradition of militants from the Basque
organisation ETA. Military courts have been
abolished; retirement at sixty has been
granted, so has the right of association for
foreigners in France.

But each time the measures have largely
lost their content because of qualifications
involved. In the army soldiers can still be
sentenced for conduct harmful to the inter-
ests of the State by emergency military
courts. Even the abolition of first-class
compartments on the Panis Metro is only
applicable to certain times of day!

All these small reforms, including the
raising of the minimum wage by ten per
cent, don’t go any further than the measures
introduced by Giscard after he came to
office (for example, votes at eighteen and
the abortion law). Essentially they are
reforms which don’t cost the bosses anything.

Many electoral promises have been
guickly forgotten. Abortion will not be free
and all the basic limitations on the old law
will be preserved. The promuse te consult
the population about the nuclear programme
has not been kept. For the time bemng immi-
grants have heen refused the right to vote.
Temporary employment has not been
banned as promised, but legalised with only
minor changes. The full list would be a long
one.
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The changes don't have much effect on
the everyday life of workers who are suffer-
ing from inflation, massive unemployment
and the detenioration of their living and
working conditions.

Inflation, which was supposed to be going
ta fall to 10%, reached in March a rate
equivalent to 14% a year (in fact 16% for
foodstuffs). The government has brought in
substantial increases for essential goods and
services since last year — transport, gas,
efectricity, housing.

As for unemployment, on which ‘war was
declared’, which was the ‘overriding prior-
ity’, it has considerably increased. It passed
the two million mark back in November
1981. The economic revival which the lett
promised has not happened.

White-wash measures

The government has been reduced to
taking white-washing measures, and to
extending the previous government’s plans
for youth employment (comparable to
YOPs). But the most important attacks on
living standards and working conditions are
those stemming from social security and the
side-effects of the decree on the thirty-nine-
hour week. '

- It was the left which finally put into effect

the former government’s plan, raising by
one point the rate of contributions to Social
Security. This system was already profoundly
unequal since in 1976 the contributions
represented 32.8% of the income of a
working-class family as opposed to only
8.6% for the liberal protessions. The un-
employed will have to pay contributions,
which has raised a storm of protest.

It might be thought that the 39-hour week
was a positive gain, but the workers have
rapidly realised that this was a poisoned
‘gift’. Not only did the decree not lay down
that wages be fully maintained at the pre-
vious level, but there are side-effects such as
making it impossible to refuse overtime.
Agreements in different industries about
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flexible hours can lead to workers having to
work on Saturdays and Sundays.

These show clearly that the government is
firmly committed to a policy of flexible
working hours which fits the employers’
needs to increase productivity. Part-time
work for women, which the left in opposi-
tion called the ‘orgamsation of part-time
unemployment’ has now become a standard
thing. The ban on night-work for women

has been lifted.
We can understand, then, why Yves

Chotard. Vice-President of the French
employers’ federation (CNPF) could say
that the ‘Delors system is the twin brother of
the one Raymond Barre wanted to set up’,
with the additional advantage of having
union support. (Le Matin, 6 January 1982).

The speed which with the lett government
has yielded to the various pressures from the
employers has surprised more than one
observer. It was enough for the Constitu-
tional Council to raise its voice for the
government to grant an extra 35 milion
francs compensation to the shareholders of
the recently naticnalised companies.

After having granted more than 24 thous-
and million francs long-term loans to the
employers — obviously with no effect on
employment levels — the results of the recent
cantonal elections led the government to
relieve companies of professional taxes —
namely to make a present to the employers
of more than eight thousand million francs!

It’s the same with the police, the army and
‘law and order’. Several dozen soldiers who
signed petitions demanding democratic
rights in the army were interned, sometimes
for a month. Following the murder of the
Isracli Ambassador (for which no-one has
yet claimed responsibility) the most hard-
line wing of the police apparatus has made
the Socialist Minister of Interior Detferre
publicly express reservations about his plans
for the abolition of the most repressive laws
of the former government.

Only a few days ago police raids were
organised in Marseilles, an area with a large
immigrant population; several hundred
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vehicles and more than two thousand people
were checked.

It is getting more and more obvious that
the government 1s implementing a policy of
austerity

In face of all this what is the response of
the workers and of the unions? For some
years it has been clear that the working class
1s on the retreat. 1980 was a year with a
particularly low level of struggle.

Since the arrival of the left in power the
only wave of struggles in France has been a
defensive one: the workers defeated a chal-
lenge to a number of gains such as seniority
bonuses, additional leave etc. But in most
cases the different sections of the working
class either accepted the snuaunn'.hm reacted
in a fragmentary manner.

The working-class’s capacity for resistance
has been weakened even further by the fact
that at present the union leaderships, and
especially the CFDT (the pro-Socialist
union) are openly moving towards a policy
of joint management and austerity.

Recently, for example, the leader of the
CFDT, Maire, let it be suggested that the
government should not have accepted a
reduction in working hours without some
compensatory cut in wages for the employ-
ers. Showing his ‘democratic’ spirit, he even,
less than two months before the CFDT
Congress, proclaimed that the idea that
unions ought to defend the interests of
wage-earners 15 ‘old-fashioned and false’.

The Communist Party (PCF) hak lost
maore than a quarter of its electorate and is
participating lovally in the government. It is
trying to make people forget all the zigzags —
Afghanistan, Poland — which made it lose
vOotes.

Shifting to the right

It 1s also trying to carry out a two-faced
policy by making the CGT, which it con-
trois, adopt a more radical language, but the
results are not always brilliant. The CGT is
also showing itself loyal to the government
which 1s offenng 1t some crumbs (union
admimistrators in the nationalised com-
panies, a bigger say in determining the
government’s economic policy) and has thus
lost ground and many members, both after
the Polish affair and in certain struggles.

For example at Renault, the stronghold
of the CGT in the engineening industry, the
CGT lost more than 129% in the union elec-
tions at Billancourt, and had a setback at
Renault Flins a few weeks ago; it was mainly
the local sections of the CFDT that gained
from this.

The government's evasions are de-
moralising workers and making them apa-
thetic. The right meanwhile is profiting from
this and going back on to the political
offensive.

The logic of the situation is that, in order

0 placate the discontent which is helping
the right, the government is compelled to
shift its own policy in an ever more right-
ward direction.

As a result a section of workers are
expressing their discontent, as has been
seen in the recent cantonal elections. It was
in long-standing working-class strongholds
that there was the highest abstention rate
among workers who normally vote Com-

munist or Socialist. As a result a vacuum has
been formed to the left of the reformist
parties.

The central question s whether at least
part of the far left will be able, 1n the coming
months and years, to create a focus of resis-
tance in the working class, or whether,
because of its failure to do so, the demorali-
sation will go on getting worse.

The present situation is marked by the
almost complete disappearance of the far
left from the political scene. Of course each
group is keeping up its own activity, but
people scarcely speak of the far left organi-
sations any more. Demonstrations called by
the far left are few and generally very small.

The Maoist groups (orthodox ones like
the PCR and PCFML, as well as the OCT
and smaller groups) have disappeared or are
reduced to a few dozen mihtants. Moreover
the Maoist-Stalinist organisations—or rather
what’s left of them — are today openly
defending reformist positions.

The anarchist current has melted away
without ceasing to exist. It shows itself
essentially through ecological, anti-nuclear,
anti-militarist and similar movements.

The Trotskyist organisations are still by
farthe largest and the mostsolidly organised.

The OCI seems to have kept up its
numbers and even claims to have grown.
This organisation is completely in tow to the
Socialist Party, and is only distinguished
from it by the fact that it sometimes sup-
ports one tendency of the PS against an-
other. It also intervenes in such activities
as the defence of non-religious education
alongside the teachers’ unions where it is
influential.

The LCR {Fourth International) has faded
away considerably. It i1s still running cam-
paigns on Nicaragua and on the reduction of
military service {0 six months, but these are
far from having the impact of campaigns run
by this organisation in the past. The LCR
also tails the feft government, which it sup-
ports critically and to which it addresses
extensive advice.

Lutte Quvriere seems to be keeping up its
numbers, but ts only carrying on its tradi-
tional activities, apart from an attempt to
revive a campaign about public transport
users’ committees.

None of these organisations has tried to
undertake a campaign on themes affecting
the working class, such as unemployment.
Of course, in the climate of relative social
and pohtical apathy prevailing at the present
time, it isn’t possible to be certain what
impact such a campaign would have, but it
would be worth trying.

We should also stress the complete
absence of the large organisations from the
struggles which took place last winter for the
regularisation of the situation of illegal
immigrants. Certainly these struggles were
of limited scope and relatively marginal.
None the less. 1n the absence of other
movements or activities which might claim
priority, the least that might have been
expacted would have been for the far left
organisations to mobilise to give them active
support, which, morcover, might have in-
creased their chances of success.

Drespite its limitations the intervention of
groups like ours {Combat Communiste) was
able to pive a degree of concrete assistance

Ly el

which was not insignificant to certain of
these strupples.

But to take an intitative would mean that
the far left would have to have a clear and
unambguous attitude towards a “govern-
ment of the left””, which is not the case for
any of the large Trotskyist groups, including
Lutte Ouvniere.

But for the moment such a desire and
ability to take initiatives to capitalise on the
discontent which is growing among the
working class 1s lacking on the far left.
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The class struggle in Poland has
once more broken out 1nto
open confrontation on the
streets of more than a dozen
Polish cities. May lIst, 3rd, 4th,
Gth, 12th and 13th — all saw
either demonstrations, open
battles with the police, or
strikes. Kara Weber reports.

On May Day itselt, following a call by
Solidarity’s uwnderground leadership,
alternative demonstrations were held n
Warsaw and Gdansk, attracting some hfty
thousand people, mostly yvoung workers and
students, in each city. Michael Dobbs, ot the
Washington Post, described the scene in
Wwarsaw:

“The otficial procession was well planned,

joyless and silent. It wound its way

through almost empty streets, guarded by
truckloads of police and soldiers ... The

Solidarity procession was emotional, im-

pulsive and noisy. It gathered size and

confidence as it moved through the Old

Town, but it lacked organisation and a

sense of direction ...’

“Free cur lLech — Jail Wojciech™
chanted the crowd, demanding intern-
ment for Wojceich Jaruzelskl.
Amazingly, the police confined itself to
separating the counter demonstration
from the official May Day procession and
did not attack the workers, The marchers
claimed the traditions of May Day for
themselves and shouted “Our holiday!
{hur hohiday!™’

Perhaps Poland’s bosses were also cons-
cious of this fact and felt that a violent
suppression of such a demonstration would
be too damaging. Even such apologists for
Jaruzelski as the pullible Arthur Scargill
might find 1t difficult 1o swallow.

No such curbs on state violence operated

.. c
B R

.........

..........
--------------
...............
.....
......

........

.......

Poland’s May days

two days later, when Poles commemorated
their 3 May Coustitution of 1791, regarded
as the beginning of democracy 1n Poland.
Peaceful demonstrations in many Polish
towns were attacked with water cannon
and tear gas. Running battles with the police
lasted well into the night. In some places,
notably Szczecin, the demonstrations ex-
tended over two davs. The curfew was
reimpaosed in several cities, telephonc lines
were cul. 1300 people were arrested.

Workers prepared for demonstrations
connected with Victary Day on 9 May. The
right wing nationalist Confederation of
independent Poland, the KPN, was active in
organising some of these, notably In
Wroclaw. Farmers prepared (o
commemorate the registration of Rural
Solidarity on 12 May. The underground
Solidarity leadership issued a call for a tif-
tecn minute national protest strike together
with a general halt of all road traffic for one
minute at midday on the 13 May to mark the
end of five months of martial law.

In the face of these threats the state res-
poended with massive shows of force.
Columns of rot police, water cannon,
processions of armoured personnel carriers a
mile long, thundered through Warsaw, Riot
police stopped pedestrians, checking docu-
ments, By 10 May the official total of thase
arrested had risen to 2669. .

More importantly, the leaders of the
Church moved in to confine and deflect the
rising tide of public revolt. The bishops met
at Czestochowa and issued ‘rebukes’ to both
the demonstrators and the state. *The new
disturbances shaking the country are
delaying social accord’ they wrote, ‘halting
steps towards normalisation and misguiding
vouth.® Archbishop Glemp went so far ds to
make a thinly veiled attack on Solidariy
leaders in hiding, cailing them ‘manipulators
with stony hearts.”

It is difficult to gauge the effect of these
pronouncements and state intimidation but
the peasant commemoration in Warsaw
invelved no more than a packed mass in St

John's Cathedral. The stoppages and
demonstrations called by Sclidarity on 13
May were only mederately successful, While
a demonstration of several thousand
gathered in central Warsaw and a crowd of
ten thousand fought pelice in Krakow, the
support for the token strike, although wide-
spread, was not as universal as the workers
leaders had hoped.

The tendency for the upper layers of the
Church hierarchy to attack any manifes-
tations of fight back may have far reaching
consequences. Rank and file priests
have been deeply invoived in clandestine
union activities. There is a general belief
union activitics, There is a general belief,
for example, that many of Selidanty’s
national figures have escaped capture
for so long because they have been shel-
tering on church property, Many of these
from their own bishops.

If the bishops succeed in enforcing their
point of wview this may weaken the
underground organisation considerabiy, but
it may also, 1in the long term, lead significant
numbers of Polish workers to understand the
dubicus role played by the Church in the
Polish class struggle.

While the open declaration of war by
Poland’s ruling class onits workers has made
many of Solidarity’s leaders admit that their
previous hopes of forcing a compromise with
the state were built on sand, very often these
same peopie will see no other long term
solution to their present impasse ... but to
force a compromise with the state.
Archbishop Glemp's proposal for Solidarity
to relinguish all pretentions to a political role
in return for 4 release of the internees and a
lifting of the union’s suspensicn has been,
backed by an indefinite hunger strike of
sixteen internees in Bialcleka prison camp,
among them such national figures as Jacek
Kuron, Karel Modzelewskil, Jan Rulewski
and Janusz Onyszkiewicz.

The most important battles in rebuilding
the Polish workers’ movement are likely to
take place out of the limelight of the arena of
national politics. The Union must be rebult
ai factory level. This is a problem which has
been recognised. Among the communiques
issued by the provisional national leadership
of Solidarity, which first met at the end of
April, was the toilowing outline;

*First of all, however, we must con-

centrate on making sure that in every

place of employment there are:

o Committees for Social Assistance, ex-
tending material help to those employees
and Union activists who have been
deprived of means of existence.

eSolidarity’s discusson clubs with the
participation of representatives of all the
milien. These would work on Union
tactics.

®Printing shops which would enable us
to disseminate information efficiently. In
larger enterprises pericdicals or bulietins

should be 1ssued.’
It is on this local level, involving perhaps

local strikes for limited objectives rather
than widespread token strikes for distant
goals, that workers’ confidence could
nerhaps be rebuilt. It is a process which the
ruling class in Poland has already identified
as being of prime importance. During a
meeting at the Polish Radio and TV the
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military ¢ommissar, Colonel Wislicki, had

this to say to the party cadre of that

institution:
*Should any one of vou ask how lang the
state of war will last? [ think the answeris
quite easy but the solution 15 quite
difficult. The state of war will last until
the Party 1s reborn, and 1I'm not thinking
here about the Party’s bureaucracy, lor
that will be reborn quite quickly — I'm
thinking about the rank and tile in big
enterprises. My reasoning 1s based upoen
the following: there 15 a state of war and
the way out of it s either dictatorship or
democracy. There i1s no third cholce bet-
ween these two. IF we are talking about
democracy — democracy (n a socialist
state that 18 — there must be a force
around which this democracy will gather.
In our situation only the Party can be

such a force. Political pluralism is out of
the question. Any sort of opposition,
more or less organised, 15 out of the
question. The state of war cannot be lifted
until the Party can take over the political
direction of enterprises, which means the
state of war will continue for some time 1n
this country. It is not a question of
months but of years.’

It vou strip away all the Stalinist double-
think about ‘democracy’, the situation 1s
very clearly explained. Any opposition by
workers to their exploitation by the state 1s
out of the question. [t must be crushed. and
the most important arena of that battle will
be the ‘political direction of the enterprises.’

The survival of Solidarity in the
work places is vital if the demonstrations of
protest are t¢ be turned into a movement

powerful enough to defeat the military. [

All out in Bombay

Barry Pavier looks at a major
strike in India.

Readers of this review will be surprised to
learn that 250,000 Bombay textile workers
went on strike in Januvary. They are stil out
at the time of writing (May ).

Such i1gnorance 1s excusable, since there
has been precious little caverage of the strike
in the Indian press, let alone over here, A
demonstration of 308,000 workers on March
11th in support of the textile workers merited
just ten lines in one major Indian paper.

Bombay textile workers have a long
history of organisation and struggle dating
from the beginning of the century. This
strike is rather different because i1 15 not
being led by an established union, but ane
organised by a freelance called Datia
samant,

QOver the past couple of years Samant has
turned the Bombay union scene inside oul.
He has been able to do so because the estab-
lished union federations have lost their total
hold on the organised working class since the
collapse of the Emergency in 1977. This 15
especially true in the case of workers
organised by unicns in federations
dominated by the Communist Party (CPI}
and Communist Party {Marxist)-——CP{M).

The CPI initially supported the Emes-
gency, and the CP{M) abstained from
organising mass oppositton, Workers in
many areas of India breke from the political
leadership of the commumist parties, and
formed organisations independent of the
established federation. In the Bombay
region, the centre of Indian industry, this
situation has produced Dafta Samant.

Before his rise as 4 unmion oOrganiscr,
Samant was a supporter of Indira Gandhi's
Congress party. His position now has been
achieved hy leading simple wage strug-
gles—large claims and successful strikes,
won by the militant actions of workers.

He is as willing 1o sign productivity deals
as the next umeon official, but unlike the
others he does win, and it is this which has
given unjons organised by him a claimed

membership of 1,500,000 in the Bombay
areaq.

He was able to achieve such staggering
successes because his earher efforts were In
high productivity (ie profitabie) cngincering
factories. But to estabhish an absolute
dominance in the Bombay union movement
he needed a success in textiles. Henee his cur-
rent intervention.

For years the largest union in the textile
indusiry has been the Congress-led RMMS,
which has operated rather like the EEPTU
does here, The other mujor (although
unrecognised) union s the CPl-led GKU.
Most other federations also have unions.

Qver the past twenty vears the Bombay
textile workers have sutfered all the usual
problems of textile workers—job losses, low
pay, bad conditions. The RMMS has not
wanted to lead a fight and the other unions
have been incapable. Samant has been able
to move 1n, riding on the back of success in
other industries,

The demand in this stnke 15 simple--a
604, wage increase. Samant entered the field
in November, after the existung joint union
committee had called off a one-day strike.
Eight mills were already out, and in disgust
workers from one turned to Samant. Within
a couple of days a new textile umon with tens
of thousands of members had heen tormed,
thus compietely out-flanking the established
unions,

The RMMS opposed his intervention,
while the others tratled in his wake. Samant
doesn’t gon for protracted negotiations—if
a demand is rejected, he moves immediately
to a strike. After a short delay, the strike
began on January 17th, The millowners have
sat this one out this far. There are good
reasons for them so to do,

Firstly, they can oftset production losses
by de-stocking. Secondly, a prolonged strike
will drive down the price of raw cotton. Most
unportant 1s defeating Samant,

His successes have given the logal
capitalisis a nasty jolt since they have not
had to face such effective opposition tor
many years. However, 1t 1s unhkely that his
influence can survive a major defeat. A lost
stmke will certainly be a massive deleat lor
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the textile workers. By breaking Samant’s
movement in general it would be a severe
reversa for the whole Bombay working class.

Samant 1s a maverick, a free-lance with no
political organisation to support him when
the going gets rough. Most of the other left
partics are giving him support of the ‘rope
and condemned man’ variety. They desire to
recapture their lost influence and would take
a defeat as their opportunity to do so.

At the end of April a one-day solidarity
strike was organised in Maharashtra state,
which surrcunds Bombay, It was originally
proposed by the agricultural workers
organisation of the [Lal Nishan Party, The
[.LNP, which exists only in Maharashtra, 1s a
mass party which broke (rom the CPI in
1942, oppoesing (he pro-British ‘People’s
War' policy. It combines a strange mixture
of old-stvle Stalinism, mass organisation,
and anti-parliamentananism.

Samant appecared at their agricultural
workers conference, and later toured rural
areas calling for the unity of urban and rural
workers and for the formatuon of a new
working class party, allicd with poor
peasants.

This solidarity strike was supported by
other independent working class and
socialist arganisations in rural Maharashtra,
but not by the CPIand CP{M). The potential
consequences of the strike are considerable.
Maharashtra has the most developed work-
g ¢lass in India, orban and rural. A new
party formed out of this struggle would pro-
bably be a mass centrist workers® party in
which revoelutionaries could make an
effective intervention,
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Yo see fadign workers don't have our
tradition of wion militaney. They don’t
have the lihes of me fichung for their
rights, ocotitng  them good redundancy
maney . ke vou for
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NEWS & ANALYSIS

The world cup i1s about to start
and will undoubtedly receive
extensive media overkill. Andy
Durgan takes a look at the real
Spain, away from the glamour
of the football pitches,

THE trial of 32 army officers and one
civilian accused of leading last year's
abortive coup drags on in Madnd. The
accused often appear like the accusers, And
the proceedings are at times more like a
fascist rally than a trial.

Meanwhile, rumblings of discontent are
still heard in the army. Erstwhile democrats
in parliament or the press are supposed {0
keep their mouths shut. Already one liberal
tournalist has been excluded f{rom the
courtroom because his paper was critical of
the way the tnal was being run,

Those who are expecting any [orm of
justice could have taken little comfort from
the appoiniment of a new military judge a
few weeks ago. He 15 General Alvarea
Rodrigeuz, who participated in the
represssion of the Asturian miners uprising
in 1934, He fought with the Nazis in Russia.
He presided over the tnal of anti-Francoist
officers in the early seventies. He let previous
military plotters {(including Tejero who led
the assault on parliarment last year) off the
hock.

The right wing Centre Democratic Union
(UCD) government stumbles from ¢cnsis to
crisis, racked by internal divisions. The
ECONOMIC situatlon worsens. Since the coup
attempt repression has increased. Last year
around 400 prosecuticens were brought or
threatened against journalists.

Typical of recent cases i1s that of well
known feminist Jimena Alonso, on rial for
supposedly collaborating with ETA. In a
radio interview with a revolutionary candi-
date during the recent reglonal elections n
Andualucia, all references to dangers of a
military coup or solidarity with the Basques
were comgletely erased.

A taste of things to come this summer was
the May 10 police raid on the Madrid flea
market, the Rastro. The aim was to have a
‘clean up’ before the world cup. In time-
honoured style the not police arrested 510
people completely arbitranly. After an un-
comfortabie day in the central police station
they were strip-searched, had their details
recorded and were then released.

The biggest thorn in the side of the govern-
ment remains the Basque country. Tt is here
that England will play this June,

The radical nationalists struggle over the
last five years hus meant a contimuation of
the reipgn of terror established under Franco.
Practicaltly all demonstrations and political
meetings are prohibited. It 15 estimated that
500 people a month are arrested under the
stringent apti-terrorist laws.

An estimated 85% of those detained are
subjected to torture and beatings. The
number of imprisoned ETA members has
trebled i the last three vears, to around 340,
117 were transported last year to the
atroctous *high security’ prison of Puerto de
Santa Maria in the south, 1,150 kilometres
from home.

The pro-ETA coalition Herri Batasuna
has been subjected to an atitempt to
criminalise it during the last two years. Over
50 leading members have been prosecuted —
usually for being ‘apologists for terrorism.’
This includes three MPs. Needless to say
their parliamentary immunity was removed.

Herri Batasuna supporters have been the
targets of the bulk of fascist and police
attacks. ‘Uncontrollables’ — widely believed
to be ‘off duty' policemen — murdered 37
and wounded 166 pecople between 1977 and
1981. Few if any have been caught.

Claims by the government that ETA had
been defeated were shattered mm April, On
April 13 ETA blew up the Central Telephone
Exchange in Madrid, cutting off 700,000
telephone lines, including the Prime
Minister's. Concurrently there have been &
series of armed attacks on Civil Guards and
police in the Basque Country itself.

‘It is the Communist Party,
however, who have suffered
most ...

... it is forced to hang on to
the socialists’ coat tails.’

ETA have also recently shot dead the
director of the Lemomz nuclear power
station. This has led to a suspension In con-
struction work on the station, twenty miles
from Bilbao. The socizlist, communist and
bourgeois nationalist parties responded by
organising demonstrations and partial
strikes in protest. Although such killings
have to be criticised, these parties never pro-
test over the real enemy-state repression. In
fact they prefer to bla.:: ‘terrornism’ for all
the country’s ills.

The principal opposition, the Socialist
Party, has been content to sign social
contracts and pacts with the government to
avoid ‘destablisation’. Typical was thenr
feeble opposition to Spain’s entrance into
NATO.

It is the Communist Party, however, who
have suffered most n the last year.
Committed to a wvery moderate par-
liamentary reformism, its electoral support,
only 10 per cent, makes even this seem
completely out of reach. Instead it 15 forced
to hapg on to the socialists’ coat 1ails.

Because of the obvious threat of military
intervention even the mildest reformist pro-
gramme has little chance of success. This

failure ot the CPto make any progress in the
last Nive vears has led to a great deal of
disillusionment among the party’s rank and
fike.

In the Basque Country the local party
tried to seek a way out of this impasse by
unifying with the left nationalist Euskadiko
Fzkerra. The party's leadership was
promptly expelled for this deviation,
[ronically it was the Basque party’s firm
belief in eurocommunist principles of less
centralisation and more internal democracy
that led them to this position. The “official’
party is now even smaller than before in the
Basque country,

In Madnd hive out of the CP’s nine muni-
cipal councillors were expelled after signing
a critical document, along with 220 other
leading members. Again the criticism came
from ostensibly more ‘eurocommunist’
positions than the party leadership itself. As
General Secretary Santiage "Carrillo has
always been a leading advocate of
eurocomimunism, his burcaucratic response
to this opposition has only further
undermined the party’s credibility.

The worst blow, however, has come in
Catalonia. Here the local party, the PSUC,
was by far the most important section of the
CP in the peninisula. It enjoyed a support
similar to the French or [talian parties, After
tour years of intense internal battles and the
{oss of over half of the membership, (down 1o
around 20,000) the PSUC has spht, A new
pro-Soviet party was formed in April.

Interestingly this is a split to the left.
What's more it has taken with 1t not only
about 50 per c¢ent of the PSUC's
membership, but most of its important
industrial base in Barcelona.

In the working class movement as a whole
things still look bleak. Trade union
membership has slumped to about 10 per
cent of the working populaticn, compared to
18 percent two years ago. Even then 1t was
the lowest in Europe. It’s not just the less
militant workers who have left unions, but
alsc many activists. This was reflected in the
recent shop stewards’ electons in SEAT,
Barcelona, where participation dropped by
half in some plants compared with 1980.
However a referendum a few weeks before
On 4 uniocn-management productivity agree-
ment was rejected, although closely, with a
very high turnout.

For five years the sccalist union, the
UGT, and the CP-led Workers’
Commissions have cellaberated with the
government and the employers, while wages
have fallen and uwnemployment steadity
risen. Even in a formerly *prosperous’ area
like the Basque Country there ts now 23 per
cent unemployment.

Internailly the unions have become
increasingly bureaucratised and many
branches have ceased to function. Coupled
with this, in the traditionally more militant
Workers Commissions, revolutionaries have
been systematically removed from positions
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of responsibility. In some areas, particularly
the Basque Country, significant sccuons of
militant workers are now organised outside
the main vwnions, Not always by choice.
signs  of resistance,
Examples are the one dav general strikes in
the suburbs of Madnd and Barcelona
redundancies.
province of Guipuzcod,
‘right to work™ marches leading up o May
Three converged on San Sebastian
where they were ambushed by the riot police.
There have been similar initiatives recently
in Valencia and Albacete.

A massive unofficial selidarity campaign
resulted in partial victory for three workers
brought to court following the bitter Olarra
stirike last year. The three were sacked and
prosecuted by their employer,
fascist, after lcading hundreds ot workers in
an occupation of the companies’ offices,
This was a tesl case and part of a general
ofensive to smash those remaining sectors
prepared 1o oppose redundancies and tight
for union nghts.

Like the eleven Bilbao women acquitted in
the recent anti-abortion trial,
workers showed
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There are

Basquc
there were four

against

a known

the Olarra
that mass mobilisation
could foree the courts to change their minds.

Elsewhere the police are not having i all
their own way either. In Lugo, in the north
a thousand peasants demaonsiraung
against unfair taxation turned on the riot
pelice when baton charged. Years of frustr-
ation boiled over and many pohce were
wounded in the ensuing battle,

In the Basque city of Pamplona, where the
May Day demonstraton attracted
only 150 people, the radical lett organised
one of some 3,000.
attacked by the police. The demonstrators,
however, held their ground and tought for
half an hour.

The most inspining struggle recently has
been that of the miners of Cala. This 15 1n
Spain’s most impoverished province —
Badajoz. When threatened with hundreds of
redundancies, 28 miners occupied the mine
and began a hunger strike. There was an un-
precedented wave of sympathy throughoult
the province. A one day general stnke on
1l 27 saw many towns and
brought completely 1o a standsull. Nothing
opened and whole families demonstrated
their support.

It is this sort of fighting spirit that gives
hope for the future,

The great militant traditions of Spantsh
workers are not dead.
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ORGANISING

Tony CIiff talks to Socialist

Review about the downturn and
what it means for rank and file
organisation.

I want to deal with one 1ssuc and only one
issue, our work in the rank and file move-
ment. There’s no question whatever that
there is a fantastic misunderstanding on the
issue amongst socialists,

Let's be clear that the socialist principle
that the emancipation of the working class ts
the act of the working class 1s just that, a
matter of principle, for Marxism. But the
question of Rank and File groups, orevenofa
Rank and File movement 15 a question of
tactics.

For Rank and File movements you need
three cogwheels: the tiny cogwheel of the
party, the middle cogwheel of the Rank and
File, and the biggest cogwheel of mass trade
union membership. In Russia there was no
Rank and File organisation because there was
no mass trade union membership, Arankand
file movement couldn’t be builc.

In Britain foralong, longtime youcouldn™t
build it either, because there was no possi-
hility of generalising the conflict between the
rank and file and the union bureaucracy.
There 15 always conflict between therank and
file and the bureaucracy, but unless it can be
generatised wyou can’t have the three
cogwheeis.

We had a2 Rank and File movement tn
Britain in the First World War, and then we
had the Minority Movementin 1924, Between
the two we had the 1919/21 slump and
utemployment smashed quite a lot of the
engineering shop stewards’ organisations at
the time. In 1922 with the lockout of the
engineers and the fantastic weakness of the
shop organisation J T Murphy simply said
youcan't have arank and filemovementifthe
factories are empty. That is the way he put it
and he was blocdy right.

In 1924 thers was an economuic revivaland
the Minocrity Movement was born, not so
much on the engineers as on the miners, What
did the miners have? A workplace confidence
and workplace organtsation.

Now our organisation has always argued
for the self-emancipation of workers. But
when youread our literatureinthe 50sand 60s
we argued ggainst the building of a Rank and
File movement at that time. [n [966 1 wrotea
book Incomes Policy Legisiation and Shop
Stewards, in which 1 argued really carefuily
against the building of a Rank and File
organisation. In 1966 there were a lot of
strikes —— briliant! And they were always in
opposition to the bureaucracy. 95 percent of
strikes were unofficial. You know what used
to trigger the strikes? Howto win them before
the unmion official found cut abeut it. The
workers were fantastically confident withina
fragment, and almost all the strikes were
sectional strikes.

You cannot build an organisation from
sectional strikes, You cannot generahise from
a strike of 500 workers for three days. And
most of the strikes lasted for less thanoneday
for heaven's sake. We couldn’t build a Rank
and File orgamisation and that was a fact of
hfe.

We built a Rank and File organisation in
1970 and 1974, We were able to build it

‘Youcan't have arank&

filemovement ifthe
factories areempty’

because there was a mass movement of self-
confident workers, and the struggle was
generalised. From the miners, to the
Pentonville Dockers to the hospital workers,
to the building workers and so on. We had
always wanted to build it, but we couldn’t
until the struggte was very highly generalised.

In 1973 the circulation of a lot of Rank and
File papers was high:

Carworker 6,000 copies printed.

Hospital Worker 6,600 copies printed

Busman's Platform 3,000 copies printed

Textile Worker 1,500 copies printed

Journalists’ Charter 2,000 copies printed

Nalgo Action News 6,000 copies printed

Rank and File Teacher 10,000 copies

printied

Redder Tape 3,000 copies printed

Dock Worker 5,000 copies printed

Butiding Worker 2,000 copies printed

GEC Rank and File 8,000 copies printed

When you look at this list it is interesting
that practically all the manual papers disap-
peared. Only six are still alive and their
circulation is drastically reduced. For
example, NAN 2,500 copies printed, R&F
Teacher 3,000 copies printed, Redder Tape
1,000 copies printed.

Why was this? I'll tell you why, we empuri-
caily reacted to the downturn, we didn’t
calculate this, we just reacted to thesituation.
If there is not encugh confidence for workers
to put the pressure on the Trade Union
bureaucracy then they cannot generalise,

Let’s be clear, the union bureaucracy at
present is worse than it was ten yearsago, it’s
worse than it was 20 years ago. But the
opposition to it is much weaker and more
fragmented, just look at the lack of solidarity
among workers on strike.

When we started the Rank and File groups
we started them as individual groups. Then
we launched the national Rank and File
Movement. But let’s be honest, there were
probiems.

I saw the problems staring me in the face
when we had the R&F Conference in
Manchester in November 1977. It was very
well attended. The 520 delegates at this con-
ference decided unanimously to call fora day
of action in support of the firemen on 7
December 1977. I'm absolutely convinced if
I'd been a delegate I would have voted forit.

But on 7 December the penny dropped.
Nebody came on strike! How did we make
this mistake? Because everyone believed that
although things were bad in their workplace,
things were good cverywhere else, So the
dockers, forexample, know theycan’t get the
docks out, because they know about the
downturn in the docks, but they think that
perhaps the Heathrow workers willcome out.
The Heathrow workers knowtheycan'tbring
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the airport out,butthey think thedockers will
come out.

We forgot that the job of the party is to
generalise. The individual iooks to his own
little section, the party must look to the
lotality.

To me it was absolutely clear by January
1978 that we were wrong. For the foilowing
reasons;

#The trade union bureaucracy had moved
massively to the right because of the social
contract, and had taken many convenors with
them.

eThe movement from piecework 1o
measured day work — the relationship bet-
ween the shop and shop steward had been
weakened out of all recognition.

eThe culmmation of these two things
means the shop organisation 1s less confident
and less able to generalise,

['ll tell you straight, we're nevergoing back
to piece rates, History will not reverse just to
make our life easy. But what will happen is
that we'll have g new battle, and we'll have it
on a much higher level. It will be a battle on
measured day work, not on piece rates. Not
on a small section of five or 5@ workers, buton
5,000 workers. But you cannot build the
house of teday with the bricks of tomorrow.
In revolutionary politics tenses are more
important than grammar.

What happened in 1977 and 1978 was that
we didn’t generalise because we couldn’t.
And the groups ceased to exist. The majority
of socialist trade unionists ar¢ not in Rank
and File groups because they don’t exist.
People voted with their feet. You don’t get
letters saying: ‘“Where is the Carworker? or
‘Why dont dockers publish the
Dockwarker? Nobody asks for these papers.

1t makes me laugh that peoplesay weareon
the defensive in our factory, butif youtake all
the factories of the combine then weare much
better off. What a lot of rubbish. One of the
reasons why Gardners did well was that
Gardners was a single factory, they couldn’t
kid themselves. If you are weak in the locality

.

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

then you are ten times weaker in the totality. ~
Its like the story of the Jewish woman —
someone says to her: ‘How do you make your
living? ‘I make cakes: on every cake I seli |
lose a penny’. “So, how do you make your
living?® ‘T sell 2 lot of them.”

Youseein thisthestupidity of the situation.
In the individual workplace we know the
sitnation, but we deny that it exists in the
totality.

So what's happened to our arganisation
under such conditions? We become sub-
stitutionist, we become self-defeanng.
Instead of recruiting people from Rank and
File groups into the party, comrades
disappear into the Rank and File group.

I started off speaking about three
cogwheels. But if the two bigger cogwheels
don’t exist, then the little cogwheei moves on
s own, In other words, the Party becomes
introspective: it becomes a mess, If there’s no
struggle pecple move to the right, and it you
createan organisationthathasnothingtobite
into, you invite passivity and a drift to the
right.

So there have been cases where people
stopped being revolutionaries and became
simple trade unionisis. Because once you
have substituticnism you start cheating. You
say that you represent the wide movement. |
tell you straight, if you really represent the
wide movement it is excellent, but if you
represent nothing, but pretend you represent
the wide movement, then it's a catastrophe.
What that means is that vou simply cover up
your politics.

In every specific situation we ask if we can
mabilise people ornot. If we can, wedao,ifnot
we move with ourminimalreal periphery. We
don’t pretend.

The downturn means that we must reiate
politically to everything, not just cur own
little patch.

If we stop pretending that weare something
bigger than we really are, we will actually
become more enthusiastic socialists and
better trade unionists.

T o
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Living to some purpose

Paul O’Flinn looks at Tom
Paine’s Rights of Man.

Tom Paine’s Rights of Man is one of the
best sellers of all time. First published in
1791 at a time when Edmund Burke had
contidently estimated that the total reading
public numbered only 80,000, Rights of Man
sold 200,000 copies by 1 793. Claims for sales
by 1809 run as high as an unlikely 1.5 million
and 1t's sull shifting a steady 5,000 4 vear in
the Pclican Classics editions. Rights of Man,
In Richard Altick’s phrase, *‘opened the
book to the English common reader’ and,
in E.P. Thompson’s view, it became *'the
foundation text of the English working-class
maovemnent. ™

Faine himself, a former corset-maker, is
one of a new range of voices, along with
Crabbe the ex-surgeon’s apprentice, Blake
the engraver, Burns the farm labourer,
Waollstonecraft the unemployed governess
and Cobbett the solder, who brusquely
interrupted the gentrified tones of late
cighteenth-century writing.

Kights of Man is first and foremost a
vigorous defence of the French Revolution
by someone as well qualified as any to make
1t. Born in Norfalk in 1737, Paine had lived a
Itfe of odds and ends— corset-maker, teacher,
member of Lewes Town Council and finally
excise otficer - before emigrating to America
tn 1774, He left after being sacked for writing
a parmphlet — The Case of the Officers of the
Excise —in support of their pay claim.

In Amernica his talent as a writer exploded.
He tound a job as editor of a Philadelphia
newspaper and increased its circulation by
250% in three months. His Occasional Letter
to the Femule Sex (1775} incisively analysed
the way women arc:

‘constrained in their desires in the disposal
ot their goods; robbed of freedom and
will by the laws; slaves of opinion which
tules them with absolute sway and con-
strues the slightest appearances into guilt;
surrounded on all sides by judges who are
at once tyrants and their seducers. ., for
even with changes in attitudes and laws,
deeply engrained and oppressing preju-
dices remain which confront women
minute by minute, day by day.’

In that same year the American War of
[Independence started. As well as fighting in
Washington's army, Paine wrote Common
Sense, the first attempt to define the aims of
the American revolution and pull together
115 disparate strands. Estimates of sales — as
high as 300,000 - are evidence of its impact,

After the American victory Paine returned
to Fngland and then in September 1789 he
Jjourneyed to France two months after the
lall of the Bastille and the onset of the
French Revolution. From there he wrote
eagerly back to George Washington: “A
sharc in two revolutions s living to some
purposc’’, and that purpoes¢ was sharpened
in 1791 when, at the urging of French friends,
he wrote Rights of Man in reply to Edmund
Burke's Reflections on the Revolution in
France.

Burke, paid £1,500 a year by the British
Covernment for his pains and his pen, used
all the arts of eighteenth-century rhetoric to
make a disgraceful case against the French
Revolution and to construct an argument,
short on reason and long on emotion, that
remains central to English conservatism.

Paine's book broke through this ponder-
ous nonsense like bricks through a window.
Within a vear his sales panicked the Gov-
ernment into 1ssuing a Proclamation against
Diverse Seditious Publications. In Leeds
hired ruling-class hoeligans burned him in
effigy and sang ‘God Save the King'. By
December 1792 Paine had left for France to
take up a seat in the Revolutionary Conven-
ticn and had been declared an outlaw in
Britain.

Looking back at Rights of Man after
nearly two hundred years, I'm struck by
three things above all that account for the

fury that the text provoked in the British
ruling class. First 1s Paine’s conviction that
there is no such thing as an eternally fixed
human nature, that men and wormen are
products of their circumstances and so to
change circumstances — and systems of
government —~ is to change the way people
think and indeed the kind of people they
are. And so the book’s delight in revelu-
tionary change in France and irritation at
the corrupt mess in Britain is prompted not
by pious abstractions about human rights
but by a deep conviction that forms of
government help to make us what we are
and, changed, could help to make us better
and freer and finer.

But Paine had fought in one revolution
and witnessed another, s¢ he avoids senti-
mental, utopian pieties about the New Man
and instead, in Part II of Rights of Man,
comes up with a list of concrete proposals,
costed to the nearest pound, for family

allowances, unemployment benefit, pen-
sions, free education, public works and so
on.
Secondly, there is Paine's sense of the
limitless possibilities of humanity. Gone are
all the constraimng prejudices that go with a
restricted conception of human nature.
Gone. for exampie, is the resigned accept-
ance of the waste of human potential as
inevitable that characterises one of the most
famous eighteenth-century poems, Gray's
"Etegy Written in a Country Churchyard’.
For Paine, failures and difficulties are the
fault not of nature or fate but of Govern-
ment which, to detend itself and the system
it represents, must repress and numb those
potentials n its subjects that revolution
alone would activate:

‘It appears to general observation that
revolutions ¢reate genius and talents: but
these events do no more than bring them
forward. There 1s ¢xisting in man a mass
of sense lying in a dormant state and
which, unless something excites it to
action, will descend with him in that con-
dition to the grave.’

And thirdly. there’s the question of the
way Puaine writes. Rights of Man is a pam-
phlet as much as a book, a pamphlet written
as fast as possible to counter Burke's argu-
ments and published as cheaply as possible
to teach a wide, new audience. Paine had
worked with his hands and fought with
them; he draws on those experiences and
that language as, without descending into
patronising populism, he takes on the edu-
cated flonidities of his opponents.

After Paine, it's clearer than ever before
that ‘style’ is not a matter of aesthetic taste,
of adherence to abstract principles of fine
writing, but a political choice invelving
decisions about who you are trying to reach
and why and how hest to speak to them.

There are limits to Paine’s achievement
as, granted his convictions about the effect
of environment and experience on vision
and perception, he must have known there
would be. The two revelutions he went
through were both bourgeois revolutions
and in 1791 the industnal working class was
only in its infancy. And so in Rights of Man
it’s forces like “*commerce’ and “enterprise™
that are offered as progressive models.

But for all those imewvitable marks of
Paine’s time he remains a great revolu-
tionary, a man still able to resist the pathetic
attempts of Michael Foot to incorporate
him as some tame “‘prophet of democracy”
in a Guardian article last Janvary. After all,
Paine wrote some of the most exhilarating
attacks on the monarchy in English letters in
Rights of Man:

‘It could have been no difficuit thing in

the early and solitary ages of the world . . .

for a banditti of ruffians to overrun a

country. Their power being thus estab-

lished, the chief of the band contnived to
lose the name of Robber in that of

Monarch; and hence the origin of

Monarchy and Kings. .. From such beg-

mning of governments, what could be

expected, but a continual system of war
and extortion?”’

Some of Michael Foot’s best friends
would throw you out of the Labour Party if
vou said things like that. At least, out loud,
the week before an election.
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NEWS & ANALYSIS

Method in his madness

Reagan 1s often presented as a
madman. Mike Rossiter argues
that, in fact, he stands for
important sections of US big

~business. His cold war politics

fit their needs.

THE major €lements of the new arms race,
like Pershing 11 and cruise missiles, were
introduced by Reagan’s predecessor, Carter.
It was that admimstration which proposed
sifing neutron bombs in Europe. The Carter
adrministration proposed the setting up of
the Rapid Deployment Force, to intervenc
militarily anywhere 1n the world, It 15 an
army, one commentator said, looking for a
War.

What really separates Reagan from the
mihtary build up of Carter, is Reagan’s
domestic economic policies. Behind the cold
war rhetoric of the Reagan admimstration s
a massive shift of wealth back into the hands
of capital, spearheaded by increasing

expenditure on arms,

Reagan has launched the largest peace
time mititary build up in the history of the
United States. He wants to boost military
spending by an average of 8.4 per cent above
inflation every year, up to 1986. This huge
amount of money, $1.5 thousand billion (5ic)
that Reagan wanis to spend 1s a bigger shift
in Federal funds than occurred during either
the Korean or Vietnam wars. This time arms
spending 1s being accompanied by massive
cuts tn sociai spending.

President Carter’s last budget aliocated
24.7 per cent of the Federal Budget to mili-
tary spending. The budget that Reagan plans
for 1986 will devote 38 per cent to military
spending. The proposed budget for 1982
added an extra $235 b:llton more than pre-
viously planned to military spending.

At the same time, domestic welfare pro-
grammes are being cut, to the tune of $35
million. This means that subsidies to public
transport systems, food stamps for the poor
and unemployed, Medicaid programmes,
and a host of other things that constitute the
United States welfare staie, are being
slashed. The price of school meals has been
raised, Subsidised housing programmes
have been cut by $10 billion.

The day after Reagan was elecied, the
demand for shares in defence companies on
Wall Street was so high that several issues
were kept out of trading until noon. This
should not be surprising. The shift of
resources just outlined realiv does find 1ts
way back into profits.

It does tt directly, because the majority of
the new money given to arms spending
purchases big pieces of equipment like
planes, ships and missiles. In fact 75 percent
of the increase is for equipment purchase.

This defence outlay percolates down
through the economy, 50 that most sectors
benefst from this arms spending demand.

The Reagan administration is intimately
connected with the defence industry. Secre-
tary of State Haig used to be President of

United Technologies — a company with a
vast array of defence subsidiaries. Not least
of them is Pratt & Whitney, who make the jet
engines for many of the US fighters.

Among Reapan’s campaign advisors were
others of a similar background. General
Bernard Scriever was Dhrector of Control
Data Corporation and Emerson Electric.
Thomas Moorer was a Director of Texaco,
and Fairchild Industries, a major military
aircraft manufacturer. David Packard, a
former Defence Secretary under President
Ford, was chairman of Hewlett Packard, 4
leading Califorman electronics company
and manufacturer of electronic warfare
equipment,

Reagan’s home State, California, receyves
20 percent of all Department of Defence
spending. In 1981 detence contracts poured
nearly $15.5 billion into Califormian com-
panies. They needed it. To echo Donald
Douglas, of the Douglas Aircraft Company
after the Second World War, the future was
as black as the inside of a boot.

California is the base of three of the largest
military aerospace companies in the world:
Lockheed, North American and McDonnell
Douglas. In 1981, orders for civil aircraft
were down on the previous year by ]
percent. Even Boeing, the most successful
airlimer manufacturer, laid off 3,300 people

After the heady days of the
campaign for the depuly
feadership, where now for the

in 1981, and planned a further 4,000 redun-
dancies this year. But Boeing’s military
business went up by 27 percent, wi h work on
cruise missiles, early warning aircraft, and
the B1 supersonic bomber.

For other companies, military spending 1s
even more important. McDonnell Douglas
depends on the Pentagon for 62 per cent ol
its sales. An order for 44 tanker conversions
of the DC 10 airliners has precvented the
production line closing down at a loss.

It is hardly surprising that Reagan’s elec-
tion campaign was massively funded by arms
companies: Colt Industries, General
Dynamics, Grumman, Hughes Aircraft,
Litton Industnes, Lockheed, Northrop,
(whose chairman incidentally also donated a
large amount of mency to Nixon's slush
fund), Rockwell International {prime
contractors for the Bl bomber programme,
worth 320 billion}, to name but a lew.

Of course many industries 1in the United
States are being squeezed by high interest
rates and the cutbacks in federal spending.
Unemployment is rising, and so too are
bankruptcies and closures, In this situation
defence spending is a way of subsidising
leading companies in the economy. At the
same time there can be a generalised attack
on wages and productivity caused by the
averall economic decline.

Recently both Ford and Generat Motors
have successfully pushed through wage deals
that effectively mean the work {orce will Lake
a wage cut in the next year, Chryslet has laid
off thousands of workers the past few years,
but is being saved from bankruptcy by
securing a contract {or the new XM-1 battle
tank from the Pentagon.

Cold war politics are being used to serve
domestic interests. It's not a new
phenomenon. In 1948, Truman did 1t te
justify to Congress the Marshall Plan,
designed to rebuild Europe. It also contained
plans for boosting the ailing defence indus-
tries by using part of that Marshali Aid to
rearm Europe and create NATO.

The new arms race is as dangerous as 1t
locks. The result is a massive build up In
weapons systems that are increasingly
unstable, and increasingly deadly. Burt there
is a logic to Reagan's rhetoric. [t makes very
good sense in ruling class terms. (|

e

Labour lefl? What moves for the
embalttied Militant tendency? Do
followers of Tony Benn just wail in
the back rooms till next

conference? In THREE LETTERS
TO A BENNITE, Paul Foot takes a
fraternal look at the dilemmas they
face...

A nhew SWP pamphlet, available from SW
sellers, good bookshops, or by post from
Sacialists Unlimited, 265 Seven Sisters
Road, London N4 2DE,

m3ingle copy 50p (plus 20p postage). ten
for £4 post Iree. _
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Dear Sir, your overdraft is now over

As the crisis deepens more and
more nations default on their
debts to Western banks. Pete
Green examines the
consequences of this for the
world’s banking system.

In Muarch 1981 Poland failed to meet the pay-
ments due on its 24 bilhon dollars worth ol
debt to the West. For the next nine months
the world’™s bankers were tna cold sweat at
the prospect of the biggest defaultinbanking
history since six Latin American countries
werll bust in the 1930s,

Solidarity was smashed and the bankers
breathed o sigh of rehiell But even brutal
I essIom cannet guaranice that they will
gt puld, Most of the debt due in 1981 was
1escheduled (postponed) and only a trickle s
now flowing to the West, Another $10billion
waorth of debt talls due in 1982, On the most
uphinistic of predwctions Poland’™s hard cur-
rency carning cxpotts to the West will only
amount o %7 bilhon

With Romuanid 111 seTious darrears on its
debt, with lending 1o the whole of Eastern
Europe grinding to a halt, the old umbreHa
theory—that Russia would always ensure
that the debts of its sanellites were paid olf —
looks ncreasimgly dubious, That detault
could stili happen.

EE the situation n Eastern Furope 1s
serious, the bankers are territied by what
couid happen in South America. There
Mexico and HBraal owe around 70 bilhhon
dollars each, Argentina 32 billion. The
economies of all three are 1n a bad way,
Whether the Falklands war continues or not
Aagentuna will bind 1t impossible to pay what
it orwes this year (see box), ]

There have been pames betore, and the
banks have survived. In 1979 they woke up
Lo discover that the money they'd lent o
Zaire had been blown inan orgy of extrava-
gance by President Mobuatu and his cronies.
In the same vear Itan was declared indefauit
during the hostages crnsis,

$59885959%

However, Zaire’s debt of $3 billion, whilst
huge for Zarre, was tiny by world banking
standards. The lranian assets lodged in the
West which the banks seized were worth
much more than the total branian debt,

[ Brazil, Me¢xico and Argentina all failed
tc pay up i the same year, 100% of the
capital and reserves ol the nine largest banks
i1 the USA would be wiped oul. Those same
banks are currently faced with the collapse of
Braniftt arrhnes, and the mounting losses of a
number of other major muitinationals,
Chrysler, Pan Amcrican and International
Harvesters,

[s another banking collapse on the scale of
1931 likely? The answer 1s probably no, but
the prospects are grim regardless. What
fotlows looks at how the banks got into this
situalion, and at the mounting pressures on

the debt-ridden countries themselves.

International bank lending began to take
off in the 1960s with the growth of the Euro-
markets—where the dollar and other cur-
rencies could be lent and borrowed outside
of their country of onigin, and bevond the
control of any Central Bank.

In the 1960s most of the lending was to
American multinationals operating in
Furope. Then in the early 1970s the banks
imvolved began to be flooded with “petro-
dollars’ deposited by the Middle East oil pro-
ducers. The onset of the slump meant that
lending opportunities 1n the West were
restricted. Third World countries cngaged in
ambitious Industrialisation schemes, but
plagued with Balance of pavments problems,
were eager borrowers.

At the same time competition in the world
market was intensifying. Governments in all
the major industrial countrics were des-
perale to boost their trade with export
credits {government subsitdiscd and
guarantecd loans tied to specific trade deals).

S959995568%

The explosion of internatuonal lending in
the 1970s were breathtaking. Berween 1971
and 1981 total long-term debt ot the LDCs
(less developed countries, not including
major borrowers in Eastern and Southern
Europe) grew from $%7 to $550 billion. That
figure doesn’t include a huge amount of
short-term debt. It should anyway be treated
with caution. International debt statistics are
about as reliable as the crime figures of Scot-
land Yard.

The share of the commercial banks in that
total rose in the same period from 17 1o 38%,
(and in some cases such as Brazil and Mexico
was much higher). The Euromarkets as a
whole soared rom around $68 billion to
$1,200 billion. By 1977 mosi of the major US
banks were making over S0% ol their profits
on overseas lending (in the case of Chase
Manhattan and Citicorp, over 70%).

The banks® lending was highly selective.
The poorest countries, including the most
populous, China and India, received very
little, although that little could stll cause
them problems. Most favoured were the high
profit rate, newly industrialising countries of
South-East Asia and Latin America.

All the major borrowers tended to have
one thing in common—highly authoritarian
governments capable of ensuring that the
benefits of expansion were not wasted on
higher standards of living for the mass of the
population, After all, only sweated labour
on starvation wages could provide the banks
with their money back plus interest and stili
leave the local ruling-ciass in profit.

The debi explosion helped to prop up the
world economy in the late 1970s. Countries
such as Brazil and South Korea grew at twice
the pace of the average in the West. The
loans paid for imports of arms and manu-
factures from the USA, Europe and Japan.
The OPEC surpluses were successfully
‘recvcled’. The bankers could count their
winnings and stilt tell credulous journalists

that they were performing a public service,

The day of reckoning could not be post-
poned for ever. The logic of such enormous
loans lay in their use for industrial invest-
ment which would generate the exports and
thus the foreign currency necessary to pay
off the debts. The logic was faulty.

For oneg thing much of the money loaned
was squandered on building up the massive
military machines which provided such a hos-
pitable environment for Western interest, In
the most spectacular case the Shah of Iran
managed to spend both the Iranian ol
revenues and several billion dollars worth of
loans on arms and palaces before he was
overthrown. Apart from that, the whole stra-
tegy rested on the assumption that the world
economy and thus the markets for third
world exports would continue to grow ..,

since 1979 the squeeze on the debtor coun-
tries has tightened inexorably. First of all
they were hit by the second ocil price rise,
pushing their trade into massive deficit, and
forcing them to borrow even more. Since then
they have been plagued with falling raw
malterial prices, and the collapse of export
markets 1n the West as the slump deepens
and protectionism intensifies.

On top of that rising interest rates par-
ticularly in the USA have added to the cost of
their debt. Every percentage rise tn the cost
of borrowing adds, for example, another
$400 million to the debt of Mexico or Brazil.
For the weakest countries borrowing 1s
becoming more expensive anyway as tine
bankers increase the ‘risk premium’ on cer-
tain loans.

The strain 1s indicated by the rapid rise in
debt service ratios (the ratio of interest and
debt repayment due in any onre year to total
exports). Most of these are now well above
the 209% level which the World Bank con-

"siders the dangerpoint. For Argentina the

figure is 67%, for Brazil 659%, and for Mexico
51, according 1o One recent estimate o the
Fconomist. For Poland the figure 1s well over

| $86686888s

Not surprisingly, whereas only 3 countries
were in arrears cn their debt in 1974, 25
countries were n 98], Debt rescheduling
has become increasingly dependent upon the
country concerned submitting to an Inter-
national Monetary Fund stabilisation pro-
gramme, with all that that entails—cuts in
wages and public spending, complete free-
dom for the multinationals, and priority use
of any IMF loans to repay the banks them-
selves,

The internal consequences can be horrific.
Back in 1976 Cheryl Payer noted that:

‘the list of countries under attack for
human rights wviclations 1s nearly
identical with the list of those with
imminent debt problems; Brazil, Chile,
Argentina, Indonesia, Philippines, South

Korea ...~

[t 15 an observation that has been recon-
firmed many times since, with each bloody
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$70 billion

coup from Pakistan, through Turkey to
Bolivia pushing the credit-rating up a notch
or two, and earning the prompt approval of
the bankers” bailiff, the IMF. But as with
Poland repression alone may not suthce. A
large number of countries have now been cut
off by the banks altogether. That includes a
host of bankrupt African countries, such as
Zambia, Ghana, Ivory Coast, Senegal and
Madagascar.

However, cutiing off the largest borrowers
is a dangerous business. As Richard Portes,
discussing Poland in the Guardian on March
30 observed, it a country has no hope of
receiving any more money it might just as
well default on its existing debts. Current
moves towards a freeze on loans to any part
of Eastern Europe may well have that effect.

The banks in other words are in a serious
dilemma. If they cut back on lending they
may well undermine the debtor country’s
economy to such an extent that it will be
unable 1o pay off its existing debts. Ifthey go
on throwing good money after bad they are
merely storing up even bigger problems [or
the future. The sums at stake are colossal.
Mexice wants to borrow another $25 bitlion
this year to cover the fall inits oil revenues.

$999999599

The situation is increasingly unstable, A
simultaneous combination of crises could
send any major bank heavily involved spin-
ning towards disaster. The decisive momenl
would be if the major international
depositers lost confidence in a bank's
viability and withdrew their money. Then a
return of the collapse of the Creditrtanscalt in
Germany in 1931, the crash which
reverberated threugh out Eurcpe and
America, would be possible. The vast pre-
carious structure of international lending
would come tumbling down, and the ensuing
slump would dwarf anything we’ve seen so
far.

Within the major tndustrial countrics the
role of the Central Bank as lender ot last
resort, willing to step in and bail out any
bank in trouble, has prevented any serious
banking collapse since the 1930s. The big
worry over the Euromarkets 1s that there is
no equivalent lender ot last resort, the other
side of the coin of their freedom from
government regulation,

Yet the international bank are sult
nationally based with extensive involvement
in their doemestic economies. For that very
reason the Central Bank concerned would
have to step in to avert a major collapse. Itis
clear that the Bundesbank for example has
already discreetly intervened to help out
those West German banks most deeply
affected by Poland,

But the consequences of one or two major
defaults would still be severe, The debtor
country would be cut off from any further
borrowing and could take years to recover.
The whole system of international lending,
already slowing down, would severely
contract. The stagnation of the system would
become even more serious and prolonged.
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BOOKS ARE WEAPONS

f SO 'E SAYS TO ME
DON'T STICK AROUND
M, WASHIN &

What Engels learned

W ITH

from the Iroquois Indians

Alex Callinicos writes on Engel’s
Origins of the Family, Private
Property and the State

It is 2 common myth that socialism is con-
cerned solely with economic inequality, and
that, in focussing on class relations and on
exploitation, Marxism has nothing to say
about sexual oppression and the liberation
of women. That this is a myth, and not fact,
: will be obvious to anyone who has the
- slightest acquaintance with the history of
_ socialism.

' The French utopian socialists of the early
nineteenth century always stressed that their
aim was the emancipation of men and
women from gl forms of oppression, and
therefore the total liberation of humanity. It
was Charles Founer the greatest of them,
who coined the term ‘feminism’.

Marx, in his Paris Manuscripts of 1844,
cited Fourier's famous statement that the
degree of general emancipation within a
society can best be judged by the position
accupted by women within it.

It was, however, Friedrich Engels, a life-
long admirer of Fourier, who made the first
major Marxist exploration of the relations
between class exploitation and sexual
oppression in his The Origin of the Family,
Private Froperty and the State . first published
in 1884. Since the book has come under
much fire from feminist critics, it is worth
asking what significance it still-has.

The starting point of the Origins was
provided by the appearance in 1877 of
Ancient Society by the Amencan anthro-
pologist Lewrs Morgan. This book was
greeted with enthusiasmm by Marx and
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Engeis: the latter compared it to The Origin
of the Species and Capital, and made con-

siderable use of the notes on Morgan which
Marx left on his death in 1883,

Meorgan’s importance, Marx and Enpels
believed, lay in his having outlined the
genealogy of class society. He had
discovered the fundamental structures of
those stages of history which Engels
(following Fourier) called savagery and
barbarism, in which neither private
property, nor classes nor the state, nor the
monecgamous family existed.

What Engels sought to do in the Origins
was, using his own considerable knowledge
of early German history and of classical
antiquity, to weave Morgan's discoveries
into the framework of historical materialism.

His aim was to show how the emergence
of what Founer called ‘civilization’ — class
society — involved the destruction of very
different societies, in which neither the
means of production, nor the means of
coercion were monopolized by a minority,
and in which women enjoyed far more
independence and equality than they did
(and do) in later, more economically dev-
eloped societies.

His discussion of the formation of the
state as ‘a public power which no longer
directly coincides with the population or-
ganising 1tself as an armed force’ was a
major influence on Lenin's The State and
Revolution, and has received support from
the researches of contemporary anthro-
pologists. But I want to concentrate here on
s path-breaking atternpt to develop a
materiahst history of the family.

Engeis argued that ‘the less the develop-
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ment of labour, and the more limited its
volume of producing and, therefore, the
wealth of society, the more preponderatingly
does the social order appear to be dominated
by ties of sex.’ |

In so-called “primitive’ societies, produc-
tion is orgamsed, and power distributed and
exercised within the framework of kinship
relations, which regulate who may marry
whom, the obligations invoived in marriage,
which family groups the offspring of mar-
riages belong to, and s¢ on.

Furthermore, there is nothing inevitable
about the monogamous family of modern
Western society in which one man and one
woman are tied to each other for life
{remember, Engels was writing a hundred
years ago, when divorce was difficult or
impossible to obtain).

Engels heaped contempt upon the bour-
geois merality which treated sexual rela-
tionships other than strict monogamy as
‘unnatural’ and ‘immeoral’.

Indeed, Engels, argued, that kinship rela-
tions in preclass societies had passed through
a number of stages, starting from complete
promiscuity, in which sex between even
children and parents is permitted, and con-
cluding in the pairing marriage, involving
one member of either sex. There is, thus, a
‘continual narrowing of the circle - originally
embracing the whole tribe — within which
marital community between the two sexes
prevailed.’

Engels was especially interested in the
stage of group marriage, in which all the
women in a tribe are married to all the men,
except their fathers and brothers, and all the
men to all the women, except their mothers
and sisters.

It is this form of marnage in which there
prevailed what the Swiss scholar J.J. Bacho-
fen called ‘mother-right’. Here people’s
descent is traced through their mothers, and
not, as in societies such as our own, through
their father. Primitive socicties were, in
anthropological jargon, matrilineal rather
than patrihneal. This arrangement underlay
the gens, or clan, which Morgan studied
among the Iroguois Indians, and which was
originally formed of those tracing their
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descent from the same female ancestor.

Group marriage was also accompanied,
Engels argued, by absence of sexual oppres-
sion. Indeed, women belonging to the same
gens tended to live together, and to have
more power than their male partners, who
(because of the prohibition of sex with
fathers and brothers) came from other
gentes.

“The communistic household, in which
most of the women or even all the women
belonging to one and the same gens, while
the men come from various other gentes,
is the material foundation of that pre-
dominancy of women which generally
obtained in primitive times’.

Alas, this happy state of affairs could not
last. The development of the productive
forces, and, in particular, the domestication
of animals and the consequent formation of
herds led to the creation of much larger
quantities of material wealth than had pre-
viously existed.

There foliowed the emergence of private
property, as the men who tended these
herds sought to assert their individual con-
trol over them, and over the slaves who
helped with the herding.

These changes strengthened the men’s
position within the household, and en-
couraged them to change the kinship system
s0 that they could pass this wealth on 1o their
(male) children, who hitherto had belonged
to their wife's gens, and not their own.

‘The overthrow of mother right was the
world-historic defeat of the female sex. The
man seized the reins in the house, also,
the woman was degraded, enthralled, the
slave of the man’s lust, a mere mstrument
for breeding children.’

Sexual oppression was born as part of the
same process as private property, classes
and the state.

Engels went on to develop abiting critique
(heavily influenced by Fourier) of the
monogamous family characteristic of class
saciety, in which the woman is subjected to
the power of first her father, then her hus-
band. Kinship relations are a means of
transmitting private property, and the man
is free, as the woman is not, to engage in
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sexual relationships outside marnage -
adultery, prostitution, etc.

His conclusion s that socialism, by
abolishing private property, will destroy the
material foundations of menogamy, permit-
ting, for the first time since the suppression
of mother right, free and equal relationships
between men and women.

The importance of the Origins should be
clear from this brief summary. It shows how
the founders of historical materialism bel-
ieved there to be the most intimate relation-
ship between the oppression of wormen and
class exploitation. The two are so closely
bound up that they can only be abolished as
part of the same process.

At the same time, it is also clear that there
are important weaknesses with the detail of
Engels’ analysis. Modern anthropological
research does not support his and Morgan’s
analysis of gentile society. In particular,
Engels confused matrilineal society with
matrigrchal society. In other words, just
because descent is traced through women, i
doesn’t follow that they control society.

The Iroquois, on whom Engels and
Morgan hung so much, turns out to be
rather atypical of ‘primitive’ societies, and
even among them, although the women had
the right to nominate to the ruling council of
elders, this council was composed of men. A
degree of sexual inequality, albeit con-
siderably less than in class society, prevails
in most pre-class societies.

Of course, this doesn’t mean that sexual
oppression is inevitable, but such contem-
porary anthropologists as Marvin Harns
and the *cultural materialist’ school explain
its existence in ‘primitive’ societics, in terms
of the prevalance of warfare between these
societies, and the power this gave the men,
who did most of the fighting.

A connected point is that Engels was not

very interested in the different work done:

by men and women. He was aware that
women do much of the heavy drudgery in
pre-class societies, but argued that ‘the divi-
sion of labour between the two sexes is
determined by causes entirely different from

those that determine the status of women in
society.’

I  THOSE WAS |

1S EXACT WokpPS

WHEN wE FIRST
MET...

A QM i

He saw the monogamous family as an
instrument for the transmission of wealth,
and concluded that, where there is no wealth
to transmit, as is the case with the modem
working class, it lacks a material base. What
this fails to take into account is, as Lenin
sointed out, and as many later wrters have
stressed, working-class women, whether or
not they are also wage-labourers, carry the
burden of housework and child-care.

Engels’ treatment of the family as a
property institution was probably influenced
by Fourier, who focussed on the relationg of
circulation — money and trade - rather than
the relations of production.

It doesn't follow that Engels was wrong.to
say that ‘the first premise for the emancipa-
tion of women is the reintroduction of the
entire female sex into public industry.” For
while going out to work doesn’t free women
from their subordinate position within.the
family, it does take them out of the 1solation
of the home, and into a collective relatop-
ship which unites them with their fellow
workers.

Wage-labour for female as much as for
male workers creates a conmon experience
of exploitation, and the possibility of collec-
tive struggle that can free women from
exploitation and oppression. :

These criticisms do not affect the funda-
mental importance of the Origins, which is
twofold. First, there is the nature of the
project — a historical materialist analysis of
the connections between classes, the family,
and the state. As such, it provides a basis
upon which we can build. Secaondly, itTes-
pective of the precise origins of sexual
oppression and class exploitation, it 1s clear
that Engels was right to say that their futures
are inseparable.

Capitalism has brought the productive
forces to a level where ne form of oppression
or exploitation is necessary. Nearly half the
working class of the advanced capitalist world
(over half in the USSR) is female. No social-
tst revolution could hope to succeed without
emancipation - the self-emancipation - of
women. And feminism which turns its back
on socialism is doomed to failure. A
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Make or
break in
the

hospitals

Ray Storey examines the 1ssues
behind the current health
service strikes.

The government 1s sticking to the 4 percent
fimit with all sections in the health service
bar the nurses. Thev have even refused to let
the claim go to arbitration. Many union
leaders have been hoping for that in the last
few weeks to let them off the hock with their
members, Now they are faced with accepting
humiliating defeat or making a fight of it.

In picking on hospital workers the goverti-
ment has degided to hit perhaps the weakest
section of organised workers. It's a policy
that has not just come out of the blue,

In the London area recently there have
been two very long disputes, by NHS
standards, involving the porters being
locked out at the London Hospital for six
weeks, and at St Barts for eight. In both dis-
putes there was behind the scenes dealing by
the DHSS. The way was paved for the
settlement at the L.ondon after Ron Keating
of NUPE had a meeting at the DHSS at
which the government offered the local
health authority extra money. At Barts local
management would have settled much
sooner but ‘their hands were tied nationally’.

Both disputes were over the changing of
rotas which could have led to a loss of jobs
and earmings: a familiar story. Whats
remarkable about the two disputes is that
there was a fight at all. In the last five years
the NHS has been hit hard.

What's fuelling the present dispute and
has forced the union leaders to make a fight
1s the prospect that the NHS could become
the first major casualty in the public sector.

Already staffing 1n some hospitals has
been cut to the bone, particularly in geriatnic
and psychiatric care. On the first one day
strike management at the Bethnal Green
hospital in London asked for a level of
voluntary staffing higher than they had with
all their staft working.

A defeat now over pay will pave the way
lor the Tores” aim of creating a two tier
health service. The NHS will look after the
otd, handicapped and chromcally sick and
leave the growing private sector free to profit
out of other quick money-making
operations.

The idea that inspired the creation of the
NHS—that profits should not be made out
peopte’s ill health, that health care should be
free of charge at the time of need—has all but
been lost. Thousands of workers are now

covered by private medical imsurance, many
in deals signed by trade unions.

The proposals to introduce nationality
testing in the NHS in October, besides being
blatantly racist, gives the government the
opportunity tp develop a scale of charges for
services offered inside the NHS which can be
extended in the future.

It's not just the private medicine that
stands to gain enormaously in the future. It's
also the introduction of the private sector
into the NHS. The government has asked
local districts 10 seek quotations from
private c¢ontractors for such arcas as
catering, laundry, cleaning and work
covered by electriclans/enginects
departments. It is already happening here
and there, The only thing that 15 standing m
their way 15 the unions.

Loss of members

Privatisation threatens the very life blood
of unicns through the loss of members and
their subscriptions. When that happens even
union bureaucrats begin 10 get worred.

In the present dispute the government
hoped 10 separate the nurses from the rest of
the NHS staft, offering them a bit over the 4
per cent. To date they have failed.

It is the nurses more than any other section
who have been hit hardest by the cuts of the
last few years. This 1s not just in terms of
staffing. They more than anyone sce and
have to cope with the detenoration of
services to patients.

At the same time they have not received a

decent pay rise since they tocok action In
1974, When a number of workers took sym-
i pathy action eg, the miners in South Wales,

A Parsons engineers in Newcastle, nurses

ages rose by as much as 50 per cent.

Undoubtedly nurses command the
greatest sympathy of any section inside the
working class. And this time round they are
fighting alongside every other section inside
the NHS, Potentiaily health workers are ina
stronger position than ever before.

However in 197374 the class as a whole
was on the offensive, i1 i1s quite the reverse
now. Since then, ancilaries have been
through a bruising pay battle in 1978/9 *the
winter of discontent’. Then they got a very
bad mauling 1n the press.

The area hit hardest by the cuts have
been through defensive battles one after the
other over closures and run downs. Without
exception they were left by the uwmon
bureaucracy to fight alone, and went down
to defeat. At best, they won a few
concessions, In London, the list seems
endiess with Plaistow Maternity, St
Leonards, Bethnal Green, Hounslow,
Elizabeth Garrett Anderson, St Nick’s, St
Benedicts, St Georges (Hyde Park Corner).

The failure of the umons, particularly
NUPE, to lead a campaign after the 100,000
demonstration in November 1976 has cost
health workers dearly. Not just in terms of
lost services and deteriorating conditions,
but alsc in victimisations of leading
militants. London has suffered most in these
respects and that accounts for the relatively
low level of malitancy this time round, when
in 197374 London was one of the leading
ATEdS,

While the majority of health workers lack
the confidence to think they can win, the
anger and frustration has botled over with
hospitals 1n Rotherham and Edinburgh
going on all out strike.

For the first time NUPE conference voted
for a national all out strike, This reflects a
growing minority who want to fight and see
all-out action as the only way. However,
unless the number of hospitals on ali-out
acticn grows then it witl remain just that: a
conference vote, Unton leaders are as afraid
of all-out action as privatisation and loss of
membership.

A number of districts taking all-out action
would put a lot of pressure on union officials
and could make all the difference to the
ouicome of the dispute.

In slightly better areas like
Sheffield/Scuth Yorkshire miners took
solidarity action on 19 May and have voted
tc do so on 8 June, But the dangers are al-
recady apparent. Following NUPE con-
ference, local stewards wvoted for all out
action only to be told by their full-timer they
wouldn't get strike pay. In effect this meant
that their action would be regarded as un-
official, despite the conterence dectsion.

Alan Bristow, President of the Yorkshire
NUM, has said their action is so that nurses
need not take strike action. If that was
accepted it would spell disaster for the cam-
paign. Local stewards are being encouraged
not to send delegations out to other
workplaces but t¢ leave 1t to negotiations
between relevant full-time officials. Thatisa
guaraniee tor nothing to happen.
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The Tories claim their
economic policies are working.
Stuart Ash takes a look at the
reality,

The Government claims that:

olts new index of output per person hour
in manufacturing shows a productivity in-
crease of 8.5 per cent for 1981,

oThe ihcrease in average earnings Is
slowing down and pay increases are well
under ten per cent.

® Wage costs per vnit of output in manu-
facturing rose only 2.7 per cent in the year to
the first quarter of 1982, down from 18.1 per
cent a year earlier.

How far do the government’s official
indexes reflect reality? Has the employers’
offensive really worked so much in their fay-
our? And if they have made major prod-
uctivity gains, can they be pushed back in a
period of economic recovery?

As far as the employers are concerned,
they are divided on the answers. Their ex-
perience of the recession has been differentin
their own companies. They have handled
sackings and changing working practices
with differing intensity, There are two
groups—the pessimists and the optimists.

The pessimists say that real wages will
start to rise again as the rise in unemploy-
ment slows. Management will give way 10
unions to avoid stoppages as production
rises again.

Optimistic employers think that some
major changes, particularly in working prac-
tices, are here to stay. Wage push will not re-
turn and the confidence of ‘born again’
managements will not readily be lost.

But they are uncertain how workers will
respond if a sustained economic upturn
comes in 1983-84. The Tories will help them
by keeping money tight so as to keep the hd
on wages, while pushing Tebbit's law to
maintain discipline,

Their main aim s to boost company
profitability. They want 1o keep unit labour
costs low and increase productivity. When
company income rises they want 1o be sure
that the gains go to profits, not wages or
jobs.,

The Government is building some of its
confidence on shaky statistics. Their indexes
of productivity growth are highly question-
able. QOutput per person hour in the manu-
facturing industrics grew last year, but this
increase was mainly the consequence of the
previous dramatic fall in output, and the
shedding of labour in the weakest firms. The
index is based on aggregate figures which tell
us little about what has been happening in
individual companies or workplaces,

[t is here that the real struggle over control
and organisation has been taking place.
While employers have been consoiidating
gains over the period of the downturn, they
de not share the government’s confidence of
inevitable success in an upturn. The keyissue
for us is that the upturn should be curs not
theirs.

Most of the gains made by employers

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION
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Productivity update

chunging working practices, 1n shifting the
balance of power in the workplace, have
been built 1n a peried of low output, low
demand and dramatic de-stocking.

Many employers were taken by surprise by
the degree to which Thatcher plunged UK
capitalism further into depression than the
world recesston required. As a consequence,
what started as wholesale sackings through
1979-80 has now become more concentrated,
through 1981-82, intc major assaults on
efficiency, staffing levels, flexibility across
skills and the like.

The acute pressure of recession on
managements has concentrated their minds
an new methods of extracting more intensive
use of their available capital, labour and
time. A wide variety of methods have been
used to raise the level of exploitation. They
may start with redundancies, but then
involve more intensive use of workers,
elimination of demarcation and skill differ-
ences and the elimination of breaks in
production.

This was revealed most clearly in the em-
ployers' response to the union claims for
shorter working time and the achievement of
the 39 hour week. Management claw-backs
on working practices and breaks have, in
many workplaces, turned the shorter work-
ing week to the company’s advantage. This
has happened most where capital intensive
plant has been utilised more efficiently by
increased shiftworking 1n return for some
small reduction in over-all working time.

Different experiences

There is lots of direct experience of partic-
ular attacks by the employers in their drive
for higher productivity. But there 1s very
fittle gencralisation: and it is the generalis-
ation that is especially necessary now if we
are to understand the offensive and find
ways of fighting back,

Take BL for example. Everyone knows
that Edwardes has attacked the unions: what
they don't generally know is that the attack
has concentrated on productivity, on speed-
up, on increased use of working time,., part
of a much wider attack on shop floor con-
ditions and organisation of which BL is in
many ways just a crude example.

Roells-Rovce has carried out a major offen-
sive: very low wage rises have been forced
through over three years during which all
increases have been tied to the achievernent
of new productivity targets. The effect in
most plants has been extremely demoralis-
ing: R-R has achieved more this way than by
all its bluster about lock-outs in the 1979
engineering dispute. Now the company has
turned towards changing working practices
with a move towards complete flexibility
across trades.

Steelworkers have gone through a similar
offensive. National wage increases have
effectively been scrapped without a fight and
local productivity 1s the only way to get a
rise. The workforce has been carved up
regionally and between different ‘profit
centres’. The Corporation now runs lots of

different businesses and steelworkers are
being forced to work very much bharder.
Having let tens of thousands of jobs go,
wages in the industry have also shot up. The
cost was losing not only jobs but also union
organisation in many plants,

In the oil industry the companies have
been pushing through new productivity
schemes, some of which give a lot of new
money on weekly earnings. All involve de-
staffing and voluntary redundancies. The
TGWU has signed some rotten deals for
drivers which involve faster road speeds and
turn round times, together with reduced tan-
ker fleets.

In the refineries, where thete has been
large scale rationalisation of plant across
Eurcpe, de-statfing has come at the same
time as new facilities are being buiit for the
next decade. Esso at Fawley, the pioneers of
productivity in the 1960s, have spent several
months recently trying to get acceptance of
an entirely new deal.

At Pilkington's, the major glass manu-
facturers, an agreement on shorter hours has
been accompanied by sackings and ration-
alisation of plant. For those who remain
there are new shiftwork schedules to main-
tain more intensive continuous 24-hour
process production.

The whole offensive by British Rail for
flexible rostering—and the proposed job loss
that goes with it—arose from the earlier
agreemeni to reduce the working week from
40 to 39 hours on a nil cost basis. BR wants
new, extended shitts and more intensive use
of a reduced labour force in order to
establish higher productivity from drivers,
guards and the rest of the workforce,

The move to harmonised conditions—
Terry Duffy’s prized ‘single status’—is not
being used to ‘reward’ workers but to extract
a price for staff conditions, either i terms of
flexibility alone or sometimes a ¢ompiete
relaxation of protective working practices.

The emerging pattern 15 one of a
thorough-going productivity cffensive—an
‘offensive of a very different nature to that of

—
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the late 1960s and carly 1970s. There 1s high
unemployment to act as a policeman. Wor-
kers have become used to thinking of the
weltare, the viability, of their firm alone. Tt 1s
easy for the emplover to force through major
changes at a very low cost, Union officials
have frequently been keener to agree to in-
creased productivity and inevitable job loss
now than they were mn the time of *full
emplovment' (a little known term referring
to a time when there were “only” half a mul-
llon on the dole).

The employers have consciously been

A bright red

trying to build en shop floor weakness
during the downturn,

To learn from the offensive—to learn how
to fight back—we now nced much more
pooling of experience. Secialist Review will
be analysing the productivity offensive. We
need an input from SR readers, comments,
letters, anecdotes and, of course, actual
articles. For the Tones and the employers
productivity 15 the name of the game.
Whether in the factory or the office, 1n pri-
vate industry or public service, it has to
become the name of the game for us too[]

The broad left have won
control of the CPSA executive,
The Observer called 1t a
‘marxist landslide’. Caroline
Conway writes about the
background.

The CPSA ¢lection results must have seemed
like a bright red hight al the end of a very dark
tunnel to many trade unionists, The broad
left swept to power, winning 23 executive
seats and leaving the right-wing ‘moderate’
group with only four seats. The same shift to
the left was echoed in section and
department committees throughout the
union, Mititant supporter Kevin Roddy is
now CPSA president.

This isn't the first time in CPSA’s recent
history that the broad lett have had spec-
tacular electoral sugcesses, Neither is it the
case that previous spells of broad left
domination have led to a massive upsurge in
union militancy. _

The broad left in the CIPSA 15 little more
than an election machine. Although a
formally open and democratic organisation
it 15 really a coahton of groups and
mdividuals. The only discipline exerted s
that of the electoral list. Broad left annual
conterences are large, attracting 300-400
CPSA members.

The meat ot the conference 15 always the
struggle to control the election list, Policy
items are peripheral, debated only formally,
Any real exchange of experience and 1deas
on the way lorward 15 marginalised to the
bars and pubs at the close of business,

Last vear's broad lett conference was
dominated by the Mifitant tendency. No-one
got anywhere without Mifirans approval.
The result is one of the most nghtwing lack-
lustre broad left lists in living memory.
Members of ather {eft groups in the Labour
Party were systematically excluded. Mtfiran:
got the lton’s share of 1he candidates,
including the Presidential candidate Kevin
Roddy.

There are several reasons why the broad
left won this year. The record of the
Moderate group under President Kate
Losinska has been atrocious. They ignored
the vote for an all out strike in last year’s pay
campaign. They agreed to sign an interim
New Technology agreement which sold out
CPSA  confercnce policy, debated and
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Kevin Roddy

affirmed for three consecutive years. In fact
the only thing they did pursue was a £2
million project for a new Union HQ,
complete with a glossy booklet to the
members showing how wisely they were

Rich man, poor

using ‘our’ money, Their election manifeste
was a barrage of ‘commie-bashing-red-scare’
rubbish. This diet of *do nothing and blame
the reds” became untenable after two years of
moderate rule. In the end the right-wing
were unable to translate their support inte
votes.

The broad left mounted & large and
credible campaign. They put the blame on
the moderates for the failure of last year’s
pay campaign. Although their campaign was
high in rhetoric it was low 1n accuracy. The
broad left’s role in the last year’s pay cam-
paign was not only incompetent but damag-
ing. Up until Conference 81, the broad left
had no role. They didn’t leaflet, They refused
to call for an all out strike. They put their
faith in being super-organisers servicing the
selective action,

Even at CPSA conference they supporied
a five day strike rather than an indefimte
strike. They only swung behind the all out
strike call once the right wing NEC had de-
cided to ballot the membership on 1t. As
regards the unoefficial strike action at
Aberdeen and Dundee, they campaigned
against supporting it. They labelled 1t an
SWP piot to bring down the union.

There have been other factors helping the
broad left to win. The exccutive elections
were the third set of glections to take place
this vear. The previous two sets were for
General Secretary, Deputy General
Secretary and General Treasurer. In all three
the right won. This was before the Falklands
war that has taken over all the available
newsprint of the popular press. It has had no
space left for red scares in the CPSA.

There Ags been a swing to the left which
could be transformed from votes to action. It
is vital that we push the broad left to hold to

its election pledges and policies. If, or should

I say when, their nerve fails and they waver,
we must be there to call for independent
action, r
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healthy man, dead man

Socialists have long argued that
the gap between working class
and upper class conditions of
health 1s growing. Keith Brown
reports on some powerful new
cvidence.

Sit Douglas Black s President of the Royal
College of Physicians and former chief
scientist at the Department of Health and
Sacial Security. He was commuissioned by the
DHSS to chair a research working group
into incqualities in health. But the report of
his group has received little publicity and
Patrick Jenkin, Sccial Services Secretary,
found it *unhelpful’ and its conclusions
‘unrealistice’.

Why? Becavse the Black Report’s main
[indings arc that—despite the National
Health Service, higher standards of living and
improved control of disease—infant
mortality, adult death rates and absence
from work due to illness or imjury were all
higher among unskilied and semi-skilled

workers. For cvery boy from the pro-
fessional classes who dies before the age of
one, there are two among skilled workers’
families and four among those of unskilled
workers. Working ¢lass people 1n their
twenties and thirties are more likely to die
than those of the same age ranges in the pro-
fessional classes,

Figures taken from another Government
document, Occupational Mertafity 1970-72,
which looks at death rates for each type of
job, also makes revealing reading. About 62
out of every 100 miners hve to sixty-five, 73
electricians, 57 steel erectors, 70 tocltakers,
70 rubber workers, 41 bricklayers’ labourers
and 5¢ foundry workers. By comparison, 80
out of 100 engineering managers live to sixty-
five, 84 construction managers, 79 architects
and town planners and 76 insurance brokers.
Clearly, if you're a manual worker your
chances of surviving to sixty-five are much
less than a middle-class or upper class per-
S0OT1.

The Black Report found that the dif-
ference between the death rates of unskilled
and professional men widened significantly
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between 1950 and 1970, Similar trends are
shown for women. Days lost through ill
health or accidents among unskilled manual
men were 44 times that of professional men.
Each vear, up to 12 million industrial acci-
dents require first aid treatment and more
days are lost through industrial mjuries than
through industrial action. On average, 4
worker will lose 1% days a vear because of
mjuries at work.

Further evidence about the poor state of
health of manual workers comes from
another surprising source. Readers may
remember the uproar when the EETPU
announced its negotiation of a BUPA pri-
vate health insurance scheme for
electricians. A by-product of this deal has
been the large scale monitoring of the heaith
of a group of manual workers for the first
time, The results have been astounding.
Comparing the electricians screened in Man-
chester with a group of managers in London
Alan Bailey, research director of BUPA,
commented, *we are looking at a group of
people who by our comparisons are 12 years
older in il health terms than their London
counterparts {the managers) ... a high risk
group for discase can clearly be identified’.

The Black Report also highlights the dis-
parity in health service provisions for the
rich and poor. Not only do working class
people make less use of the NHS facilities but
the medical services are worse in working
class arecas. Expenditure on community
heatth and hospitals is lowest in the regions
with the highest proportion of unskilled and
semi-skilled workers.

The report’s recommendations are that
much greater emphasis should be put on pre-
ventive medicine so that workers are
periodically screened to check for early stgns
of preventable disease, resources should be
concentrated in the areas of greatest need
among the poorest and in inner city areas,
and that this must be linked te an attack on
poverty, especially among children—includ-
ing improvements in social security benefits,

nursery care and housing improvements.

Patrick Jenkin's introduction to the
report, in reply to these suggestions for
reform, said:

‘I must make it clear that additional

expenditure on the scale which could

result from the report’s recom-
mendations—the amount invelved could
be upwards of £2 billion a year—is quite
unrealistic in present or any foreseeable
circumstances, quite apart from any
judgement that may be formed of the
effectiveness of such expenditure in

dealing with the problems identified’.
The report was allowed to quretly sink

without trace—only 263 copies were printed

Solidarnosc: From Gdansk to Military Repreéssion is the first full-length analysis of
Solidarnosc to be written since the imposition of military rule. Drawing on a variety of
original Polish sources Colin Barker and Kara Weber trace the unfolding crisis in Poland
and the debates it provoked within Solidarnesc. They argue that Solidarnosc was 100
deeply rooted in the factories to be co-opted. that real revolutionary possibilities existed,
but tragicatly this was only grasped by the radical wing of Solidarnosc too late.

The book also includes a major section on the underiying causes of the Pclish

ecohomic Crisis.

160 pages £1.95 from all good bockshops or (plus 30p post) from 13 Journal, PO Box

A2 London E2.

centres-——mean that workers’

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

Patrick Jenkin {above)} found the Black
Report ‘unheiptul’.

at the price of £8 & copy.

If anvthing, the awful picture of workers’
health shown in this report has probably
worsened since it was written. For instance,
int the construction industry—a well-known
death trap for workers—deaths and acci-
dents on site have gone up sharply despite
the smaller number of workers employed
due to the severe decline in the industry. This
rise was attributed by the Government’s own
deputy Chief Inspector of Factories to
employers cutting costs at the expense of safe
working conditions. At the same time the
Government have cut back the number of
factory inspectors by 20 per cent as part of
the cuts in the c¢ivil service, There are cur-
rently only 830 inspectors out of the 1000 or
moare previously employed.

Coupled te such attacks on the already
pathetic provisions for workers’ safety at
work, the drastic cuts in medical facilities—
health centres, hospitals and day care
health and
that of their families is also suffering.

Not surprisingly, the decline of the NHS
has seen a boom in private medicine. Many
companies are now offering private health
insurance to their workers as a perk and 1he
pickings for the health insurance companies
are rich.

Union opposition to such schemes has
been weak even among public seclor unions
and the two big general unions who repre-
sent health service staff. Already 50 local
autharities are running private health
insurance schemes and a further 25 are con-
sidering it despite NALGO's opposition.
Union officials who condemn such schemes
are not helped in their arguments with mem-
bers when many of them are members of the
Manorhouse Hospital scheme, a special
private scheme for union officials.

Two new books from
the SWP

Solidarnosc: The Missing
Link?

by Jacek Kuron and Karol
Modzelewskl

A new edition of the classic
‘Open |etter to the Party’, a
revolutionary socialist
analysis of Poland written
in 1965,

The Joke Works
The political cartoons of
Phil Evans

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

104 pages, large format
£2.95

Special offer to Socialist
Review readers

Reduced prices for orders ¢n this
form

Solidarnosc. the missing ink?
£2.00 {plus A5p postand packing}O
The Joke Works

£2.25 {plus 55p postand packing)O

---------------------------------------

Please send me the books ticked above. |
enclose &, ... (cheques/

POs made out to Socialists Unlimited)
Return to Sagialists Unlimited, 265 Seven
Sisters Ad, London N4 2DE
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Bookmarks have recently
published a collection of essays
on revolutionary socialism by
Tony Clitt, Neither Washington
nor Moscow. John Molyneux
examines this important book.

Tony Cliff occupies a unique position on the
British Left. There is no other practicing
revoluttonary activist who comes anvwhere
near matching, quantitively or qualitatively,
his output as a theoretician over the last 35
years. Equally there is no other Marxist
theorist who has made a remotely compar-
able contribution to revelutionary practice
in this period. It is the great merit of this
selection of Cliff’s writings that it takes this
unity of theory and practice as its starting
point and central theme.

As a theornst Cliff's most important con-
tribution has been his development (he
didn’t originate it) of the theory of state
capitalism as applied to Russia, Eastern
Europe, China etc. Until 1947 Cliff adbered
ta the ‘orthodox’ Trotskyist view that Russia
was a “degenerated workers state’; but then
the contradictions in this position (both
internal and with empirical reality) led him
to abandon it in favour of the state capitalist
analysis.

At first glance it is hard to imagine 1 more
abscure argument - a4 typical sectarian
Trotskyist dispute about what ‘label’ to give
to the Stalinist dictatorship which both sides
clatmed to oppose. In fact the debate was
about fundamental questions of Marxism;
the nature and dynamic of capitalism, the
nature of socialism and, most important of
all, the role of the working class as the agent
of socialist revolution.

For if Russia, a society where the working
class lacked not only power but also ele-
mentary rights., was a workers' state, no
matter how ‘degenerated’, then the basic

—

Behind the practice

distinction between capitalism and socialism
lay not 1n the emancipation of the working
class but merely in the form of property.
And if Russia was a workers state then so
were Eastern Europe and China where state
property also prevailed, and from this it
followed that sociahst revolution was pos-
sible without the self-activity of the working,
class — the deepest conceivable revision of
Marxism.

Cliff grasped this central point and held
firm to it through all the detailed analysis of
the Russian and Eastern European econo-
mics and through all the endless polemics. It
was (his that enabled ClLff to produce work
which simultaneously reaffirmed basic
Marxist principles and scientifically dev-
eloped Marxist analysis, while his opponents
were reduced to logic-chopping and tortuous
formulations which would paper over the
cracks between their “programmme’ and the
changmg reality.

Clitf’s considerable output on state cap-
italism is represented herc by an article on
‘The class nature of the pcople’s democ-
racies’, by a critique of Max Shachtman’s
theory of bureaucratic collectivism, and by
two pieces on China. Of these it is the first,
on Eastern Europe, which is the most im-
portant. As always with Chiff, the argument
15 based on a bedrock of solid facts, but the
theoretical questions are also posed with
absolute clarity, and, after the experience of
Poland, who can doubt the importance for
practice of this seemingly obscure polemic.

In my opinion the pieces on China are
slightly less sure in their grasp, but their
importance should not be underestimated.
In the 60°% when revolutionary rhetone was
streaming out of Peking. the International
socialism group (as the SWP was then) was
almost the omly left organisation not
infected by illusions 1n Macism. This was
due m no small part to Cht¥'s proneering
analysis (later developed by Nigel Harrs).

The debate on ‘bureaucratic collectivism’
as an analysis of Russia seems even more

ither
Nel |

Special Offer to Socialist
Review readers

£3.25 (plus 70p postage)
from Socialist Unlimited,
265 Seven Sisters Rd,
London N4 2DE

from Socialist Unlimited,
265 Seven Sisters Rd, London
N4 2DE

obscure than that on the degenerated
workers’ state but it’s strange how old argu-
ments have a way of coming back. As
Duncan Hallas notes in his introduction:
“The 1dea that Stalimism represents an
entirely new mode of production 1s again
enjoying a certain popularity in the writings
aof Bahro, Rakovskl, Ticktin and others’,-
and here, in Cliff’s forgotton polemic of
1948, is the basic refutation.

The second vital theoretical question
facing revolutionaries in the aftermath of
the second werld war was the economic
perspective opening up for capitalism. The
most widespread expectation at the time, on
both left and right, was that the second
world war, like the first, would be followed
by a slump.

Orthodox Trotskyism, Cliff's starting
point, held to an extreme version of this
general wisdom. Capitalism, it maintained,
was tn 1ts death agony, locked int an insoluble
crisis m which the productive forces had
ceased to develop and in which all talk of
raising living standards or systernatic reforms
was out of the question. Reality, however,
diverged sharply from this prognosis, and
within a few years of the war it was clear that
capitalism was booming.

For Trotskyists the problem was to hib-
erate themselves from their sacred texts, in
particular Trotsky's 1938 Transitional Prog-
ramme, and face reality. Unfortunately
many of them, and above all the leaders of
the Fourth International, were unable to do
this. *All That Glitters 1s not Gold’, 1s Chif's
demolition job on the then leading spokes-
person for blinkers, Ernest Mandel.

The existence of the boom having been
acknowlcdged, 1t remained to analyse its
causes and estimate 1ts duration. This be-
came more pressing as it became clear that
this was no minor upswing but a major and
sustained expansion of the system. These
theoretical questions had absolutely crucial
implications for practice.

If, as was the case with Labour Party
theornists like Crosland and Strachey, the
fong boom was attributed to capitalism
having overcome its basic economic contra-
dicttons this led directly to the abandonment
of socialist politics. If on the other hand it
was assumed that the causes of the boom
were accidental or short-lived, the result
was an absurd catastophism continually
predicting crises which didn’t armive. The
classic example was the SLL/WRP, who
rapidly came to resemble the boy who cried
‘wolf’.

ClLiff’s answer, outlined here in ‘Perspec-
tives of the Permanent War Economy’
(1957), was that the boom was sustained by
the unprecedented levels of arms expendi-
ture (begun by the Second World War and
continued with the nuclear arms race) which
served to maintain employment and stave
off capitalism’s inherent tendency to over-
production. Chff also foresaw the eventual
dechne of the arms economy as a stabilising
factor.

Noa one would claim for thas brief article
that it was a major work of Marxist econo-
mics or even the best exposition of the
permanent arms economy theory. On the
contrary it has the serious defect of relying
on a left-keynesian unconsumptionist ex-
planation of capitalist crisis, rather than
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relating arms expenditure to the decliming
rate of profit (as was done later by Kidron
and Harman). Nonetheless the article’s
position was important because it neither
underestimated capitalism nor apologised
for it, and so enabled the IS group to survive
the 50's and early 60’s with a revolutionary
perspective but also with its feet on the
ground,

A further contribution to revolutionary
realism, dating from the same period was
‘Economic Roots of Reformism’™ which
criticised the aristocracy of labour theory,
inherited from Lenin, and showed that
reformism was not limited to a small upper
crust of the working class but was rooted in
the improving standards of living for the
working class as a whole.

If in the 1950°s Cliff plaved a major role in
laying the theoretical foundations of con-
temporary revolutionary socialism, he then
went on to play a no less important part in
winning for revolutionary ideas a foothold
in the working class movement.

Cliff has always followed the industrial
and trade union struggle of the British
working class with the closest attention,
secking to learn from workers as well as
teach them. This close involvement enabled
Cliff to make well-timed interventions in the
class struggle with handbooks that focused
on major problems facing industrial mihtants.

The first of these was the 1966 Ifncomes
Policy, Legislation and Shop Stewards
written with Colin Barker, and the second,
i 1970, was The Employers’ Offensive -
Productivity Deals and How to Fight Them’,
Both sold widely to shop stewards and rank-
and-file militants, and both were crucial m
transforming the International Socialists
from a tiny propaganda group into an
organisation with small but rezl roots in the
class.

This side of Chff’'s work is not as well
represented in this collection as it might
have been. But the reader can get the flavour
of his industrial writings from ‘After
Pentonwville the battle is won but the war
goes on’, and ‘The Great Incomes Policy
Con-trick.’ What characterises them is their
clarity and concreteness. Cliff was always
able to find the particular example to illus-
trate the general point — the example which
would stick in the mind to be passed on to
workmates or comrades when abstract
arguments would be forgotton. Thus:

‘Many believe that it makes sense for

better-off workers to practice restraint in

order to improve lower-paid workers’

wages. But the whole thing is based on a

misunderstanding: if ICI workers were to

hold back a claim for another £1 a week,
would the management of ICI transfer
the money they have saved to say, the
nurses, or would they transfer it to ICT's
bank account? To ask the question is to

see the answer.’
Also reflected here i1s Chiff's role as party

leader. Until the mid-"60s Chff took the
view that conditions were such as to make
the serious building of a revolutionary party
impossible and that in such circumstances it
would be ‘toy bolshevism’ to adapt the full
organisational forms of a Leninist Party.
The 1960 article ‘“Trotsky on Substitutional-
ism’ was a product of this period. It
emphasised, perhaps overemphasised, the
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dangers of a small party trying to substitute
itself for the mass of the working class.

But in 1968, as a result of the opportuni-
ties presented by the international student,
anti-war and workers’ movements of that
year, Cliff changed gear. In "Notes on
Democratic Centralism’ he urged the Inter-
national Socialists to adopt a tighter and
more centralised structure. ClLiff once des-
cribed this as the ‘worst document I ever
wrote' and certainly it had 1ts weaknesses.
Nonetheless, its main purpose was achieved
and in the years that followed IS began the
difficult process of turning itself into a
fighting workers’ organisation. “The Use of
Socialist Worker as an organiser’ represents
ane point in this process. “Why We Need a
Socialist Workers Party’ was another.

Of the articles written in this vein two 1n
particular stand out. The first is ‘On Per-
spectives’, a superb survey of the whole
state of the class struggles at the end of the
"6s and beginning of the *70s which served
as a key address orientating IS for tnterven-
tion in the great industrial battles of 1970-
74. The second is ‘“Ten Years On: 1969 to
1979°, a condensed version of Ciift’s analysis
of the downturn.

After the Heath Government foundered
on the rock of the miners in 1974 revolu-
tionaries of all stripes had high hopes for the
continual ascent of the struggle. Instead the
years of the Labour Government were years
in which the workers’ movement sank nto
deep organisational and political paralysis.

Cliff was the first to recognise and analyse
the unwelcome development. It was an
essential contribution for without it we
would have continued trying to climb a
descending staircase and would probably
have broken our necks. The two articles
complement one another — one a rousing
call to seize the time, the other a scber
insistence on facing reality — both are
embodiments of the unity of theory and
practice.

Looking at the collection as a whole two
things are especially strntking. Firstly the
continuity of Cliff’s politics: from 1947 to
today, whatever the tactical flexibility, the
basic principles remain the same. Now, as
then, Cliff stands for revolution not reform,
for internationalism, for irreconcilable
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opposition to Stalinism, for Marxism as the
theory of workers’ self-emancipation.

Secondly, how well those politics have
stood the test of time. This s not to say the
critical reader won’'t find a number of errors
of judgement, unfulfilied expectations and
s0o on — such mistakes are incvitable — but
take the early "30s as 4 benchmark and set
Chff’s views against those of the leading
thinkers of Labourism, Communism, or
orthodox Trotskyism and compare how
they fared.

The Labour intellectuals thought capital-
ism had put crisis and class struggle behind
it, the Communists thought Russia was a
workers” paradise and Joe Stalin a wise but
kindly uncle, and the Trotskyists that the
system faced immediate collapse. By com-
parison Cliff stands out as a4 model of
perspicacity.

This collection has its limitations of
course, as does Cliff's Marxism. The decision
not te include material from Cliff's books or
material currently available elewhere 1s
understandable from a publishing point of
view but it means that there are some really
major omissions (for example his article
‘Permanent Revolution’) and that some of
his most important work {on Lenin for
example) is represented here by rather otf
hand pieces.

Then there is Cliff's style. He writes clearty
and unpretentiously but he is no great wnter
and there i1s a4 ceriain crudity about his
English (perhaps because if is not his first
language) which has a political consequence
in that it is ill-adapted to expressing nuances
and fine distinctions.

Finally there is the total unconcern with
such matters as Marxist philosophy and
methodology in 4 period which has seen
important discoveries in this sphere, and the
absence of any analysis of racial or sexnal
oppression {(except a short piece on support-
ing gays which adds nothing theoretically).

The real question, however, 15 not the
extent to which Cliff corresponds to seme
model of the ideal marxist, but the extent to
which his ideas, and the presentation of
them in this book, are important for revolu-
tionary practice in the coming pernod.
Clearly they are immensely important.
Everyonc should read this book. B
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The making of
Alf Garnett

Many thanks ftor yoo aricle
‘Labour's Imperialisy Pasr
(SRE2:5).

You have pin-pointed something
right at the heart of attitudes in this
COUntry 1o nationality, race, and the
British state,

The movement which the Broitush
working class has voted tor, and has
represented them in places of paid
work has never seriously detached
iself from the actions of the British
state.

[0 the House of Commons, Feb
21 1946 Ernest Bevin said,

‘I am not prepared to sacnifice the
British Empire because | know that
1f the British Empirce {ell, it would
mean that the standard of life of our
constituents would fall consider-
ably,’

Put leadership comments like
that alongside the day-to-day ex-
perience of British army troeps
aganst colonised peopies and you
have the makings of a Bob Mellish,
Alf Garnett, Robert Relf or
whioever.

It would be usetul to cantrast the
whole thing with the great examples
of solidarty and resistance ex-
pressed by the British left in support
of anti-calonialist  anti-racist
activity, eg the sending of the
Whearshealf ta support Larkin,
Mauaclean, the conpspiracy tral in
India in the Twenties, Cable Strect
and s on.

Michael Rosen, East London

Anti-semitism
and Argentina

[ must point out a serious mis-
conception in your otherwise very
good coverage on the Falklands
war last issue,

In Peron’s fong shadow Carla
Lopez and Mike Gonzalez refer to
Argentina as a ‘rabidly anu-
working «lass  and  antl-semitic
regime.’

Argentina’s ruling junta are cer-
tainly anti-working class. They are
Aot ‘rabidly anti-sermitic’, nor have
any previous regimes deserved that
label.

I was brought up in Argentina,
and my family are Jewish,
Argentina has one of the largest
Jewish communities in the world.

Although Jews tind it difficult or
impossible to join the exclusive
clubs of the oligarchy. there is no
other discrimination against them,
They prosper hugely, and many of
the country's intellectuals and large
{and small} capitaiists are Jewish.

During and after World War
Two the U8 and Britain spread the
myth that Argentina’s governments
were fascisi—hecause they refused
to joun the Allies. After the war
severdl hundred Nawzis fled to
Argentina. The open door pohicy
had also allowed tens of thousands
of Jews 1o, 4t 4 ume when ‘anti-
fascist’ Britain et were deporting

‘illegal’ Jewish immigrants back to
Germany.

These Nazis have had some
influence—mainly on upper-class
youth i the early 60's. Some
attacks on Jews were carried out
then. The Argentine pcople as a
whole, and certainly its working
class, are not racst or  anti-
semitic—perhaps because in
Argentina evervone 15 cescended
from 1mmigrants.

During the last year ot Isabel
Peron’s government and the first
period of the military junta there
was an attempt at creating a wave of
anti-semitism. Some Jews were
asked to resign as Heads of Depari-
ment, there were allusions on tele-
vision to the ‘ethnic’ names of
fraudulent financiers, etc. It did not
last long.

Jacobo Timerman, an exiled
journalist, bas written a book
alleging that he was imprisoned and
tortured because of anti-semitism.
[n fact a few years before he was
apprehended he owned the
newspaper La Opinion, which Fun-
ctioned as the milhitary’s
mouthpiece.

We must be careful not to repeat,
through mis-information, the
smears against Argentina which the
Tories and the press would like us to
believe. Argentina'’s record on res-
pect and equality for ethnic immi-
grant minonities is second to none —
not anly Jewish but also British and
many other communities have

carried on their traditions undis-
turbed.

The Argentine government 1s
anti-working cfass. That 15 the fact
we must emphasize,

MName withheld by request.

What causes
men to rape?

If male attitudes to women aren™
caused by capualbism, what does
Jane Saunders {SRE2:5}) suggest we
hlame them on” 8omething in men's
nature which means that rape is
inevitable, perhaps? Women are
seen as “avallable passive objects’
because of the way capitalism dis-
torts human relationships. So doeall
class societies, which is why rape
predates capitalism. Only when we
end class society will the conditions
which produce rape be abolished.

But, under capitahism, working
class women are at greater risk from
the consequences of distorting
human sexuality. They are the
waomen who bave to walk home
dlone because they can’t afford
Faxr’s or cars, or who have to stay
with violent husbands because they
have nowhere ¢lse to go.

Women who have been raped do
receive a bad deal from the courts
and the police. But so does almost
everyone else who 15 unfortunate
enough to ¢ross their path. That's
because they are there {0 repress us,

not o help us. Jane comes danger-
ously close to beggmg for ther
support.

This is always the tendency of
WOmen's groups or movements
which sce rape in1solation from the
soclety which produces it, They try
to deal with the problem without
looking at the cause, They end up
by calling for the strengthening of
those state forces whichin any other
circumstances they would be
fighting against.

Jane doesn’t seem to realise that
no-one 15 offering state hrothels as
an acceptable alternative to rape,
Just pomting out that both are a re-
sult of treating human beings as
commoadities to be bought or taken.

It's no good making vague pleas
tor women to organise together
without being quite clear about
what causes men to rape in the first
place. Otherwise we will end up
calling for more police patrels on
the street, and heavier sentences for
rapists, rather than fighting for
socialism.

Anne Williams, Camden

Socialist Review welcomes
readers’ letters. Please keep
them as short as you can,
and type them if possible,
treble spaced. Send to:
Socialist Review, PO Box
82, London E2.

BOOKS

A flawed gem

Through the Indian Looking-(:lass
David Setbourne
Led Press £5.50

Indian rezhty 15 fantastically diffi-
cult to report to western socialists
because the horror of capitalism in
India completely surpasses our own
experience. David Selboutne can
convey 1t in a sensitive and forceful
style.

This 15 a collection of articles
mainly written for the Indian and
Brittsh press between 1976 and
1980. As with his book An Eve to
India, a crushing indiciment of
Indira Gandhi's Emergency Reg-
ime, reading it you understand the
condition of hoth the workers and
the bourgeoisie. It is by far the best
book about India available for
socialists, and well worth the in-
vestment of a fiver.

But as [ read further into the
book a great unease came Over me.
Because despite his great qualities
of insight and description he indi-
cates no way out of the horror,
except a general and romantic idea
that “the people’ will overthrow
their rulers. His position 15 that of
the outsider, the progressive intel-
lectual who tries, in the Chinese
manner, to ‘leam from the people’.

This is stated quite explicitly in
the article *On the Condition of the
People’, where he draws on his

experience in China. The problem
is that ‘listening to the people’ in
fact gives a passive role to ‘the
people’ in the rule of their society.
Rule is conducted by the humble
cadres who have ‘listened’ and then
decided what is to be done. The
assumption that the party is separ-
ate from the class, as it is in China,
runs through all of his pelitical
commentanes.

This explains why he goes over-
board in applauding the Communist
Party {Marxist} and its rule in the
state of West Bengal. If there 1s a
future in his eyes it is the CP{M}.
Now it is true to say that the CP{M)
are competant and honest reform-
ists, whose rule is ir a different
class to the pangster regime they

replaced. But they are no more
than that.

Indeed, while reading a long
passage on their 1980 election
campaigh I was suddenly struck
with the notion that [ was reading
about Ken Livingstone and Dave
Wetzel. This is no idle remark - the
CP(M) spends a great deal of time
complaining that it's administra-
tion in West Bengal is crippled by
the central government in Delhi.

In fact this book is a reflection of
the political state of the Labour
left. For all the long descriptions of
Indian workers and peasants there
is no article about workers in
struggle — and large numbers have
been in struggle since the collapse
of the Emergency. In the end, this
is a book about Indian workers as
victims, not fighters, a gem with a
fatal flaw.

Barry Pavier

Woolly-headed handbook

World View 1982

- An Economic and Geo-political

Yearbook
Pluio £5.95

‘Political vearbooks tend to be
monopolised by establishment
attitudes. By using an authoritative,
factual stvle they are able to
maintain the myth of a reality
drvided into facts and  values.

Meznwhile by what they cover as
well as by what they leave out, they
present the interests and priorities
of the powers that be’

Pluto have attempted to provide
an alternative. Yearbooks usually
give extensive tables, details of
important people and con-
stitutional synopses. This alter-
native is divided into three parts —
essays dealing with what the
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authors consider major palincal
questions, country by ocountry
accounts, and region by region
dccounts. Unlottunately the essavs
arc  without facts or consistent
polities. Rather a mash of woolly
third-worldism  where 1t s oot
capitabism which determines world
events but ‘north-south® or east-
wisl OF cven religion,

The country by country secfion
lares o better, "Alternative’ Taols,
facts which we would be interested
in to make an analysis of develop-
ments, might nclude level of trade
union organisations, level of strike
action, politica]l  prisoners,  legal
positions on major social ssues and
w00 forth. Instead simply badly laid
out tables from UN  statistical

ROUCCES ELVIng no more tnformation

than any ordinary vearbook.
Granted a problem of space —only
) pages tor vour £5.95 but these
do not help you (o understand the
politics of 2 purticular place, nor the
level of workers’

organisation,

The regional descriptions are
more useful for they draw together
the subordinate cconomies round
their major focus with clear f
skimpy maps. But again bevond few
simple and easily available facts,
nothing like encugh imformation
and dubious political conclusions,
Page 114, on Ireland says: *Any sort
of seitlement seemed as far away as
ever,” but page 290 says: ‘the 1980s
mav well bring a British withdrawal
and a lasung pohtical soletion.’
Readers not immersed in poltics
might well be puzzled.

Other sections dealing with areas
I know qguite well — Southern
Africa, Poland—just do not tackle
the political guestions or problems
nar do they give a analysis of the
forces involved, never mind the
likely outcome. All through a
wonlly-headedness which 18 likely
1 confuse more than inform. The
idea 15 good., but without a
consistent political posibien only
confusion results.

Joha T.indsay

BOOKS

Narrow but good

Capital and Exploitation
by John Weeks
Edward Arnold £4.95%

Effects continue long alter causes
have disappeared. The radical
generation of 19681 long gone. But
its impact continues to be felo in
terms of what happens in the
academic world. And in publishing.
Marxist academic texts appear with
great regularity.

This is much better than most,
The author does not Lightly dispuss
central parts of Marxist economic
theory—like the Labour Theory of
Value or the Tendency of the Rate
of Profit to Fall. Instead he defends
thermn. And this puts him in a class
apart from most other such writers.

What is more, at places he pro-
vides insights that advance Marxist
analysis and thus make the world
more mntelligible.

But there are two problems with
the book., First s a level of
abstraciness which sometimes
makes 11 unclear what he 15 sayving
(like when he refers wo Stalin and
Russia) and often means he slides
Over Importanl areas of discussion.
Why did the world economy boom
For 30 vears? What does happen to
forms of competition when
nationally based manapolies resort
to the state for thewr competition?

Second, his orthodoxy s ot very
narrow sort, Fle relers o Mars,
Lngels and [emn {and Staln), but
not to Hilferding, Bukharin,
Luxemburg or Preobrazhensky,
And this means he does not grasp
whole  elements o what  2{h
century Marxists have to say ahout
the system. Sull, this (s a usetul read
if you are already acquainted with
Marxist economics.

Chris Harman.
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Part of a cultural earthquake

The Republic of Letters: Working
Class Writing and Locai Publishing
Edited by Dave Morley and Ken
Worpole

Comedia Publishing Group, £2.95
paperback.

This is a bit of an uneven, unfocused
book, but then it has every right 10
he when behind its two editors there
are haif-a-dozen collaborators and
behind them jostle the more than
two dozen separate groups that
make up the Federation of Worker
Writers and Community Publishers.

At one leve] the text is a good,
straightforward guide to the

FWWCP — its history, aims, financ-
ing and constituent groups — and it
incorporates a fair sample of the
work produced by people from,
say, the Hackney Writers’ Work-
shop or the Birmingham Women
and Words group.

Reading through these passages,
you are reminded how working-
class experience has changed in this
century: how some petty lavers of
expleitation have been dismantled
by generations of struggles only to
be replaced by others — you are
reminded, for example, that once
upon a time kids who left school
one week found jobs the next . . .

w

The lepers of modern capitalism

The Politics of Mental Handicap
Ryan & Thomas
Pefican £1.75

"“To each according to his needs,
from each according to his ahility’.

The *‘mentally handicapped’, of
which this book is concermned, make
more demands on the humanity
implicit in this statement than do
any other group of people. This
book reveals yet another unaccept-
able face of capitalism. For any
society which hospitalises 50,000
unsick people, must itself be a sick
socIely.

The bock contains extracts from
a diary of a nursing assistant about
everyday life in a large ‘subnormal-
ity' hospital ward. The diary, which
is very funny and maving at times,
is arranged around particular topics
and events such as, definitions of
handicap, care or control, work,
ideology, and a way forward. Each
being amplified historically and
theoretically by the co-author.

This is a welcome contribution to

the current debate (where you may
ask is it taking place) about the
lives of these current day ‘lepers’,
and those who work with them in
hospitals, schoals, training centres
and hostels.

The book is often tlluminating
for the new reader, but its ultimate
solution, simply asking for a change
i attitudes, is depressing to say the
least. As Marx said, *‘Time, is the
room for human development™.
But under capitalism time is equated
with money, and as a result these
people are quietly disposed of and
considered an economic burden.

The tragic thing about it all is
that the ‘mentally handicapped’ are
guarded by staff, who although
often sincere, share the same fears
and prejudices as ourselves con-
cerning this growing number of
neople. Their demands are often
simple — time, patience and under-
standing.

In the last decade or so, public
attention has sometimes been cen-

tered on conditions in these hospi-
tals, often revealing appalling
conditions, chronic staff shortages,
forced sterilisations, crelty and
shortages. Reports are quickly
manufactured for the media, soitis
seen that something is being dane.
In reality, little changes.

David Ennals, Minister of Health
in 1975, said he would support any
changes in the handicapped ser-
vices, providing, wait for it, that it
wouldn’t cost any money! The
EOVEIMMENs' Oown reports reveal
that, over 1,000 children in Britain
each vear are born handicapped,
simply because enough money is
not released for ante/post natal
SErvices. |

Finally, one hospital resident
sums it up, by saying, “I am not
handicapped - I can do things™!
The question then s not how dif-
ferent thay are from us, but how
like us. Employers are quick to
recognise and exploit this fact. Well
worth a critical read.

Owen Gallagher

Where the book goes blurred
and unsure s when it tries to tackle
its own politics, especially over
issues fike the role of worker writers
and alternative publishers, their
relation to the major commaercial
presses and to things like the Arts
Council and the labour movement,
the extent to which they should amm
to be ‘socialist’ and so wn.

The fuzziness here is a probiem
that all loose orgamisatons face:
feeding into the FWWCP are, on
the one hand, groups evolving from
old WEA classes that still have the
stale whiff of tea and McVities and
chats about creativity to them and,
on the other hand, newer groups
that provide a direct channel for
working-class, black and female
anger and self-expression.

But blurning is bound to occur if
youn are looking at a real movement
rather than, say, something that's
been fixed since the death of
Chaucer. What this book charts
and is worth readng for 15 the way
the class struggle goes on all the
time: it may be checked and guelled
m some traditional areas by the
crude club of unemployment but
the old mole burrows away and
comes up somewhere else. [n the
FWWCP are people inventing and
producing a culture and immdeed
their own experience collectively,
no longer seeing it as something
they possess and consume indivi-
dually. As they do that they begin
to unravel the control over ways of
seeing that our masters would like
to maintain.

The current hysteria in the Tory
Party about the BBC's reporting of
the Falklands war, laughable though
1t 15 In one sense, is only another
sign of the cultural earthquake of
which this book too is a part and
which even the Tory pig farmers
are beginning to sense.

Paul O’Flinn
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The execution of Charles Hormon

Books and films are often released tnge;her to boost
each other. The most recent case 1s Missing. Jim
Scott looks at the book. Pete Goodwin looks at the

film.

Missing
Thomas Huuser
Penguin £1.75

‘There are six of us lost in space
among the sraws,

one dead

one bearen fike § never believed a
human coufd be sa beaten ...
staughrer {s the badge of heroism.’
Victor Jara 1973

»

They 1ook Victor Jara and broke
his hands, then they suggested that
he play his guitar for his comrades.
Woody Guthrie had written on his
guitar, *This machine kills fascists’.
Victor Jara behieved too that music
15 a-powerful weapon in the struggie
against barbarism, but in his case
barbarism destroyed him and his
music. Charles Horman made car-
toon films for the children of the
Santiago slums. He wasn’t, like
Jara, a revolutionary.

Thomas Hauser's book begins
with a simple sentence from Charles
Horman’s maother: ‘Filty-five
thousand Americans died n
Vietham. With numbcers ke that,
ncbody cares about two who were
killed in Chile’. But it isp’t the
masses who died whe inltuence us,
1t 15 the individuals who we can
identify with who alfect us most,
For millions of people it is }3 year
old Anna Frank who epitomises the
Holocaust.

This 15 a book written by a
‘liberal’ (in the very best sense of
the word) about the lite and death
of a younp American *radical’, the
sort of American many of us who
were active 1n the Anb-Vietnam
campaigns in this country became
familiar with. Perhaps that 15 why it
affected me so strangly: Horman
could have been any one of hait a
dozen friends from the sixiies.

Horman’s ‘crime’ for which he
paid the supreme penalty, summary
execution, was simply to have been
in the wrong place at the wrong
time, to have witnessed at the
Chilean Pacific resort of Vina Del
Mar the involvement of American
Naval and Special Forces personnel
In the organisation ob the mlifary
. +p against the Allende
Goveronmenl.

The main theme of the book is the
search by Horman's wife and
Christian Scientist father for the
missing man. As they progress
through the nether world ol post
+ coup Chile the duplicity of the
authorities rings 2 change in bath of
them. Ed Horman, a conscrvative
Amerwcan business man who has
never thought of guestioming the
policies and actions of his govern-
ment, is forced by his dramatic
personal involvement to admit that

‘his Government has murdered his
son’ and for no other reason than
that he happened to be aware,
through the loose talk of the US
personncl involved, of their role in
organising the military takeover.

That the American State Depart-
ment ware involved at every level in
Horman's murder soon becomesy
apparent, from exiled Chilean wit-
nesses to the testimony of dis-
illusioned American officials, all
the evidence points to the fact that
Charles Horman was murdered at
the behest of the American
Embassy in Chile.

Bui the tale of Charles Horman is
more than that of an individual, 1t 18
the sum of ali those 30,000 who
were exaculed by the military in the
weeks following the coup,

it was enough in those weeks to
have heen mildly sympatheticto the
Allende Government. Many
militants who survived the first few
days escaped with their lives but
only alter the most appalling tor-
Ture.

That the apents of the
Nixon/Kissinger (GGovernment were
present at many of the torture
sessions s brought out vividly in the
book, the ‘quiet American’ was the
‘eminence grise” of the Chilean
Junta.
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There are of course weaknesses in
the book’s analysis, the author has
many illusions in Allende and (he
parhamentary road, and he regards
the MIR (the revoiutionary lelt) as
an extremist orgamsation. These
faults can largely be ignored for the
evidence he musters of the duplictty
and treachery of American
imperialistm and its cynical murder
of an idealistic and peace-lowving
young Amertican and the in-
competent atternpts (o cover it up
make the book required reading for
all socialists .. to know your enemy
you must first understand him.,
‘But the Ygks were sneaky
sometimes they Rid behind one
snowdrift.

Semetimes thev hid behind
another.

And sometimes they just stood up
against a lampost disguised as John
Lennon.’

Part of the script from ‘The
Sunshine Grabber', the man
‘subrwersive act’ of Charles Horman
in Chile 1973

W A i i

Missing

Birected by Costa-Garras

In 1969 the colonels ruled Greece.
That same year Costa-Gavras, a
young Greek director hiving n
France made a {ilm called Z It was
a political thriller, based quite ex-
plicitly on the murder of the left-
wing MP Lambrakis and the sub-
sequent cover up by the authorties,

Jack Lammun and Sissy Spacek

It was a brilliant film, using the
thrilier format wvery skilfully to
present a direct and devastating
denunciation of the colonels’
regime and the establishment that
spawned it,

All the rtules of the cinema
indusiry say that the young director
could never do it again. His films
woukd  become more  ‘arty’ or
choose less directly political
subjects. Or, f by chance he
avinded these traps, then he would
fade away making paler and paler
imitations of Z.

Yet somehow or other Costa-
Gravras seems to have escaped the
rules. He has continued to make
very pood films on explicitly poli-
tical subjects, he has kept them
commutted and he has kept them
firmly and successfully aimed at a
mass audience. 1f that wasn’t mira-
culous enough, thirteen years after
Z he has made an even more bilbant
film on almost exactly the same
lines,

Missing, ke Z. is about murder,
gover-up and military dictatorship.
Like Z, it is devastating because 1t
uncovers the torturers through the
eves of someong who Starls un-
committed, investigating an 1n-
dividual case, and s only reluc-
tantly forced to recognise the
irnmense and terrible forces that he
behind his immediate concern.
And, ke Z Missing is not only a
denunciation of 8 military regime,
but even more a4 denunciation of the
cstablishment that spawned 1t

What gives Missing the edge over
Z, 15 just one of those obvious
features of popular cinema all of
which Costa-Gavras uses with such
skitl. 1t is the *human interest” of
those who unravel the mystery. In £
the ‘detective’ was a cald
professional, a lawyer from the
public prosecutors’ office. Oniy hus
integrity made him any different
from the suited and wupiformed
brutes of the state machine who are
exposed by the film.

In Missing the ‘detectives” are the
murdered man’s wife and father:
the one very nearly a hippie, the
other very definitely a conservative,
god-fearing, pillar of upper middie
class society. These two characters
are rmagmficently played by Sissy
Spacek and Jack Lemmon, and the
devetepment of their relationship
makes compelling cinema.

indeed, in less skilful and
committed hands it could have been
so compelling that it turned ex-
posure of the Chilean junta and its
American backers into mere
backdrop., But Costa-Gavras
makes I reinforce his political
ressage,

Missing 15 a film which every
socialist should see. But, far more
important 1t is a film which you
should encourage even your most
apelitical fricnds and workmates to
see. They won't be quite so
apolitical afterwards.
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Oi—stalkingin theshadows

Trevor Gniffith’s play Q1 for
England got a' TV showing. Now
it is opening as a stage play and
will be touring youth clubs
around Britain. 8. Wells looks at
Oi, the play, and the issues 1t
raises.

To get things in perspective; (18 a term
originated by one music journalist — Garry
Bushell — to describe several third genera-
tion punk bands. As alabel it 15 as loose and
ill-fitting as ever “punk” or *new wave”
was. The hands it covers are usually two
guitars, drums, vocals, white male, working
class and young.

Their popularity is much less than the
tabloid press would have you believe. Even
among skins the appeal is patchy. Many
Sheffield redskins stayed away from an Infa
Riot gig because: “Who wants to see¢ this
punk crap when there’s Blues (reggae) up
road’”. Others came and danced themselves
stupid.

Oi is political. In that cropping your hair
15 political, singing about the pigs, the dole,
the clap, the bomb, is political. Several On
groltps have done benefits for PROP —that’s
political.

But Oi is also apolitical. Group after
group lumps the NF, SWP and Thatcher
crudely together as ‘them’. The Shetheld
Infa Riot gig was billed as ‘O1 against Racism
and Extremism.’

Decspite attempts by Bulldog, the Young
NF paper, to claim Oi as its own battle
anthem, despite the pathetically naive use
of BM leaderguard Nicky Crane on the
front cover of the Carry On Oi album,
despite the overt nationalism of some of its
champions and the manic mudthrowing of
the gutter press (here's £5 son, give us a Nazi
salute for the camera) most O1i bands have
kept enough balance to deny any alliance
with the far right. As Garry Bushell informed
me, neither Bulldog nor Rebel gets sold at
Oi gigs.

The Labour Party is regarded as having
sold out. The left are ‘a bunch of middle
¢lass student wankers’. Anarchists are
hippies. Thatcher, the police and the media
are the class enemy. O1 has fought so hard to
escape any political pigeonhote that it’s not
left with much option apart from Bushell’s
‘I'm a patriotic socialist.” A stance removed
from being a ‘Nazi’ or a ‘Commie’ — just
working class, British, and proud of both.
(1 seems to be bleating ‘we can’t change
anything’ despite the militancy and anger of
its lyrics. This is what Bushell calls *having a
sdy.’

The thing is, music can change attitudes if
used subversively — The Village People’s
YMCA. the Jam's Town called Malice or
the Specials’ Ghost Town. Or within a frame
of reference — like Rock Against Racism.
But that smacks of Politics, and Q1 skulks
off to shout from the shadows.

Mavbe the only ailternative to this self-
enforced anderground chic is to become a
slogan machine like Tom Robinson, or the
white liberals’ Rolling Stones such as The
Clash. T just wish more of the O1 groups
would use their ability and class conscious-
ness, neither of which they lack, to expand
the audience for their music and their (sm:ll
p) politics.

Media attempts at translating Youth

Culture for wider audience are almost always .

fantastically cackhanded and patronising.
With varyving degrees of ineptitude, almost
every paper attempted ‘A Guide to the
Cults” type article last year.

[ witnessed Yorkshire Television’s aborted
exposé being filmed. Large directors shout-
ing “Can you swagger around the cameras
lads, not into them™. 1 was myself strapped
inte a barbers chair and asked whom in the
world I would most like to bit.

So we have O for England. We got this
cellar in Moss Side and these 4 skins, and
one’s a ‘racist’ who mugs Pakistams and
another’s a ‘liberal’ (Insh) who doesn’t.
Then there’s these two ‘Thickos’ {(one called
S.Wells!) and they’'re all in an O1 band, see.
And then there's a Nazi who sounds like
Colin Welland at Nuremburg. The rest of
the band ‘bugger off’ to join the ‘riot’ and
Flyn {skinhead-Insh-liberal) is on his own
when who should walk in but a ‘black
woman.’

This 1s one of the best left wing plays I've
seen on TV and still we get thesec moronic
cardboard cutouts. ['ve walked out of a
dozen ‘alternative’ theatre productions
giggling myself stupid after the man with the
pinstripe snit and bowler hat and the big
arrow pointing at him saying *Rich Tory Pig’
has lcapt on stage to a chorus of boos and
hisses. Q4 for England tore away the ‘all
skins are Nazis' label and found a couple
more hberal stereotypes underneath.

Flynn knocks the shit out of the band’s
gear, dressed as an Amencan footballer,
after listening 1o a tape of irish folk music,
apparently to reflect his more lyrical naturc
under the macho facade. This is half cocked
symbolism 1n a play which ended as weakly
as it could possibly have done.

Here we have Flynn, rebel without the
correct analysis, in slow motion, smashing
amps and guitars like Pete Townsend, and
just as porntlessly. The one chance the play
had to make any real observation or state-
ment and Trevor Griffith copped out. Oi for
England wandered between cosy realism
and plastic tokenism without ever getting its
teeth bloodied.

It left far too many questions untackled.
Like why was the far nght 50 successful in
recruiting skinheads in 1978-79? How do the
left wing skins deal with macho and sexism?
How do they feel about being continually
stabbed in the back by the left press?

5S¢ to keep things tn perspective: (h s a
label devised by a music press hack for skin-
head punk music. England are a football
team. O for England was disappoimting,
slot next to Zigger Zagger.

Circles of guilt

Jon Bearman looks at Circles of
Decett,

Beirut, capital of Lebanon, 1s the most
battered and brokencityin the world. Gaping
shell holes pit blocks of (ats and offices in
their thousands. Cratered streeis  and
pavements flow with refuse and ¢xcrement.
Wrecked and burnt cut vehicles e unmoved
on the highways blocking tratfic. The sheer
level of devastation 1s terrifying.

Volker Schlondorif's hilm Cirele of Deceit
15 dangerously obsessed by the mightmarish
violence and bloodletting of Bewrut., He
faithtully reproduced the blood, gore,
charred bodies and atrocities that have be-
come part of regular life in Betrut.

Faced with the grim realitics of the in-
tractable civil war, if vou are not clearolyour
own position you will get lost. Schlondor!ls
films gets hopelessly Tost.

Georg Laschen, a reportertrom FHamburg,
15 sent to Beirul on a journalistic assignment
when the civil war is at its hottestin 1976, [tis
like 4 descent into hell, The title of the film —
Circle of Deceit — 15 an allusion to one of the
circles of hell in Dante’s Divine Comedy.

Laschen finds himself stranded o the
underworld. Runnimg punmen spray
buiuldings with bullets. Fascist snipers pick off
the oddcivilianforfun, nightafter nightshells
drum and pound outside the relative safetv of
his room at the Holiday Inn. Redtracerslight
up the sky, Ambulances scream through the

streels,

The film revolves around Laschen's phys-
chological reaction o the horrific cvents
surrounding him.

There are very few scenes where the [1lm
breaks from Laschen’s indulgent intros-
pection, and just one of any merit. After an
encounter with black-hooded fascist militia
it Beirutheisinvited tovisit their leader north
of Beirut. It 15 obviously a portrait of Bashar
(emavel,

Owver 4 martini-table in the grounds of his
wealthy home Gemavel casually informs
Laschen he just wants "to get rid of the
Palestinians and communists.’ *We will not
share this country” he Insists.

[tis the only occasionwhen Laschen comes
ctose to 1dentifying with the Palestiman and
Leftist cause. [t is the only time when politics
lakes precedence in the film.

The experience proves too much for him
Like so many spectators who pass through
Beirut he developsaternble guilltcomplexbe-
cause he can't share the suffering and
anguish. Finally, under shetl-tire hecracks up
and goes bescrk.

Guilt feclings like Laschen's — and they
have been shared by many left-wing tournists
[rom Europe — don’t help matters, Socialists
should always be clear why they are Lighting
and what they are fighting for. We are not
fighting because we feel sorry for people. We
are fighting because we want hiberation and
realise the kind of politics thal entails.




THE REVOLUTIONARY CALENDAR

It was Friday night at the Stonewall bar,
27th June 1969. It was packed. The Stone-
wall was a pay bar on Christopher Street in
Greenwich Village in down town New York,
then as now the gay centre of town. 200 gays
were crowded in, all male, 50 or so of them
transvestites.

The Stonewall was a low dive, its clients
mostly young and working-class. Like most
other gay bars it was mafia controlled, which
meant it cost to go in and drinks were
expensive. It was open only because of
back-handers to the police.

In order to make the payments to the
police worth while there would be occasional
raids. On that hot night in 1969, 8 policemen
raided the Stonewall. There were only 8
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The riot was to last 3 nights, beginningt

dusk and ending at dawn. Smaller incidégiii

were to occur throughout the summer up |

and after the forming of the Gay Libera-
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tion Front (GLF)in August.

The Stonewall riot took New York totally
by surprise. The campaigning and actions of
the GLF that were to follow shocked and
bemused it even more. GLF campaigned
against the mafia/police gay bars, leafletting
them and holding meetings on gay libera-
tion, and on the exploitation of gays by the
commercial gay scene. They produced their
own newspaper Outcome. From nowhere,
GLF blossomed into a movement with a
voice and action to back its ideas.

It organised a day of action on the streets
to reclaim Christopher Street from the
police, to parade and cruise as open homo-
sexunals. It held alternative discos at the
‘Open University’ in the Village as alterna-
tives to the commercial bars. It campaigned
against the idea that gays were sick or gay-
ness a thing to be ashamed of with public
meetings and organised debates.

Those were heady days with mass unrest
apainst the Vietnam war and a mood of
revolt sweeping the world. GLF was part of
that mood, identifying itself with other
liberation movements (hence its name) and
with the politics of ‘revolution now’.

It was much influenced by the hippies of
the Amernican ‘New Left', secking to ‘live
the revelution’ and sneering at theory,
especially that of the old left. As an organi-
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sation it had a brief if brilliant life dis-
appearing by 1972 or 1973.

In Britain the GLF arrived in 1970, again
mushrooming into a movement involving
thousands in London, but collapsing by

1973.

bad name. But the effect was to push CHE
to a more campaigning stance and to look
out from its cosy world of closet MPs and
I ords. This stance it now shows signs of
of retreating from.

For the left the GLF was also a bit of a
shock. The sexual politics of the revolu-
tionary tradition that had existedbefore the rise
of Stalin and Hitler had been lost. The work
of Kollontai and Inessa Armand’s ‘New
Woman® of the Bolsheviks, the German
tradition of Hirschfeld’s World League of
Sexual Reform that had involved the Com-
munist parties in the late 20°s, the work of
Reich. Allthisand more had been forgotten.

Some of the left groups, the SWFP amongst
st and sexual
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th-was that it was a group

the early "70s there was

Jit New York this year 100,000 will march
4 remember Stonewall. In San Francisco
there will be 250,000. Few will know that the
riot was as much against the gay scene
owners, who are now called ‘respected

- leaders of the gay community’, as it was

against the straight police.

But GLF also has had a different effect.
Some people attempted to link the fight
against oppression with that against class
exploitation. The days of GLF activity in
Britain (1970-73) were also days of great
labour unrest and class conflict.

In Britain, unlike America, GLF was to
be seen on the streets alongside miners
against the anti-union law, or outside
Pentonville in support of the impnsoned
dockers.

The connection between gay oppression
and class struggle was easier to see here
because the two were fighting side by side.

Very often this relationship was a bit
strained. It has never been easy to argue
with a sexist miner or docker about sexual
politics. Butitis possible. And in Britain itis
difficult for gay militants to1gnore the power
of the working class to change society.

Stonewall changed things. Out of the new
confidence and determination that it sparked
off have come a generation of gay militants
who today are fighting against sexual op-
pression in the workplace. They are fighting,
too, against those gays who want to look
inwards and forget about the need to change

the world. Noel Halifax




