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World Crisis In The East

The worldcrisisis hitting Eastern
Europe hard. Mike Haynes
shows how these economues are
firmly tied into the world market.

Western banks have been trying to pick up
the pieces of the huge Polish debt, but the
problems extends far beyond Poland.
Rumania has been forced to reschedule its
debt. Hungary has been retused western
credit, and now the Soviet Unton wself is in
ditficulties.

The pressure of economic and miiitary
competition has always locked the Soviet
Union inta the capitalist world economy. In
the last decade and a half a whole series of
more direct trade, investment and financial
links have been built. The result of this has
been 1o tie the Soviet economy more ctoscly
to the dynamic of the world economy.

The figures on Soviet trade dependence
arc not casy to calculate. Estimates vary
from 12 per cent of cutput to 20 per cent.
Either way, all commentators agree that
there 15 ne evidence to support the view that
the Soviet economy is solated [rom the west
or that it avaids trade. On the contrary, 1t 18
an integral part of the world economy.

The trade/output ratio’s are what one
would expect from a country with its level of
development, size and resources. Bven the
iowest figure puts the Soviet Union on a par
with countries like the USA | Argentina and
Brazil.

Esscntially the Soviet Union has been
drawn into direct participation in the world
gconomy through competition on an inter-
natienal scale. As its economy has aged 1t
has found it necessary to draw m imports
trom the west and to push its exports, to pay
for imports and to realise returns that are
not avallable domestically or in Eastern
Europe.

The Soviet Union is also a super power
and so 1ts economic ties have a political
dimecnsion as it trics to win fricnds and in-
fluence people. But what stands out is how
little room for manoeuvre the Soviet umon
has. Time and again its own economic weak-
nesses have prevented it from capitabising

on the weaknesses of its competitors.

To see why this sould be one has to recog-
nis¢ that though the Saviet econamy is the
world's second industrial power, it is only its
vast geographical size that gives it this
prominence. [f you look at its ievel of de-
velopment you sce a ramshackle semi-
developed economy. It is this that deter-
mines ifs pattern of trade.

[t stands in a client relationship to the
west. From Japan, West Germany and USA
etc. it imports technology and capital equip-
ment. But it cannot sell its manufactured
voods back. Three gquarters of 1ts exports to
the west consist of raw materials and fuel,
Less than 5 per cent are fimished goods. The
pattern is broadly the same for Eastern
Europe. Like Romania or Poland it sutfers a
serious balance of payments problem, and 15
always short of hard currencies.

It 15 in the third world that the Soviet
Union uses (1s £CONOMIC power over (1S 0wn
client states. To these it exports its often
interior manufactured goods n return tor
raw materials, semi-manufactured goods
and all the hard currencies It can squecze
from them. These hard currencies are used
10 pay its Jebts to the west, The pattern can
also be foundin Eastern Europe.

Overlaid on this basic pattern s the gramn
trade. In spite of massively increased inputs
Sovier agriculture cannot meet food necds.
The Soviet Union s the world's largest grain
importer. This 15 a tremendous drain and
every attempt is made to minimise it

It was this that dictated the Soviet
Union's links with Argentina. Having
houpght massive amounts of Argentinian
grain it found that it could not afford to
subsidise the regime by turther purchases
once the world gram market 15 glutted and
shipping costs from Argentina high.

This pattern of trade has been constant
over the years but the pressures behind it
have mounted as trade has become more
important and the world cconomic cnisis has
intensified. Trade has been impossible o
control and there has been no serious
attempt to plan 1.

in the 1971-5 five vear plan 1t was ex-
pected to increase by some 33-33 per cent.
[n fact it increased by well over 100 per cent.
The 1976-80 plan predicted an increase of
3)-35 per cent. In fact it went up by aver 6l
per cent. Not surpnisingly, the current plan
for 1981-5 does not venture a prediction!

There is a deeper significance to this. The
internal processes in the Soviet economy
have been tightly locked into those of the
world economy. The only attempt at reform
in recent vears have been to make it easier
to trade abroad. The result is that the Soviet
economy is now forced to react more sharp-
ly to international pressures. They are no
longer felt at one remave,

The Soviet Union is not in as dire a strait
as Poland or Romania. This is partly because
of its size, hut also because it has goid.
diamonds, oil and arms to sell. Even so.
they have not eliminated the problem and in
recent months the Soviet Union has been
forced to po cap in hand to Western banks
far short term credits.

Here, too., it s a prisoner of trends in the
world cconomy. [t 15 the world’s largest oll
producer and benefited from the hike in oil
prices. Now there is a giut and the Soviet
Union has been forced to depress prices
further by dumping oil to get foreign ex-
change.

Simularly. it depends on the gold market.
it produces a third of the world’s gold. But it
cannot sell too much for fear of lowenng
prices. Here, however, 1t 18 in a stronger
position with South Africa its production
adds up to 80 per cent of world outpul. The
twi have carved up the market 1o their joint
benefit.

These dealings in pold and o1l 1llustrate
something else. The teraction with the
economy 18 not a one-way process. The
Soviet Union is not a passive recipicnt of the
pressures of the world economy. 1t now has
a hand in creating the cosis.

in the carly 70's some western business
men cherished the notion that the Sovict
Union was a safe market that could be used
to mop up the west's surplus. They arc no
longer so naive. As balance of payments
pressures have mounted so markets In the
Soviet Union have tightened. At the same
(e the pressure o export has intensitied
competition in western markets.

it does not just operate at the level of
trade and competition. The financial prob-
lerns have been stressed, but their signifi-
cance is that the west can no longer iook 10
the Soviet Uniontobail out Eastern Europe.

The Soviet state capital has expanded 1ts

tentacles like any other capital, [t s now an
¢mbryonic multinanonal state capital own-
ing and controlling production 1n & number
ol countries. [ts banks too are spread out in
every major financial centre. They try to
play the world’s money markets. If vou want
10 ship goods and insure them then Soviet
state capital will help you out. These trends
ar¢ commaon in Eastern Europe.

In some countnies they have gone much
further. The fact that they exist and are
growmg in the heartland of 'sociahst’ Europe
shows that we are dealing not with a separate
system but a part of the capitalist world
arder. Tt 15 as much a part of the crists as any
other,
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Keeping on the right tracks?

The NUR called off its first indefinite national strike since
1926 after just 48 hours on 28 June. The next day ASLEF
called an all-out strike starting on 4 July. Nothing could
illustrate the weaknesses of our movement more clearly.

The NUR decision Is a setback for us all but
it is an even more sertous problem for

ASLEF. They will now have to fight aione-

unless they can pull the NUR membership
behind them,

Announcing the strike, an ASLEF repre-
sentative said: ‘BR management kave to real-
ise that they are not playing Kuwait any-
more, This is a match against Brazil'
ASLEF have certainly proved that they have
the strength and organisation to fight, but
that sort of talk is mere biuff. Together
ASLEF and the NUR would be 2 hundred
times stronger,

The NUR setback has to be considered i
that context.

The most striking thing 15 that while the
executive voted for the strike, it was the
union conference that called it off.

The NUR has never been a militant union.
It was the union of the notorious Jimmy

Thomas, He piayed a major role in seiling

out the General Strike in 1926, He was one of

the most reactionary ministers in the first
two Labour Governments.

More recently Sidney Greene and his suc-
cessor Sidney Weighell have been two of the

- props of the right wing in the TUC. Under

their leadership the union offered virtually
no resistance to twenty vears of closure and
redundancy. During their reign the number
of NUR members fell from 475,000 to
180,000, Since the NUR has a closed shop, all
of those losses were due to selling jobs,

The NUR does not have a tradition of
strong rank-and-file organisation. The
executive which called the present strike is to
the ieft of their predecessors but they do not
represent any massive opposition to the full-
time officers,

The limit of their leftism was illustrated
durning the ASLEF dispute last winter. There
was some rank-and-file support for the
ASLEF stand on rostering, particulariy
amongst the NUR guards. But the NUR
executive stolidly refused to budge and
accepted the manrgement offer,
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The ‘left-wing’ executive was unable or
unwilling to use this splendid opportunity to
turn their own union away from its ingrained
habit of productivity dezaling.

Indeed, they share that commitment. In
their current negotiations they have had no
principled opposition te productivity con-
cesstons. One of their major complaints
against the BR management was that it re-
fused to discuss the NUR's own suggestions
for a deal.

The left on the NUR executive is an
example of the new-style Broad Leit
organisations which have emerged in the last
few years in a number of unions. {1 is a close
cousin of the well-known CPSA Broad Left.
Like that organisation it is essentially an
electoral machine. Its gains have been at the
level of unon officers. It has very little real
organisation at the rank-and-file level and it
is not designed to organise at that level. It has
ne record of leading struggles.

That model of left advance in the unions
has now been tested. It has been found to be
seriously lacking.

The executive led no serious campalgn to
mobilise the membership over the recent dis-
pute. Instead they relied on trying to out-
manoeuvre Weighell and the npht wing.
They succeeded and won a strike call. Then
they found that Weighell had another card
left, The union conference, with some of 115
delegates under mandate from their
branches, voted to call the strike off.

True, the vote was for “postponement’ but,
until the ASLEF decision, that could only
mean complete capitulation. Whether the
drivers can alter that situation rémains to be
seen.

In all fairness, it should be said that the
NUR executive did face considerable ob-
stacles. The media attack on the union was
extraordinarlly venomous. The Sun ran the
headline *Strike Rabble’ on 115 front page on
the first day of the strike. It was only parua-
phrasing a remark by Weighell himself,

The BR management, teo, fought very
dirty. Chief Executive Robert Reid used the
house magazine Ragilnews to threaten that the
result of the strike would be a twenty-five per
cent reduction in services and a consequent
job loss of around 10 per cent of the BR total
of 250,000. All of those people got two
personal letters from the management
urging them to scab.,

But threats and propaganda of this sort
are part and parcel of any big dispute. They
cannot excuse the failure of the executive of
the union to work to make sure that the
membership were behind their strike call.

Another problem was the attitude of other
unions. Although the SOGAT national
leadership called on their members not to
handle newspapers diverted to road
transport, the local leadership in London
decided to postpone any action until they
heard the result of the NUR conference

decision.,

Highly wvisible solidarity action like
blacking newspapers, happening on the first
day of the dispute, could conceivably have
altered the mood of the conference delegates,

But again the executive should not have
relied on such support happening automati-
cally, If they'had concentrated their energies
on winning the hearts and minds of their own

members then they would have beenina real
position to win sohdarity action.

The inescapable conclusion is that the lett
executive lacked the base to overcome set-
backs. They were deteated due 1o their own
lirmitations. You cannot expect (o treat the
membership like 4 stage army and get away
with it.

Inside the NUR the result will
undeubtedly be the strengthening of
Wetghell and the right wing. in the longer
run, things could look betier. Short thoughat
was, the strike did reveal some important
developments.

The NUR, like other unions which have
experienced a long period of massive Job
loss, has a large number of older members.
Their ideas were formed in the boom period
after the war. Their experience of trade
unionism is the unresisted decline of the last
twenty years, They provide many of the
people who hold branch office and much of
the support for the right wing,

These people are slowly retining and they
are being replaced by a laver of newer and
vounger members with very different ex-
periences and attitudes. This layer provided
many of the votes which put the left exec-
utive into office.

The strike itselt proved that this layer 1s
ready to do rather more than vote. Contrary
to press accounts, the strike was well
supported. In most areas the number of
scabs was small. Many of those members
who were opposed to the strike were
sufficiently loval to the union to obey the call
and stay at home tor the two days.

The number of active pickets was quite
high in some areas. They tended to be the
younger members of the union, Muany of the
older officials who used to hold the union
together as a bureaucratic machmne were
conspicuous by their absence.

Pictura: JOHM STURROCK {Network)

The strike did not last long enough for
these militants te begin to form a coherent
force. Tt did show that there are people in the
NUR who are ready to fight. Properly
organised, they could change the NUR from
botton to Lop.

That change, as the strike and s ending
proved, will be a long and slow one., Tt will
not be achieved by electoral cabals. It will
need organising amongst the rank and file.

Outside of the NUR, the outceme of the
abortive strike could be very serious indeed.
At the very least it will make the ASLEF
leadership hesistant about going through
with its strike call. If the battle does take
place, and if ASLEF fight alone, then the
result could be a much more serious defeat.

The first people to feel the result of any
defeat will be the hospital workers.

They have very much less industrial power
than the railworkers. They are also bound
hand and foot by the TUC. After the well-
supported day of action on 23 June the TUC
Health Service Committee gave the fighting
call for a threc day strike to start on July 19.

[t would be difficult to pfan anything
better designed to demoralise the health
workers and fritter away the support they
undoubtedly have.

That support from other trade unionists is
magnificent butitis important to recognise it
for what 1t 1s.

It does not represent the end of the
downturn and the start of a new and
generalised working class offensive against
the Tores.

Tt 1s action taken by workers who are
angry with the Tory government but who
lack the confidence to fight all-out on their
own behalf. The miners are a good example.
Despite strike action eighteen months ago,
pit closures have continued with only
minimal resistance. There 1s some doubt as
to whether the closure of Snowdown colliery
will be fought by more than resclutions.

Healthworkers, and particularly nurses,
provide a cast-iron ‘good cause’ over which
anger can be vented without facing up to the
hard question of a serious fight on your own
behalf.

Of course, the solidarity action s
wonderful, But it is no substitute either for a
seripus fight in the hospitals or elsewhere,

The Tories and the ruling class must be
thinking that things are going their way.
Their victory in the Falklands gave them a
new confidence. The collapse of the NUR
added 10 it. They will be determined to break
ASLEF and the healthworkers.

True, some of their pet projects are a little
battered. A lot of the solidarity action with
the hospitals broke the existing laws on
secondary action, iet alone Tebbit’s new
restrictions.

Qverall, though, things look good for
Thatcher. The Tories are doing well in the
opinion polls. The Labour Party is busy
purging itself. The media are openly
speculating that if Thatcher can fight and
beat a significant group fo workers then an
early General Election would be a walk-over
for her.

That is speculation, but it has a ring of
credibility about it. Irrespective of how
things turn out the prospects for socialists
remain modest. In the NUR as elsewhere we
face a hard slog to rebuild, O
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The Israeli attack on the
Palestinians has shocked people
with its scale and ferocity.
Michael Davis explains the
background.

On Thursday 17 June the Times interviewed
an Israeh soldier of the Lebanon invasion
force. Il would like to see all the Palestinians
dead’ he told the paper’s Beirut correspond-
ent. *They are a sickness wherever they go.” *l
wouldn't mind seeing all the Palestinians
dead and helping 1o do it.’

This shocking replay of Nazi ideclogy
explains with the greatest clanty the thinking
behind the Israeli invasion and destruction
of south Lebanon. The invasion i an
attempt to ‘cleanse’ Lebanon in the same
way that the Zipnist militias set cut to
‘cleanse’ Palestine of its one million inhabi-
tants in 1948, Then, after months of fighting,
some 15,000 Palestinians were killed. In [982
estimates from Lebanese and Israeli official
sources suggest that a similar number were
killed in less than one week.

This time the Israelis have the technology
to do the job far more thoroughly. Merciless
artitlery bombardment and use of cluster
bombs over the camps—releasing thousands
of pieces of shrapnel-—can only be construed
as an attempt to eliminate the largest
possible number of Palestinians.

Israchi Defence Minister Ariel Sharon has
been planning the invasion for at least two
vears—long before he was appointed 10
months ago. Frustrated by numerous false
starts, like the *15 day war® of July 1981,
Sharon got his chance last menth when a
combination of domestic and International
circumstances allowed the Israch
government 1o launch the most ferocious of-
fensive of Israel’s short but bloody 34-year
history.

With Sharon in his former post as Agri-
culture Minister—responsible for the
occupied territories—and Begin as Prime
Minister, Israel’s ruling Likud government
lomg apo decided to annex the West Bank,
Sharon directed a campaign to pepper the

Begin's final solution?

area with armed Jewish settlements and to
bring the Palestinian population under close
control. But his efforis were continually
frusirated by the Palestintans’ committment
te their own elected, and strongly pro-PLO
local leaders.

Last year the Israclis set out to build an
alternative and ‘modcrate’ West Bank
leadership. The efforts amounted to an
almast complete failure. The ‘*Village
Leagues’—an operation designed to buyin a
number of rural dignitaries—failed badly.
The sacking of unce-operative town councils
led to a wave of strikes, demonstrations and
rints. Instead of passifyving the West Bank
population the measures produced the most
serious opposition that Israel has ever faced
from its captive Palestinians.

Because the movement was inensely pro-
PLO it threatened the official Israeli view
that the nationalist movement was the
property of a tiny group of terrorists who
laked real backing among the mass of the
Arab population.

o0iving ‘the
PLOproblem

EFor Begin and Sharon the need teo pursue a
solution to ‘the PLO problem’ became doubly
urgent, If support for the PLO couid not be
reduced in the West Bank, they argued, it
was all the more important to take up the
project of stnking directly at the organ-
1sation at its bases in Lebanon,

By eliminating the PLO there, they
reasoned, the poisonous tlow of Palestinian
nationahsm that was seeping steadily into
the towns of the West Bank could be
staunched, and the Israeli government could
carry on with 1ts main task—the "Judais-
ation” of the West Bank and the extension of
the territory of Israel towards its *histornc’
barders.

The Israeli invasion was unconnected with
an immediate threat to the kibbutzim of
Galilee. Until the bombing of Betrut on June

Sth no Palestinian rockets or shells had fanded
in Northern Israel since the ceasefire last
summer. Operation ‘Peace for Galilee’ was
an extension of the Israeli government plan
to continue expanding the country’s borders,
and to systematically reduce all Palestinian
opposition.

But for months befere the invasion on
June 7th the Israelis” scheme had been
obstructed by & major international
difficulty., The United States—provider of
aimuost all Israei’s mass of modern weaponry
and guarantor for s enormous budget
deficit—informed Begin that he was not to
proceed. Fearing that an Israch strike into
Lebanon would soon involve Syria, and
perhaps their backers the Soviet Union,
Washington blocked the *Sharon Plan’ and
gave the lsraeli Cabinet “wets’ an alibe to voie
against a scheme they felt might be too
costly, that contained too many unknowns.

The door into Lebanon was opened by an
unexpected ally, As Iran’s armies scored a
series of wvictories 1n the Gulf war the
conservative _Arab leaders and their
American allies became more fearful that
Khomeim1 would export his own destabil-
ising brand of Islamic fundamentalism, They
were especially nervous that lran’s Arab
backers, like Syria, might be strengthened.

It seems that Washington’s fear that Israel
might draw Russia into a conflict in Lebanon
was overriden by its conviction that Presi-
dent Assad of Syria should be put under
maximum pressure before Khomeint's
advances helped to consolidate his weak
power base.

In May diplomats in the United States
reported that the State Department had
agreed on an Isracli invasion-—provided
that the Israelis did not stay longer than one
week, and that they avoided a direct clash
with Syria.

The object of the invasion was to be the
destruction of PLO bases in the south and
the installation of an “independent’ force in
an extended buffer rone north from the
Israeli border.

In mid-May Israeli Defence Minister
Sharon visited Washington. He was told that
the United States would give the go-ahead
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for sales of 75 F16 fighter-bombers to [srael.
For Sharon this was the green light to pre-
pare the invasion plan. Waverers in the
Israeli Cabinet were silenced. Within three
weeks Fl6s were bombing the Palestinian
camps i Beirut, and 120,000 troops, had
entered Lebanon to launch one of the
bloodiest local wars in modern history.

Whilst the Palestunians had been pre-
paring for such an attack for years, they
could not have foreseen the extreme degree
of violence that woud be used against them.
With large numbers of men attached 10 their
newly acquired tanks, heavy artillery and
rocket launchers, the PLO were at first less
mobile than in the previous campaigns. They
were stunned by repeated and devastating an
raids and almost 48 hours of continuous
artillery bombardment from lsraeli
positions.

As the Palestinians fell back they took up
the guerilla techniques to which they had
been accustomed for 15 veurs, holding out
for an incredible two weeks in the cities of
[yre, Sidon and Damour. But once the
Israeli advance had begun, the encircled
PLO could enly fight for 1ime. As the Israeli
army moved beyond its 25 mile ‘red line it
became clear that the *Sharon Plan® was well
under way. The encirclement of the PLO in
Beirut was inevitable,

Although the physical hquidatuon of the
PLO remains his priority, Begin 1s also
taking the opportunity to make another
attempt at restructuring the enuire Lebanese
political system,

For 30 years the Israelis have been 11ching
to mount an operation that would secure
them complete control of southern
Lebanon—cspecially over the priceless
resources of the Litani River waters—and
would install a client Chnisuan regime as an
ally 10 the north.

In 1948 the Israeli Prime Minister David
Ben Gurion wrote that the Lebanese govern-
ment should be overthrown, ‘A Chrisuan
state ought to be sel up there’, he said, "with
its southern frontier on the Litant.’

In 1955 Foreign Minister Moshe Sharrett
recorded that Chiet of Stafl Moshe Dayan
had formuiated a plan [or Israeli expansion
into Lebanon. ‘The Israeli army will enter
Lebanoen, occupy the necessary territory and
create a Christian regime that will ally itself
with Isracl’, he wrote. ‘The territory from the
Litani southward will be totally annexed to
[srael’.

The Phalange or Karaeb of Bashir
Gemayel—a genuinely fascist organisation—
is already an Israeli client force—armed and
financed from Tel Aviv. Now Begin hopes to
be able to extend its control over the widest
area of central and southern Lebanon,
hoping that it can continue ‘cleansing’ the
country of the ‘sick’ Palestinians and their
leftist allies.

But 60% of Lebanon's population is
Muslim, the majority of the Shi’a sect, and
many are desperately poor in comparison to
the traditionally privileged Maronite
minority. In addition at {east half a million
Muslim southerners have twice experienced
the ravages of an Israeli invasion. Opposi-
tion to the Phalange and to Israel is intense,
as indicated by the upnity of the leftist and
Palcstintan lorces during the early stages of
the invasion. Even the Shi'ite mihitia Ama/,
which had been cngaged in many clashes
with the leftist National Movement and with
the PLO, fought alongside them against
Israel.

Dispersing the
Palestinians

Israel may gamble on extending
Phalangist power by installing the Kataeb
militia in those arcas from which Israel may
eventually withdraw. H this is regarded as
too risky, Begin may instead concentrate on
supporting a strengthened Lebanese
national government, relying on the largely-
Christian Lebanese National Army te police
the Muslim and Palestinian areas of the
north, east, and south. Begin will at ieast
hope 1o assist Phalange leader Bashir
Ciemayal m his bid to become President in
elections due to take place this summer.

But whatever formulation the Israelis
settle tor, they will continue to face the
problems of deahng with the 400,000
Palestinians remaining in Lebanon. Though
large numbers have already been killed, and
thousands more are said to be on their way to
Israch jails—doubtless for lengthy sessions
of torture and interrogation—this can
remove pnly a fraction of the Palestinian
ACtIVISTS.

However much Tel Aviv likes to believe i,
the PLO 1s not a small circle of conspirators

manipulating the mass ot maleable and
innocent Palestinians, Since the beginning of
the resistance in 1966, the PLO has
developed as a national movement that
touches the life of almost every individual
Palestiman.

In Lebanon the majority of Palestinian
males have completed at least basic training
as a guerilla fighter. Though there are many
overestimates of the number of fulltime
guerillas—a well-researched figure of the
numbers in Lebanon before the invasion 1s
9 000—there are also frequent under-
estimates of the numbecrs who will fight.

The numbers who were Invelved in
resistance against the Israeli invasion army
probably amounts to several tens of
thousands. The political cadre of the PLO 15
far smaller, but after 15 vears of continuous
agitation in the camps there is a very large
number of activists trained in all manner of
organisational techniques.

Under these circumstances talk of
‘eliminating” the PLO for good 15 nonsense.
But Israel can certainly buy time while the
Palestinians regroup, and in order 10
ensure the most substantial ob-
stacles tao the PLQO, Israel is widely
believed to be considering how to place them
under the control of a state authornty strong
enough to discipline and control them.

Ne amount of strengthening of the
Lebanesc state can guarantee a passified
PLO. Israel strategists have instead con-
sidered forcing large numbers of Palestin.ans
across the border into Syria, where President
Assad, though under pressure from his own
internal opposition, has a reputation for run-
ning a ruthless police state. He is also
quatified by having attacked and over-
whelmed the combined forces of the PLO
ind the Lebanese left in 1976,

But in Israel it 1s felt more likely that the
government will choose a varation of the
‘Jordamian option’. Under this bizarre-
sounding but deadly serious scheme the
Palestinians of Lebanon might be directed to
Jordan, where King Hussein has already
proved his willingness to attack the PLO—
being the first Arab lcader to distinguish
himself by almost obliterating the movement
in the ‘Black September’ of 1970.

Some 353% of Jordan’s population 15
Palestinian. By driving Palestinians from
Lebanon into Jordan, and then fercing num-
bers of West Bank Arabs 1n the same
direction, the ‘Jordanian option' would.
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allow Israel to pacify Lebanon and the West
Bank, Tel Aviv could then settle down to the
job of fully annexing the West Bank, and
build a strengthened defensive wall along the
River Jordan.

According to this version, Israel could
then {forget the world concern over
Palestinian national rights. The Palestinains
would have their ‘state’—in Jordan. King
Hussein, with Israeli and US support, could
do the policeman’s job.,

Perhaps Israel will use a combination of
these options. What 15 certain 1s that from
Tel Aviv's point of view some attempt to dis-
perse the Palestinians 18 essential, Unlessitis
possible to prevent the PLO reorganising on
the old basis, the winning of 4 or 5 years of
‘calm’ during which Israel can annex the
West Bank—the minimum gain needed from
the invasion—can never be achieved.

The possibility of a new dispersal of at
least some of the Palestimans of Lebanon
reaises anew the question of the PLO's atti-
tude to the Arab leaders.

Whilst most Palestimians have been case-
hardened by years of sell-outs and outright
assaults from the Arab leaders, there
remains the lusion that the road to the
liberation of Palestine leads through the
pataces and presidential offices of the Arab
states. The leaders of Saudi Arabia and the
Gult states have contributed mitlions 1o the
coffers of the PLO over the last decade. The
cash has purchased the silence of PLO
leaders like Yasir Arafat over the Gulf States
participation in the American plans for the
region, and their unwillingness to even talk
of use of thetr powerful oil weapon to compel
the western countries tc move on the
Palestinian issue,

A different sort of illusion has linked the
PLO, and particularly its left wing, to the
‘progressive’ leaders of the various ‘radical’
regimes. Beginning with Nasser in the 1950s,
and progressing through Syria’s Assad,
Irag’s Bakr and Saddam, and Libya’s
(Qaddafi, the Palestinians have forged
alliances with ‘brother Arab’s. These have
either, like ‘Assad, proved to be the most

violent of enernies, or like Qaddafi, have sup-
plied guns and rheteric in order to keep their
fingers in the Palestinian pie, Despite a host
of promises
engaged Isarel.
A thread running through all the illusions
about these ‘radicals’ has been the belief that
such states are part of the ‘socialist bloc’,

[Libyan forces have never

that they are linked together by their alliance
with the Soviet Union, which is committed to
radical change in the region, and which is the
only guarantee against American hegemony.

Whilst the Palestinians have become
increasingly cycnical about the ambitions of
some individual leaders, there has still been a
widespread belief that Sowviet guarantees
would bring ‘rad:cal’ states into bartle along-

side the PLO. Unt:l the very last moment.

there was a belief among many Palestinians
that the Syrians—backed up by Moscow—
would take an active part in resisting the
Israch invasion. In the event the Syrianarmy
was drawn In only after days of fighting,
when Israel compeiled some of its units to

The only
real ally

For both the traditionally conservauve
and the ‘radical’ Arab states, the PLO has
been used as a cover for their inactivity on
the question of Palestine, Many Palestinian
leftists will protest that they have received
arms and money from the ‘radicals’—
though some may also admit that the price
has been the purchase of some of the smaliler
PLO orgamsations, and an absence of
real activity on Palestine. Butforalithe Arab
leaders paper support for the PLO has been
an imporiant part of the effort to silence
their own intenal critics.

For the Palestimian struggle to be carried
forward 1t will be necessary to swallow a
large and bitter pill. There are no

‘progressive’ Arab states. Each ‘radical™
‘Arab ruler has at best used the PLO to celour

declarations against the Zionist enemy.
When it came 1o the crunch only Iran—a
dubious ally—was willing to send troops to
confront the Israeiis. The Soviet Union
played no rele, until, as Israeh troops
approached Beirut, Brezhnev warned
Washington that the situation was getting a
little out of hand.

Again and again the Palestimans have
found themselves alone. Their tragedy is that
their only sure friends are themselves being
kept under close control by those rulers of
Arab states who profess such a passionate
defence of Palestine,

But the potential power of these Arab
workers 15 growing, A strong workes' move-
ment i even one of the Arab countries
could, as m lIran, have an enormous
destabilising effect in the region. With
Palestimans dispersed into every country in
the region, and concentrated in the rapidly-
expanding Gulf economies, there 15 an
opportunity for Palestimian socialists to
begin to participate in the difficult burt
necessary task of building the Arab workers’
parties that can bring down Mubarrack,
Assad, Saddam and the Shaikhs.

In approaching this task the Palestinlans
will not always be organising outside their
homeland, as has becn the case with so much
of the military struggle. Over the last decade
the number of workers in the Occupied
Territories of the West Bank and (Gaza has
grown rapidly. Today some 150,00
Palestinians work in lsrael ‘proper’,
commuting on a ‘Pass Law’ basis from the
Occupied Territories. Important sections of
the Israell economy—construction,
transport, ‘dirty jobs‘—<cannot function
without them, For the first time since the
defeat of the Palestimian peneral strike In
1936 the Palestinian working ciass has some
industrial muscie.

In many of the Middle Eastern countrigs
the arguments, about the need to bwld
independent workers’ parties will mean
going back to the most basic socialist
prin¢iples. But only such aneffort can secure
the beginmungs of organisation that can take
to a successful ¢conclusion the sort of mass
uprising that so nearly deposed President
Sadat during Egypt’s 1977 bread riots. Only
socialist principles, inrernatrionalist
principles, can secure real solidarity for the
Palestinians, The collective power of
workers can shake Israel, from within its
occupied terrtories, and from without.
First, 1t has to be worked for.

This ts a difficult argument. For
Palestinians faced with the daily threat of the
Israeli bombs and tanks, the prisons and tor-
ture chambers, i1t can sound only too remote.
But the repeated experience of the
Palestinians bears out that there 15 nec

- alternative, The precondition for those of us

who want to argue the gase 1s that here, in the
western countries from which Israel gains its
support, we are the most intransigent in
arguing against the Zionist lies, and the most
active in standing up alongside our
Palestinian comrades. .
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Latin American response

Dave Beecham and Mike
Gonzalez look at the impact of
Thatcher’s victory on Argentina
and on politics in Latin
America.

On June 23 the Financial Times headlined its
report of the chaos in the Argentinian mili-
tary establishment: ‘Argentine army
assumes power as junta talls apart.” It 15 sull
far too early to say what the effect on
Argentinian politics will be after the shatter-
ing defeat in the Falklands, but 1t has been
ciear for some time that the pretext used by
sections of the left in Europe for supporting
Britian 1n the war — namely that an
Argentinian defeat would mean a move to-
wards ‘democracy’ and even social change —
is complctely bogus,

We can say outright that the most likely
cutcome of the worst internal crisis in the
Argentinian ruling class for several decades
is that a new, nationalist and populist regime
will emerge in place of the old one. The only
difference is likely to be that a new regime,
whether civilian, military or a hybrid, will
have more mass support than the successive
juntas of Generals Videla, Viola and Galtieri
which controlled Argentina afier the 1976
military coup.

The defeat of the Argentimians in the
Falklands is not being taken as the end of the
matter, neither by the military nor by the
populist parties, principally the Percnists.
Any new Argentiman regime will have to
restate the national ‘sovereignty’ over the
Malvinas with even more determination
than in the past.

A permanent end to hostilities 15 unlikely.
The Argentinian government, whatever its
complexion, is going to pursue its grievances
through the UN and probably maintain
some ‘survelllance’ over the 1slands, though
in view of the hardware the British will have
there, any real raids are unlikely.

Had there been 2 movement of genuine
opposttion to the war in Argentina then
indeed there mught be a possibility of a
civilian government having to yielid to
pressure for change, though this stll
wouldn’t have justified the war! But the fact
i1s there was no such movements, On the
contrary the civilian opposition used the
polttical space opened up by the junta to
form a bloc with the military.

This was true not just of the middle class
opposittionists and the Peronist movement,
but of the appalling Argentine CP and ot the
remnanis of the far left. The ‘left” Peromsts,
the Monioneros, tock the position of
supporting the Malvinas war while saying
that the Galtiert regime could not really
represent Argentina’s true nationalinterests.
The left 10 exile, which might have been ex-
pected to be immune to same of this, took up
positions just as confusing.

The tact that there was no real anti-war
moverent in Argentina titl after the defeat
was not decisive. The anti-junta demon-
strations 1n the wake of the surrender could

have been turned into an anti-military,
working class opposition. Instead they seem
to have concentrated on calling Galtien: a
traitor, or raising slogans which were even
more nationalistic and diversionary than
before. Even the placards demuanding *“Why
did our boys die? were carried by demon-
strators apparently demanding Justice
against the traitors.

Whatever more ‘moderate’ regime
appears in Argentina — and this is by no
means guaranteed anyway — 15 not going to
break with the populist, nationalist mood
stirred up by military and Peronists alike.
The chances tor any real change are very
weak.

More 1mportant, the Argentinmian
economic crisis does not permit much
opening by the ruling class to opposition
demands, even mild ones. True, the architect
of some of the more extreme recent
Thatcherite economic policies in Argentina
has resigned. But economy minister Roberto
Alemann was In  any <case extremely
unpopular, His first moves when Galtieri
appointed him was to freeze pubhc
emplovees’ wages and raise the VAT onfoed
and medicine from 5 to 20 percent. His
privatisation policy — again Thatcherite —
made him unpopular not just with the
opposition but with the mihitary, who believe
in a measure of state capitalism.

Alemann’s open laissez faire policies do
not seem possible in the wake of the banks’
block on credit to Argentina and the
country's growing financial crisis. Well
before the defeat, government policy was

moving back towards traditional
protectionism. The military’s recently
created polhitical party, the Popular

Federalist Force, was calling for this, along
with the Peronists.

Not only is therc nothing radical about all
this — 1t mirrors the confiicts mmside the
Chilean junta — but the outcome is stark for
the working class whatever happens, Either
Argentina reschedules its toreign debt and
squeezes the working class at the behest of
the mmternational banks, or it has to go for
broke on an austerity programme which
would make its attacks on living standaras

¢arlier this year seem mild by compartson.
This second option does not seem realistic.
The rescheduling of Argentma’s foreign
debt, with strings, 1s virtuatly certain.

In these circumstances the prospects for
reform in Argentina seem virtually excluded.
Most tikelv 15 a further wave of nationalism,
fueclled by opposition demagogy about inter-
national banks, American imperialism or
whatever. Argentinian politics lock ke
becoming extremely rouvgh: there 15 a real
possibility of a popular militanstic move-
ment appearing, with some base in the
Percnist unions.

Factions in the armed forces appear to be
aware of this. The ultimatum of the extreme
right wing army commander, General
Nicolaides, ‘no military junia without army
control’, is not just an expresston of rivalry
between army, navy and airforce. The
extreme military option is to go for some
rescheduling of the $35 billion foreign debt,
coupled with a declaration of limted wage
increases and a programme of public works.
The enty way they can go for this type of
programme must surely be to try to promote
some sort of proto-fascist movement. The
embryo Poputar Federalist Force [ooks like
just that.

The outcome of the war looks grim in
Argentina. Elsewhere in South America the
position looks different and certainly more
complex. United States poticy has obviously
been taking a bashing, This 15 not
irretrievable for Reagan, as the Wall Street
Journal has been arguing since the ceasefire.
The Organisation of American States has
sufered a severe blow, it looks as though the
Inter-American Treaty of Mutual Assistance
(the Rio treaty) has now finaliy been exposed
as a Treaty of Assistance to the US.

Opposition

This has some obvious general benefits
such as the virtual imposstbility now of an
OAS taskforce being sent against the
guerrillas in El Salvador. It makes it cifficuit
for any regime to be seen as too ¢losely allied
with US foreign poiicy. On the other hand
the mood of *anti-imperialist rhetoric’ has
been strengthened throughout Latin
America except i Brazil. This has serious
consequences for the devetopment of
socilalist and independent working class
organisation in several countries.

Some very strange things have been
happening. Uruguay, in many ways the most
brutai and successful dictatorship in the
region, attacked the Reagan government
over the Falklands and asked the US
ambassador to leave, Cuba and Nicaragua
have both been ‘recognised’ by Argentina,
their implacable enemy. Venezuela has
moved thousands of troops to its disputed
border with Guyana {see map) — and all the
various border squabbles in South America
have had another boost.

Underlying such developments has been
the growth of popular indignation about the
US. A lot of this, however, 1s pure rhetoric,
fanned by populist parties 1p such countries
as Peru, Ecuador, Colombia, and Venezuela.
It iz a simple diversion from the class struggle
at home, On the other hand the assumption
of US hegemony over the military
organisation of counter revolution in Latin
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America can no longer be taken for granted,
The assumption that the Monroe Doctrine
prevailed, that the US would defend purely
‘American’ interests and not permit the
intervention of any ‘foreign’ nation, has been
jolted, if not completely undermined.

The problem for us is that whiie anything
that weakens US political hegemony in
South America is clearly *a good thing’', it
has generally reinforced the Third Worldist,
nationalist, class collaborationist politics of
nearly every opposition movement In the
Spanish speaking countries,

A large part of this is the result of the
rhetoric of Cuba and Nicaragua and the
impact this has on the ieft. For the Cuban
regime, and nevitably for the Nicaraguan
one, the whale Malvinas episode has been
coloured by the arm of strengthening the bar-
gaining position — not the struggle — in E]
Salvador and neighbouring countries.

Hence outspoken suppott — including the
offer of troops — for the Argentinian
‘people’. This was a rhetorical way of getting
round support for Galtieri. Hence
Nicaragua's propoesal of an Organisation of
American States without North America. At
the same time Cuba has been floating the
idea of a European military ‘peacekeeping’
force in El Salvador, while trade uniomsts
and oppositionists die and disappear by the
hundred in Honduras and Guatemala,

The attitude of opposition forces — the
whole of the organised left up to and
including ‘Trotskyists’ — throughout Latin
America has been tailored to the
‘geopolitical’ 1ssues. The rhetoric about
national liberation and dependency has
generally been reinforced.

The one exception to this generalisation is
the largest and most industrialised country
in the whole continent: Brazil. The attitude
of the Brazilian left, almost without excep-
tion, and mdeed of the Brazilian population,
tc the Falklands crisis has been quite
different., The Brazilian ruling class and
military also took a quite distinct position.
There are various reasons for this.

An wnderlying cause s the residual
suspicion of Argentina in Brazil, which dates
from a history of conflicts and also stems
from the competition between the two ruling
classes for regional dominance. Throughout
the Falklands crisis the Brazihan government
took a position of almost studied neutrality,
sending three non-military aricraft 1o
Argentina and disarming a British Vulcan
bomber. Atthesametimeitkeptthe Brazilian
fleet on manoeuvres and extended port
facilities to Britsh hospital ships. The press
and TV in Brazil have, if anything, been
slightly pro-British in the conflict.

On the left the attitude to the Malvinas
crisis could be summed up by the statement
‘The Argentinians should not have inter-
vened and the British should not be there,”
Most of the Brazilian teft took the position
that the war was a diversion for the British
and the Argentinian working class. Brazil
should not bécome invelved. The main
struggle was at home. |

A critical factor in all this must be the
enormous upsurge in workers® strugele, and
the emergence of 3 workers” party in Brazil.
While pepulism s far from dead, the opposi-
tion to the military regime and the rulingclass
over the past few yearshasbeensodominated

by the working class that the rhethoric of
‘people’s freedom and national liberation’
does not make a lot of sense,

The Brazilian left and rank and file trade
union militants have also becn unique in
Latin Aericd 10 DO eXpressing reservations
or outright hostility about Solidarity 1n
Poland. Ideas are much lessdominated by the
myths of Cuba and the Sowviet Union than
eisewhere. This isnot to say thatthe Brazilian
working class has emerged fully-fledged with
a coherent view of the world, but that
traditional Thud Worldist ideas are very
much in retreat.

There 1s no homegenous picture of Latin
America after the Malvinas war. Things look
bad 1n Argentina. The chances of an
independent, class opposition emetging look
very slim in the short term. Somesort of right-
wing nationalist movement is possible.

The position in other countries is am-
biguous. In Peru thousands demonstrated
against Britain and the US, but the Peruvian
left remains as confused and divided as ever.
In Ecuador the leftis virtually extinct and, as
one Socialist Reviewreader reported recently,
workers' organisation is being pushed back
from even the modest gains 1t made in recent
years. 10,000 jobs in industry have gone in
two months, This is a massive assault on the
small working class that exists.

In Columbia, the right has just won a com-
fortable Presidential victory, despite the
government's support for Reagan in the
Falklands and the opposition’s anti-
imperialist rhetoric. There 15, however, a
small and independent unicn emerging 1n
some industries,

One real hope

In Venezuela, government and opposition
seem to haveembarked onanas vet rhetorical
escalation of national claims to three-
quarters of the territory of Guyana. Itseemsa
good way to prepare for next vear's
Presidential elections.

The mlitary dictatorships of Chile,
Paraguay and Uruguay look assecure asever,
despite mounting economic problems for
Pinochet’s regime,

There aretwoconclusions we haveto guard
against. One can be disposed of fairly easily:
that suppert for Thatcher’s war was some-
how justified because the odious Galtieri
regime could be significantly changed by
defeat in the Falklands,

The other is more tempting: that the open
support for Britain by Reagan has had a per-
manent and beneficial effectonthe struggle in
the Latin American countries. It is true that
US hegemony in Central America has been
seriously weakened. Straightforward armed
intervention by US surrogates, let alone the
US, is not on the cards for the time being.
Beyond this little may have changed and the_
poiitics of the left remains depressingly
unchanged,

The one real hope for the time being is
Brazil, which after all is almost a continent in
itself. The development of workers' or-
ganisation coinciding  with  the most
important elections for 20 years this coming
November could produce the mostimportant
opportunities for socialists since the struggle
in Chile ten vears ago. This time the potential
muscle of the workingciassis a hundredtimes
S{ronger, ]
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Wars always put socialists on
the spot. We are forced to
confront some of the most
powerful reactionary arguments
head on. Sue Cockerill assess
how the socialist case went
down on the shop floor this
time round.

In recent articies in this Review parallels
have been drawn with the behaviour of
sogialists at the time of the cutbreak of war
i August 1914, and Thatcher’s War, One
thing is very clear about the two situations:
there is no comparison in terms of the scale
of jingoism and war fever. In 1914 there was
mass enthusiam for the war, There were
many examples of extreme anti-German
feeling. White feathers were handed out.
Those who stood out against the war had a
very rough nde.

The Falklands War has niot seen patriotic
mcbs in the streets, violent attacks on
apponents of the war. Selling Seciglist
Woarker, with its consistently large anti-war
headlines, has not meant risking physical
injury or even frequent verbal abuse.

Small though the anti-war demonstrations
have been, they have been a great deal larger
than the crowds outside [0 Downing Street.
Even the *victory® didn't bring people out in
substantial numbers to celebrate. There was
relief rather than euphona.

The impact of the war on the labour move-
ment also belies the notion that partriotism
has swept aside all other considerations,
despite the scandalous behavieur of the
leaderships of some untons.

Moss Evans, TGWU General Secretary,
made a speech giving his blessing to the Task
Force being sent. Sam McCluskie of the
Seamen’s Union supported the war even
though it put his own members in great
danger. NATSOPA put out a press

‘statement supporting the sending of the Task

Force. John Connolly, national dock
secretary of the T&G, stated 1hat the pro-
posed strike to enforce the extension of the
National Dock Labour Scheme to all ports
{which never took place) would not affect
any vessel involved 1n the war. “We will not
interfere with the war, if necessary we will
glye our services free.’

On the whole the national leaderships
followed the disgraceful ‘lead’ given by
Michael Foot and the parliamentary Labour
Party over the war. But there is very little
evidence that they attempted to carry that

position within the unions, Nor is there any

evidence that, as the Labourileadership drew
back from the blank cheque they had given
to Thatcher, they did anything to amend
their positions. They simply kept very quiet.
Those that have opposed the war like
Scargill, McGahey and some of the broad
lefts, have not gone out of their way to
mobilise against it.

Cienerally speaking, the positions adopted
by the union leaderships have had very little
eftect on the shopfloor. Most members have
been unaware of what their leaders have said
about it one way or the other. By all accounts
too, once the Labour Party leadership’s
support was registered for the war, their sub-
sequent statements have been irrelevant and
Benn's opposition, because of its half-
heartedness, has not provided any alter-
native political focus for rank and file
workers.

Looking at the arguments on the shop
floor, a number of things seem reasonably
common experiences. Any patriotic feeling
in the earfy days actually lessened as the war
went on and more lives were tost.

Secondly, raising the arguments against
the war at work has not been especiaily diffi-
cult, Socialist Worker sales have either been
as good or better than usual, The convenor
at Clend Yard in Newcastle, Ted Cuskins,
said that the arguments last year in support
of the H-Block hunger strikers were far more
difficult than putting the case against the
war. That view was echoed by a number of
other people.

As far as both the rank and file and
management is concerned 1t has been a case
of ‘business as usuat’. That 15 not at all sus-
prising, given thai the Falkiands expedition
was in no sense ‘total” war.

The army is a prefessicnal force. The
economy has not had to be put on a war
footing. A few ships were requisitioned, and
the construction of others speeded up. The
shares of defence related compames went up
on the Stock Exchange in anticipation of a
boom in arms sales at home and abroad.

~Certainly, the war has cost a very
substantial suin of money — probably 1Y, to
two billion pounds already — and it witl be
the working class which foots the bifl
through higher taxes and more cuts.
Nevertheless, compared to the worid wars,
this one has not demanded mass
participation of any kind.

That has meant that in a very real, day to
day sense, the war has been a distant one.
There has been no need to either impose
immediate sacrifices on many people (those
who have lost relatives and friends excepted)
or to ensure that production is maintained as
alt cosis.

Shipyards building ships for the Navy
might be thought to be an exception to this.
In the naval dockyards which are threatened
with closure, massive amounts of work were
put into making the Task Force ships ready.
But taking the case of Yarrows in Clydeside,
which depends on defence orders for its
survival, the picture has been very much

10 Socialist Review

THE WAR AND

‘business as usual’.

There was a dispute gotng on about a
safety issue. Management had given
warnings to four stewards who had taken
men off work on ships for safety reasons.
There was an overtime ban imposed after
mass meetings. A launch was coming up.

When the war started, the convenor called
a mass meeting to discuss the Lifting of the
ban and putting the warnings ‘into
procedure’ which would involve the full time
officials. There were two huge landing craft
which it was expected might be required for
the war, and the convenor mentioned that
the Defence or the Realm Act might be in-
voked by the government. The general
feeling was ‘Fuck the Defence of the Realm
Act’, and although the ban was lifted, 1t was
a very close vote,

The shop stewards committee agreed to
affiliate to the local anti-war committee and
to send a delegation as well as to provide
financial support. This provoked some disa-
greement, with the men in one section
demanding a mass meeting to discuss it. Yet
it was this section which took action at the
beginning of June when management dis-
ciplined a steward who complained about
inadequate towels in the showers (in the
event of a chemical accident, 1mmediate
showers are vital). 500 men were out for
three days and the dispute was won. Any
support for the war did not mean surrender
in the yard,

As far as management was concerned it 18
ajso clear that they didn’t modify their
behaviour. The twice yearly bonus was paid
out during the war. The men had ¢xpected
£1,000 on the basis of what was projected at
Christmas. In fact they got £603 for the
whole vear. Before the pay out a song was
going round ‘A grand in the hand/you can
go continental,” Afterwards it was “We had
high hopes/Pie in the sky hopes.’

The lesson was not lost on many people
that while the management were asking for
extra effort to finish ships early, they were

Al ———

playing the same game as usual on the bonus.

One ship — a Type 22 frigate ‘Beaver’ —
was completed six months early. But one
reasont for this was that the Navy were
dropping their guality control substantially,
A lot of overtime is worked, basically
because people need the money, Not a
massive amount was worked specifically
because of the war.

Management also laid off sixty temporary
workers in three departments in early June,
A meeting subsequently decided not to allow
any more temporary starts, and one depart-
ment started an overtime ban.

The expertence at BL Lungbridge, though
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different because there is no direct connec-
tion between the war and car production,
confirms the view that arguing agamnst the
war has been fairly easy. As one steward put
it ‘Out of my section — 40 or 50 men — only
one character is as bad as The Sun. Another
said ‘If you take the argument head on, the
patriotic people duck back.” Seciafist
Worker sales have been at least as good as
usual,

The war was seen as having politicised,
some people and given opportunities for
raising political arguments from outside, not
merely in arguing against jingoism, but in
giving answers to people on a range of
political issues. The war has provoked
questions in people’s minds, and sociatists
are the only people coming up with the
answers,

On the general point of the Labour Party’s
role, nobody I spoke to had found that what
either Foot or Benn had to say was of much
importance, given the overall support for the
war. In BL. some Labour supporters were
disgusted over Foot's role, and 1t was taken
for granted that the effect of the war would
be to preserve Thatcher in office and make a
Labour victary at the next election
impossible,

A steward in the Metro plant tock the
argument further:

‘Even in its heyday, Bennery was virtuatly
nan-existent on the shopfloor. There was
some talk of a Labour Party branch being
set up at Longbridge, but nothing ever
came of it. People are very disatisfied with
Michael Foot. Some people think Benn
tock the right line on the war, others say
he was just trying to find a popular line
rather than anything else, Basically,
Benrmisn 1sn°t an orgamsed force. Benn is
just a talking point,’

The experience of people in white collar
workplaces with a lot of women workers
hasn’t been very different either. A repin the
DHSS in Edinburgh said that there was no
great feeling of support for the war, although
many people felt that it was necessary to

“teach the Argentinians a lesson’. At the

begmning, people saw the expedition as
rather a joke, and were very surprised by its
rapid turn from farce to tragedy. He was very
clear on the question of the Labour Party’s
role: *If Foot had opposed the war, it would
have been very effective.’

The question of whether or not to have
collections for the South Atlantic Fund has
been the only way in which the war has been
raised formally in a lot of workplaces.

The evidence of the response to 1t cannot
be seen as conclusive test of peole’s ideas. It
is a fund for the dependents of those killed,
and supporting it doesn’t necessarily mean
support for the war. Where it has not been
agreed to, the issue may have been fudged,
on the basis of opposition to all collections,

Nevertheless, it has been important in
some workplaces as a focus for the argu-
ments over whose war it is and who should
pay for it.

WORKPLACE

It seems to be the common experience that
the initiative in raising the Fund comes frem
individual stewards or members who are
particularly patriotic and reactionary, acting
on the basis of hearing about the Fund in the
press.

In the Clend Yard in Newcastle, the
proposal was defeated on the committee on
the basis that dependents were the govern-
ments responsibility., Tn Kellogs 1n
Manchester, the ides was dropped by the
steward who raised it when it became ¢lear
that a lot of people wouldn’t go atong with it,
One woman steward, having heard the argu-
ments, announced that she wouldn™ par-
ticipate, and several members said ‘You
need’t bother asking me.’

What happened at Gardners was that a
collection was taken after an argument on
the stewards commiitee. Gardners has an ex-

_

cellent record of collections for disputes, and
this probably had something to do with the
result. It was naturai to take the matter to the
committee and argue it out.

The proposal that if the collection was te
take place, then there should be one for the
nurses on the same day was defeated. This
was probably a much ciegarer test than in
workplaces where the issue was fudged. The
bulk of the stewards collected more money
for the Fund than for the nurses a week later.
In sections with SWP influence, the resuit
was the other way round,

In Yarrows, the fact that a cotlection
didn’t take place, aithough it was raised, cer-
tainly had to do with the fact that the

After the heady days of the
campaign for the deputy
feadership, where now for the
Labour left? What moves for the

emballlied Milfitant tendency? Do

committee had debated and agreed already
to send a delegation to the Glasgow anti-war
committez. That the basic political
arguments had already come up made it
easier to resist the collection. An SWP
bulletin aiso went in, putting the arguments
against the Fund.

To say that raising the arguments against
the war hasrt’t been difftcult is not to say that
we have won them with the majority of
pecpie. The sitnation was different from the
experience of trying to argue support for the
hunger strikers last year. Although some
people did siccessfully raise that issue, the
reacton was much more exireme, and in a lot
of situations, 1t was almost impessible to
even get a hearing for the arguments. Over
this war, people didn’t have firm ideas,
gspecially at the beginning, and were much
more open to arguments that it was a war for
prestige, not principle.

The press, and the increasing seripusness
of the war 1 terjns of deaths and injuries,
had rather contradictory effects. There 1s
quite a lot of evidence that many people were
cisgusted by papers like The Sun and by the
censorship which was clearly taking place,
particularly over the refusal te publish
casualty figures after the air attack on British™
forces at Bluff Cove. On the other hand, the
constant media barrage, particularly the
BBC {which gained unjustified credibility
through Thatcher's attacks) made con-
siderable headway 1n convincing people that
the war was worthwhile. The deaths also in
some way strengthened this, because people
were in¢reasigly unwilling to believe that all
those men had died for nothing.

What everyone I talked to was agreed on
was that the effects of the war are rapidly
fading, and when it becomes clearer what the costs
have been for Thatcher’s expedition, most
people will soon look back and ask *What
was 1t zll for, anyway?”’ ]

foliowers of Tony Benn just wail in

fhe back rooms Hill next!

conference? in THREE LETTERS

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

A new SWF pamphiet, avadable from SW
sellers, good bookshops. or by post from

Socialists Linlimited, 265 Seven Sisters
Aoad fondon N4 2DE.

BSingle copy S0p {pius 20p poslage), ten

for £4 post free.
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Guerrillas fight on...

The wars in Central America did
not stop when the world’s press
shifted their attention to the
South Atlantic. Carla Lopez
reports.

Reagan’s support for Thatcher in the South
Atlantic has caused problems for US strategy
in ‘El Salvador and Guatemala. Argentine
advisers have been withdrawn and there is
now no chance that they will provide the
backbone of a US directed ground force.
ground force.

Even without this support, the wars are
continuing and getting bloodier every day.

In El Salvader the new government has
suspended the agranan reform. The newly-
elected Congress, strongly influenced by its
extreme right wing Presideni, Major
D’ Aubuisson, voted for the suspension in
May. They claim the halt is only temporary.

The reform was initiated by the previous
Christian Democrat government and was
strongly backed by the US. Its aim was to
build up a base of support for the govern-
ment in their war with the guerrillas.

The first phase of the plan was initatied in
1980. It aimed to take some land from the
most conservative members of the landed
oligarchy, mostly cattle ranchers, and use it

as a bribe to ensure the cnntlnuecl suppnrt nf '.

the most conservative peasants.
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It also allowed the army a perfect excuse
to intensify its reign of terror in the country-
side, under the guise of implementing the
reform. Death tolls in the countryside grew
dramatically.

The second stage of the programme would
have affected the land of the more influential
coffee planters. The third phase, a ‘Land to
the Tiller’ programme modelled on US plans
in South Vietnam, would give tenant farmers
the right to buy their land. The hope was
that they would join the class of conservative
peasants.

These two phases have now been sus-
pended. The killings, however, have con-
tinued. The peasants union, the UCS, claims
that at least 8000 of its members have been
turned off their land and many have been
murdered or imprisoned.

D’ Aubuissen’s assassins have also turned
their guns on the US'sfriends in the Christian
Democrat party. So far they have murdered
4 Chrnistian Democrat mayors, 8 party acti-
vists and 22 of their peasant sympathisers.

The land reform was one of the ways in
which Reagan had managed to sell his poli-
cies to a sceptical US public. Its suspension,
and the new round of murders, provoked
the US Senate Foreign Relations Committee
to cut the Admimistration’s 1983 military aid
request from 1JS$166.3 million to US$66
mtllion.

The current policy is one of working for
an outright military victory for the Salva-
dorean army. It has recenily been reinforced

by 150 crack troops of the Ramon Belloso
brigade. They have just returned from in-
tensive training in the US and have joined
the US-trained Atlact brigade in counter-
INsurgency gperations,

The most recent operation secems to be
having some success, despite the death of
the Deputy Defence Minister when his heli-
copter was shot down, 4000 troops sur-
rounded a number of villages in Chalete-
nango. Smaller groups from the US trained
brigades then began ‘search and destroy’
operations inside the ring. These aggressive
tactics have long been urged by US advisors.

They have certainly produced the ‘high
body count’ so beloved of the US military.
Reports are that 600 people have so far died.
This suggests that guernllas have been un-
able to follow their usual practice and
evacuate villages before the army arrives.

It 1s too early to say whether the guerrillas
will be able to fight back successfully. Cer-
tainty there is no sign that they have been
disiodged from their stronghold. But the
price of the new policy will certainly be even
more deaths,

In Guatemala too, the army are on the

offensive. They have lanched a major attack
aimed at defeating the guerrillas in their
strongholds in the Westerm Highlands.
Reports of the death toll run into the
thousands.

The government plans to declare a state
of war 1n the four main areas of conflict at
the end of June. What this will mean in
Huchuetanango, Quiche, San Marcos and
Chimaltenanco was explained by the new
President, Rios Montt, who argues:

"What we are doing s giving legal backing
to the military-political problem. It is
better that they say 20 people were ex-
ecuted than report 20 people found
alongside the roadside.’

The Reagan administratton has been
working overtime to sell this butcher to the
US Senate Foreign Relations Committee.

Rios Montt 1s a born-again Christian and
was the defrauded presidential candidate in
the 1974 elections. This background did not
prevent him recently strengthening his
position by means of a coup which ousted
the other two members of the ruling junta.

He has, however, launched an ‘anti-
:cnrruptmn o campaign.
Y vir vir vie vie e v v vie v i s vl Yol e e

It was this which was seized upon by
Stephen Bosworth, US Assistant Seretary
for Inter-American Affairs, to persuade the
Senate that things were looking up in
Gruatermnala. He went on to claim that in-
disciminate violence had been ‘brought
virtually to and end’.

On closer inspection, this great campaign
turns out to have been designed to make the
streets safer for the Guatemalan middle class.
It was the police who were responsible for so
much of the arbitrary violence in Guatemala
City. Those responsible for car thefts and
other crimes have been purged. So have
SOme junior ¢ivil servants,

'The main result of the campaign has been
that night-club owners in the city report that
they have made more money in the period
since the March coup than in the previous
four years. The price of winning a new ally
has been a small one.

The price has had no effect on the major
criminals and torturers who make up the
leadership of the armed forces and the
government. It was never intended that it
should.

The real aim of the Rios Montt govern-
ment 1§ to try to build up an alliance against
the guerrillas. The US is helping them with
aid for both of their plans: a military offen-
sive and economic reconstruction.

Despite the set back caused by the South
Atlantic war, Reagan is pressing ahead in
Central America. There is one final little
gain that he has made. The price of his
support for Thatcher in her adventures is
that she must support him in his bloody

plans.
Just 1n case anyone in Britain might have

got carried away by government rhetoric
about fighting ‘fascist juntas’ and the like,
Reagan used his June 8 speech to both
Houses of Parliament to set the record
straight. A good chunk of his speech was
given over to explaining how the real freedom
fighters 1n El Salvaador were the govern-
ment. ]
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The Tories’ new plans for
Northern Ireland are being
forced through Parliament.
They are meeting some
opposition from their own right-
wing. Pat Stack looks at the
background.

i -

For fifty years the Northern Ireland state
was ruled by its own parliament in Stormont
Castle. During that whole peniod one party,
the Unionists, were victors ofeveryelection.

Despite the apparent stability of the
regime on¢ third of its population, the
Catholic minority, despised the government
and its whole state.

In 1968 this opposition led to open revolt.
It started as a civil rights movement but by
1971 it was an armed struggle. After Bloody
Sunday in Derryin 1972 Stormont collapsed.
In March 1972 the British parliament
declared direct rule.

Since then, successive governments, both
Tory and Labour, have attempted to return
at least some powers to Stormont. They
have tried to appease Catholic opposition
by offering them some form of power
sharing.

Up to now all such attempts have failed.
Republicans have rejected them as meaning-
less cosmetic exercies. Loyalists have re-
jected them as a surrender and the first step
towards a united Ireland.

The most spectacular failure was in 1973.
The Sunningdale agreement collapsed as the
result of a general strike by the Loyalist
Ulster Workers Council.

Since then various schemes have been
tried. They all offered even less to Catholics.
All failed.

The British response to its own failures
has been direct rule and military repression
of the Catholic population.

The British army themselves admit that a
strategy based simply on a military victory
over the IRA will not work. The elections of
Bobby Sands and Owen Carron during the
hunger strike proved that the IRA had a
high level of popular support.

The hunger strike forced the British
government to look again for a political
initiative.

The man Thatcher put in charge of tins
initiative was Jim Prior. She got her main
Cabinet opponent cut of the way and sent
him to a most unwelcome job. Prior has now
come back with proposals to shift power
back to the North.

The first thing you notice about the Prior
proposals is how little they differ from what
has gone before. Differences in detail, yes;
tinkering with the structures, yes; but in
essence it is the old tired, tested and failed
power-sharing assembly.

Prior proposes an assembly that gains
power as it proves itself ‘fit to govern’. He
calis this process ‘rolling devolution’.

The system works like this:

* An assembly is elected by propaortional

Prior failure

S

representation. This will give the Catholics
one third of the seats.

* For any piece of legislation to be passed it
requires the approval of 70 per cent of the
Assembly.

* If the Secretary of State for Northern
Ireland deems that that 70 per ¢ent is not a
fair reflection of the wishes to the minority,
he can veto the decision.

* The Assembly starts life with little or no
power. If all goes well 1t will gain power as it
progresses.

* Its potential areas of power are un-
restricted. If it proves itself it will take
responsibility for secunty.

The 7 per cent rule, proportional repre-
sentation and the veto are all there to try to
win Catholic support. The assembly itself
and its potential power, 1n particular its
security power, are there to win Protestant
support. The truth is that its chances of
successes are nil.

Republicans will see it as another atiempt
to tinker with the sectarian state. For them,
only the end of the state can provide a
solution.

The hard-core Loyalists will resist any
attempt to force them to share power with

Catholics.
Paisley has said that he would be willitng

to zbide by the 70 per cent rule 5o long as the
Catholics involved do not favour a United
Ireland.

Not even the moderate Catholic SDLP
are in favour of these proposals. Nor are the
‘moderate’ Official Unionists.

It is always possible that these two groups
could be persuaded to try to work the system.
In the past they have been to the parties
involved in power sharing. The SDLP in
particular are famous for saying one thing
and doing the opposite.

British link

The pressure on the ‘moderates’ may be
mounting. Opinion pells 1n both com-
munities indicate support for the scheme.
However, such initiatives have had support
in their carly days before, andboth the SDLP
and the Official Unionists have had their
fingers burnt as a result of the parucipation.

Both have lost ground recently in local
elections and will be wary of sticking their
necks out this time.

The events after the hunger stnke may
well explain the initial sympathy for the pro-
posals amongst Catholics. At the end of the
hunger strike the Republicans wound down
the massive movement of support and re-
turned to the purely military struggle.

This has led to confusion and demeoral-
isation within the Catholic community.

But amongst both Catholics and Prot-
estants support for Prior is lukewarm and it
will quickly fade when the crunch comes.

The easiest part of the job for Prior will be
getting the Bill through the Westminster
Parhament.

Officially the Labour Party po longer has
a ‘bi-partisan’ policy on Ireland. Butitseems
likely that they will support the Prior Bill. In
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Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for
Northern |reland

a recent BBC TV Question Time Merhn
Rees made it clear that he was supporting
Prior. He told him to carry on regardless of
the opposition in Ireland. The Labour left,
as so often on Ireland, remain silent.

The SDP-Liberal Alliance have no policy
on Ireland, but they will vote for the Bill.

The Tornes opposing it are divided into
two groups, the Neanderthal and the very
Neanderthal ~ though it is very hard to tell
which is which.

One group opposing it sapport Enoch
Powell’s position of complete integration into
Westminster. They oppose it in the same
way as they oppose Scottish and Welsh de-
volution. For them it represents the first step
towards breaking up the UK.

The other lot stand in the Randolph
Churchill tradition. They identify very
closely with the unionists, oppose power
sharing and want to return to the old
Stormont. Essentially it is the Falklands
‘War’ party divided into two.

The hunger strike forced Britain to look
for new imtiatives. The end product has
been a rehash of the old ones. Failure is
inevitable.

The problem for British povernments is
that they attempt to reform the irreformable.
The sole reason for the creation and exist-
ence of the Northern Ireland state was to
maintain the hnk with Britain. For prot-
estant workers this meant a state that would
ensure them a privileged position.

The discimination, gerrymandering and
the barrage of repressive forces and legis-
lation were all an integral part of ensuring
the continuation of the British hink and of
Protestant privilege. When the civil rights
movement demanded reforms, the Northern
Irish government neither would nor cowld
gran{ them.

There 1s a political solution to the North.
It involves the withdrawal of British troops
and breaking the British link. Until that
happens there can be no peace in Ireland.

Prior’s bill will fail and Britain will refuse
to take the only step that can lead to peace.
More people will die. This is the price for
Prior’s tinkering with the structures and of
the continuing British presence in Ireland OJ
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The right are attempting to
drive supporters of Militant out
of the Labour Party. It goes
without saying that socialists
are opposed to such witch-
hunts. Pete Goodwin looks at
previous purges and examines
the prospects this time round.

Purges of the left are nothing pew in the
Labour Party. Indeed they have almost as
gocd a claim to be part of the great Labour
tradition as broken promises, empty rhetotic
and rallying round the flag.

During the 1920°s the Labour Party
systematically eliminated Communist Party
members and suppoerters from its ranks. In
1937 1t instructed the Socialist League to
wind itself up, and then proceeded to expel
such prominent advocates of united action
with the Communist Party as Stafford
Cripps and Ancurin Bevan,

In the late 194%'s 1t expelled half a dozen
‘feliow-travelling' MPs and whipped into
line others who dared 10 oppose the enset of
the Cold War. In the 1950's it used or
threatened to use disciplinary measures
against the Bevanites on numerous
occasions. Amongst other things they ban-
ned the ‘Trotskyist® Socialist Qutivok.
Expulsions continued to be a fairly regular
feature of party hite well into the 1960°s, even
during the heneymoon of most of the left
with Harold Wilson,

Much of this past 15 now guite rightly
being recounted in great detail by the Labour
left press. However a number of rather
uncomfortable facts about 1t iend to be
glossed over,

Firstly most of the horror stories that the
Labour lefl press are recailing come from the
1950’s. There seems to be a certain amnesia
about the fact that purging the left extends
right back mto Labour’s mythicaily heroie
past. The relatively liberal internal regime of
the last few years 1s the exception rather than
the norm.

Secondly the gleeful republication of
Michael Foot’s statements on past purges
{his 1mpassioned defence of Socialisr
OQutfook 15 4 particular gem) certainly expose
the man’s pathetic hypocrisy. But they have
a double edge. Why should the great
tradition of the purged of vyesterday
becoming the reluctant purgers of today stop
naow?!

The left, 1t 15 true, has always eventually
popped up again but generally 1n more
respectable guise. Aneurin Bevan, Stafford

.
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Purges: present and past

Cripps, Michael Foot—all of whom were
expelled in their day—were not cast into
outer darkness as a result, But they returned
chastened. The same goes for their followers.

And lastly, of course, the right have
always got away with it. Virtually all the pre-
vious purges were carried out in the face of
considerable constituency party opposition,
To purge the communisis n the 192(s
required the disaffiliation of dozens of
constituency parties. The Socialist League
tamely disscolved itself despite considerable
constituency support. The Bevanites in the
carly 1950°s had sufficient of a majority
among the activists to regularly sweep the
elections for the constituency section of the
executive. Even Socialist Qutlook mustered
119 constituency resolutions in its defence,

The right have got away with it because
they had a majerity of the trade union block
votes and because resistence was eventually
worn down under the pressure ot ‘unity for
the next election’,

Are things going to be any different with
the proposed purge of the Aifirant?

In a number of repects the situation in the
party does look different from that in which
previous purges took place. The left has had
at least aslong and strong a run for i1s money
as the Bevanites did. Probably longer and
stronger. It can look forward to hundreds of
cutraged resolutions from constituency
parties, and it can peint to the resolutions
against - witch-hunts from wunions as
unexpected as the General and Municipal
Workers and USDAW,

Foot needs blood

The right, on the other hand, lacks much
of the ideological confidence which Herbert
Morrison or Hugh Gaitskell had when they
did their purging. They are real differences.
But they are not going to be decisive.

For a start the right wing has made action
apgainst Milirant a touchstone for putting the
Labour left back in its place. So has Michael
Foot. Having called Mifitant a ‘pestilential
nuisance” and much else, and having
initiated theanquiry, he needs at least some
blood. Otherwise Fleet Street would crucify
him—always something of great concern 1o
Labour leaders.

Not only does he need blood, he can get it.
The recent liberal regime of the Labour
Party was an indirect result of the swing to
the left of some of the big unions {most
notably the AUEW), produced by the indus-
trial struggles of the end of the 1960's and the
early 1970's. It was not a result of the more
recent left upturn in the constituencies,

The years of Social Contract and indus-
trial downturn have reversed that swing

(again most notably in the AUEW), The
result 1s that half the union block votes at
Labour conference are controlied by the
right wing.

An appeal from Michae! Foot on 1ts own
would probably be enough to make most of
the union bureaucrats who are saddled with
an ‘anti-witchhunt® resolution 1ignore 1t. But
party officials who drafted the AMilitant
report have also acted with some cunning.

By proposing a register and three months
for Mifirant to *put its house in order’ they
have provided enough to secothe any umon
bureaucrat’s troubled conscience—in the
exceptional case that he has one. The fact
that only one of the unien delegates 1o the
Labour National Executive Committee
voted against the report, and that Alex
Kitson of the T&GWU voted for it, shows
what the voting line up is going to be when it
cormes te the conference.

The element of cunning in the report also
provides problems for the tleft. True,
practically all of them have greeted the
report with commendable cutrage and most
of them will keep that up until conference.
But there are going to be some who are going
to grasp at the escape route of “Why can’t
Militant use its three month's grace? And the
proposed boycott of the register could well
founder on the rock of Mifitant’s making
some changes and trying to register itself.

Far from providing a rallying point for the
left the next three months fight against the
witch-hunt could weil prove to be a very
demoralising experience. All the tactical dif-
ferences that have been developing on the
Labour left over the last nine months (about
whether to run for deputy leader again,
about slates for the National Executive etc)
will be exacerbated.

The real test will come after the purge has
gone through conference. The actual num-
ber of expulsions may well not be large—just
sufficient for the right to show it 1s putting its
foot down. Much of the left 1s now saying
that it will defy them.

No doubt at the moment many of them are
quite sincere in that resolve. But they are also
quite sincere i their belief in electoral
politics—which requires the Labour ticket.
When it comes to that ticket being
removed—with say the dissolution of just
one Labour Party—how many of them are
golng to persuade themselves that its better
to get Labour back in? Even if it 1s a Labour
Party from which Ted Grant 1s temporarily
absent? With an election in the offing all the
evidence leads one to believe most of them
will reluctantly decide to *make the best of a
bad job’,

It is all a very far cry from the run-up to
last year's conference. Last year the prospect
was presented of getting a Labour Govern-
ment significantly different from previous
ones. Today 1t goes witheut saying that,
should there be a Labour Government after
the next election, it will be composed of the
same crew behaving in the same way. Ml
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The Tory way of death

Coping with death can be an
economic nightmare as well as
an emotional trauma. The £30
Death Grant is soon spent and
the effects of the cuts are
making it all worse.

Avril Huxtable explains.

It doesn’t start with the death, 1t starts with
having someone close to you ill and suffer-
ing in a hospital that’s far away, because
they've closed down all the little local hos-
pitals. The buses are so bad that when you
get there you have to cut down your time to
make sure you get home. You don’t get any
personal attention, sympathy orunderstand-
ing though you're trying to face up to the
fact that someone'’s going to die — the hos-
pital is understaffed, often not even finished,
and can't cope with it all.

After six or eight weeks, they start taking
£6.85 off an old person’s pension — just at a
time when their husband or wife, if it’s a
couple, has all the extra expense of travell-
ing and wants to be able to bring in a few
little extras. You want to bring something,
the hospital food’s so revolting.

Then when a person dies, they don't tell
you much. There were four causes of death
on our aunt’s certificate —we knew how ill
she’d been, but we had toask someone who's
a nurse to explain it to us.

To even get the Death Grant, you have to
pay £1.25 for the hospital registrar’s certifi-
cate, so it’s not £30 at all. We had to queue
among a crowd of people all in the same
state of shock, in a horrible room with a
pneumatic drill going all the time n the
roof, because this hospital is still being built.
It was a nightmare ~ I felt I just had to get
out,

Bills and certificates

Then we had to get another certificate
from the Registrar’s office at the other side
of Walthamstow — sometimes you need six
or seven certificates. More to pay and more
queueing. There was a bit of a row when one
poor old man complained about having to
wall. The interview takes half an hour and
they ask you a thousand questions. Can you
imagine, when you've just been bereaved!

When you go to the undertakers, the first
thing they tell you is that you'll have to pay
£27 to get the body released from the hos-
pital. That’s the Death Grant all gone. Then
they show you the book of coffins, and tell
you it starts at £345 for a coffin and two cars
— extra cars cost £30 cach. That may not
sound too bad, but to most working class
people it’s a lot of money.

The crematorium costs £50 —well, a lot of
people work there to keep it decent and
nice. But to have even a rose bush as a
memorial s out of the question. It's so
expensive. They paid £13 for the vicar—1've
no patience with the church myself, but the
family wanted it, and I must say he was the

only person at any point who mentioned the
relatives’ feelings at all. [ suppose he does it
all the time.

Most people think they’ll be all nght
because they're insured, but a £200 policy
won't pay for a £400 funeral. And lock at
the money the insurance companies are
making, with all their offices and things. It’s
bloody disgusting, they should be shot.

We sat round afterwards with all the old
aunties and I know they went away worrying
about their own insurance policies. I felt sad
for these old folks. some of them have lived
through two world wars, and struggled to
keep up appearances during the depression,
and now they’re having to worry about being
a burden to other people when they die.

All that, and the grief that people feel as
well: 1t can take weeks to realise what's hit
you. [ wasn’t a close relative, but I wemt
through it all with the old lady’s daughter
because 1 don’t think she couid have stood it
on her own, being so close to her.

This is definitely the unacceptable face of
capitalism for me - it made me want to
srash something. We all sat round and said
something should be done about it, but
nothing will change until we do something
about it ourselves! O
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wamen in atruggle—
commandars, guerillas,
rmassengars And others collecied
by Margaret Randall.

8} On the Eve of 1917 £3.70
{4.95) Exciting and readabile
mamoirs ol Auasia in the periad
1914-17 in the hectic and
dangercus axistence of an
underground ravolutionary by
Awexandear Shiyapnikov.

3] Pepublc of letiers £2.20 (2.95)
Examines tha movemant of
working people—part/cularty tha

13} The Gl £1.80 (2.50}) A
pavwarful story et in America
during the depression of the 30's
saan through the ayes of a farm
girl who comes 10 town 1o work

biack and famala—io esiablish a
writing countercultura through
the worker-writers movement.

10) Miskespeak, the Media and g .
the Bomb £1.00 {2.50) adited by in a speakeasy at a time of
Crispin Aubray, gxamines how violernce, reprassion and ittte
the medla usd language which hope.

lagitlmises the arma race.

14) A Ditferent Hunger £3.00
{3.95) A Sivanandan, of tha
institula of Race Ralations writes
interasiingly on the many
aspects of black ppprassion.

11} Tha Price of Cowl £1.00
(3.25) by Barry Hirea, Novel of
the men and women who live in
the ahadow of tha pit.

15) From the Grean Antliles
£1.20 (1,50} & agintitlating
callaction of short atories from
writars from all parts of the
Caribbhaan.

12) A& Sools Quplr £2.40 (2.95)
Lewis Grassic Gibbon's clasmic
trilogy of Scottiah lite through
thres ganerations io the ninestan
thirties—now (n ona Voluma.
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English
eccentric
and raving
reactionary

Lord Denning has recently been
forced to retire. Noel Halifax
takes a look under the wig of
Britain’s best known judge.

Normally judges are faceless wonders. It 13
rare for them to gain a wider audience than
the odd News of the World exposé or having
a Royal Commission named after them.
Lord Denning is not of that mould. He is
famous, as well known as the Home Sec-
retary, an English cccentric and a raving
reactionary,

His background is not the upper middle
class norm for judges. His father was a
member of that endangered late nineteenth
century English species, the small trades-
man. It is said that Lotd Denning remembers
taking out deliveries in a pony and trap
round the countryside. It i1s a particularly
twee and romantic English memory, butitis
dear to the Denning heart.

Lord Denning’s parents saved enough to
pay for their offspring to go to Grammar
school. Of the three that survived the First
World War, one became an Admiral, one a
(General, and one was Lord Denning.

This lower middle-class background seems
to have retained a hold on the Denning
mind. He has never been fully accepted in
the world of law. He was clever and got on
to be a judge by the Second World War, but
he was always considered a maverick.

There is a myth spread by the likes of the
Daily Mail that Denning was a judge for the
small man against the machine. In fact his
judgements were only for the small man
when the ‘man’ was a maverick fighting
against trade unions. Of alt the judges in
England (and collectively they make a
horrible crew) there has been no-one this
century more dedicatedly and persistenily
anti-union. It is union-bashing that hasmade
Denning’s fame.

He first made a name for himself in 1974.
Speaking at the annual luncheon of Magis-
trates he commented on the freeing of the
dockers in '972 and the miners’ strike of
1974.

“The Industrial Court ordered five dockers

into prison for disobeying orders. What

happened? The trade union movement
threatened, by a few militants, to bring
the whole country to a standstill unless
the dockers were released.

“The rule of law is in greater danger
today than it has been for 100 years.’

Over the next eight years the right-wing
press started to take note and praise this
defender of the small man. Take the
Spectator in 1977:

. . ..- v
iy
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“The last great Englishman, a long time
after the last Englishman has spat over
his shoulder at the evil memones of
judges Goddard, Eldon and the infamous
Jeffery, generations of teenagers will be
singing to their guitars about tius beaut-
iful man’

Less over the top the Daily Mail asked:
‘Why is it, Lord Denning apart, so marny
{of the judges) have gone so soft. . . They
are a delight to appear in front of,
universally charming and courteous. But
one longs for the steel of authornty, the
old time confidence in their role in
society.’

It is worth looking at a few examples of
Denning’s attitude to individuals and their
rights for which he is so praised.

‘To my mind it would be very wrong if
this Act (Sex Discrimination Act) were
thought to obliterate the difference be-
tween men and wo.r.°n, or to obliterate
the chivalry and courteousness which we
expect mankind to give to womankind.’
‘The home is the most important in-
fluence on the child’s hfe, far more
important than education . .. the trouble
today is that the home influence is not
strong enough. That and the decline of
Christian values.’

Such are the thoughts of Lord Denning
with his comfortable country house in
Hampshire, his 70 acres of land and his trout
stream. In the "60s Denning ruled on a case
that involved the dismissal of a woman at a
teacher training college. She was sacked for
having a man in her room at night. Though
there were irregularities in the dismissal,
Denning dismissed the case because he

declared that such a person was not fit to be
a teacher.

He also ruled, in 1977 against the case of
an elderly woman who charged the local
authonty with neglect when she fell down
on the public path which, no doubt due to
the spending cuts, had not been gritted.
Denning ruled that local authorities had no
legal duty to clear roads and paths whenever
they became slippery or dangerous.

In the heyday of workers’ confidence and
victories, the early *70s, Denning was little
to be seen. The right had started to take
notice of him, though most of his decisions
were later lost on appeal. With the down-
turn, the employers have increasingly used
the courts to stop strikes. Even when
Denning has later been over-turned, the
effect has been to lose momentum and to
divert attention into a fight between those
wanting to obey the law (the officials to a-
man) and those who don’t. The courts have
exposed one of the great weaknesses of the
trade union movement — the union leaders’
timmid and pathetic reverence for the law.

In 1977 the TUC called for action on
apartheid. As part of this the Post Office
workers boycotted all mail to South Africa
for a day. Lord Denning ruied it illegal. He
went further and ruled that any action taken
by Post Office workers was against the Post
Office Act of 1710!

“The very ¢all to the workers would be a
criminal offence by the trade unton and
its officers and every worker who obeyed
the call would himself be guilty of a
criminal offence. The union itself could
be prosecuted in the criminal courts in its
own name. Its officers could be prose-
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cuted too. So could each one of the

workers. The prosecution could be by

the police, or by any private citizen.’

A similar dispute occurred later in the
year with the Association of Broadcasting
Staff who were planning to stop the bread-
cast of the FA Cup final te South Africa,
again in line with the TUC action on
Apartherd. Denning ruled it illegal and the
union gave in to ‘the law’. In effect,
Denning had smashed the few attempts by
the TUC to take any action against South

Africa. +
By July 1977 Denning had become in-

volved with the Grunwick dispute. He
criticised ACAS’s ruling that the union at
Grunwick should be recognised as the
workers there were, 1n his view:

‘very glad to get work at Grunwick and

there was no evidence that they were not

content with their pay and conditions’.

By now there was no question of how to
break strikes. Aninjunction would be issued
to stop spreading the dispute. Usually it
would be Denning who would grant it.
Having got that, the union official would
bow to the law and the workers would find
themselves having to take on the union
officials and the state as well as their
employers.

1977 was a busy year for Denning. In
November he over-ruled a lower court’s
refusal to grant an injunction against Bill
Keys of SOGAT, which was refusing to print
extra copies of the Express while the Mirror
was in dispute. Of course Bill Keys obeyed
the law.

‘People sometimes speak of a right to
strike as if it were one of the fundamental
rights of mankind. I would declare at once
that there 1s no such right known to the law’
said Denning the following year in a speech
at Birmingham University.

In 1979 Denning ruled that the print union
the NGA had no right to biack any firm that
advertised in the scab Nottingham Evening
Post. This was later over-ruled, but it stopped
the momentum of action. A few days later,
in Canada, Denning noted ‘The power of
the trade unions 1s perhaps the greatest chal-
lenge to the rule of law in Britain.’

By 1980 Denning was in there trying to

stop the steel strike spreading to the private

firms. Again his ruling was over-turmed after
a great show of defiance by the steel workers, .
but it delayed the dispute for a crucial period.
Again the union leaders obeyed Denning’s

law. Bill Sirs said:

‘We are and always have been a union |

which obeys not only the letter but the
spirit of the law. Without law there is
anarchy.’

Denning has not limited himself to the
unions and disputes. In March 1979 he ruled
against Harmingay Council for closing the
schools during a caretakers’ strike. Accord-
ing to Denning to do so was illegal. Pre-
sumably the Council should have smashed
the strike and kept the schools open. He
also noted that there seemed to have been
consultation between the Labour Council
and the unions who ‘had also acted unlaw-
fully and... appeared to have engaged in
actionable conspiracy.’

1979 also saw Denning running to the de-
fence of the not so small man against the tax
authorities. Denis Healey's Tax Manage-

ment Act of 1976 had given the Inland
Revenue more power to chase up tax frauds.
Following the taxman’s dawn raid inte the
City, Lord Denning's ruling (though later
over-ruled) still served as a warning to the
Inland Revenue not to take the law too
seriously. As the Economist noted:
‘Lord Denning's remarks will strengthen
the determination of some backbench
Conservative MPs to cut Mr Denis
Healey's Taxes Management Act down
to size.’

And it was, of course, dear old Denning

who smashed Ken Livingstone’s low fares

scheme for London.
[

From union bashin g, Denming wasspread-
ing out to grander things.

‘If they (his critics, in this case Michael
Foot) undermine the confidence of the
people in the judges, they strike at the
very root of law and order.” (1977)

‘Our laws are being disregarded right and
left. The mobs are out. The pelice are
being subjected to violence. Intimidation
and violence are contrary to the laws of
the land. It should be condemned by
every responsible citizen.” (1977)

As the Sunday Telegraph noted in 1979,
Denning ‘has himself... believed that
judges ought to play an important part n
moulding the law. Nor could he see that it
was right to wait for Parliament. That, after
all, might take years.’
~ Anexample of this extension of the judges
power was given in 1980 when Denning re-
acted to the possibility that a future Labour
government might abolish the House of
I ords. He argued that:

‘Judges were guardians of the constitution
it Britain just as they were in the USA.
the only differences that our constitution
is unwrithen . ..." (1)

_T

‘I think that judges here ought to have a
power of judicial review of legislation . ..
whereby the judges can set aside statutes
which are contrary to our unwritten
constitution.’

We now come to the most enjoyable part
of the story. Lord Denning’s resignation.
Lord Denning published a book, What's next
in the law.

In the book he muses on the legal system
and notes that not all British folk are white
any more and some even don’t go to church.
“The English are no longer a homogeneous
race. They are white, black, coloured and
brown . . . some of them come from countries
where bnibery and graft are accepted and
where stealing is a virtue.’

Because of this alien influence juries ought
not to be randomly selected. Just look at the
type of person you find in juries these days.
All very shocking. What we need, Denning
suggests, 1s selected juries of the most re-
spectable citizens. Perhaps even then too
many cases are dealt with by jury anyway.
They are far too complex for the plebs, Why
not have more dealt with by sensible trained
experts like judges, such as Lord Denning,
for example. You can see how the dear
Lord’s mind is working and looking towards
1984. But this is all par for the course and
not why Denning came a cropper.

The bit where he went too far was on his
comment on the Bristol riot case of last
year. He suggested that the reason why some
of the defendants got off was because some
of the jury were black. When members of
this jury threatened to sue, the book was
withdrawn and Denning announced his re-
tirement. To have the Master of the Rolls
appearing in court as a defendant was too
much even for the legal profession. And so
this aged reactionary in drag leaves the court
for his 70 acres and trout stream. o

But we should not be too overjoyed to see
the back of him, pleasant though that is.
Denning is very much a product of the
system, he may have helped devise a new
way to smash strikes but that will not go
away with him. Until we sweep the whole
nonsense of the legal system away such
extreme creatures as Denming are bound to
appear and rule over us. 0O
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There is a nasty air of
confidence about the Tories at
the moment which is not just a
nroduct of victory in the
Falklands and ratings in the
opinion polls. On the
battlefront at home the ruling
class offensive also seems to
have carried all before it. Pete
Green takes a look at the state
of the Brntish economy.

One and a half million jobs have gene in the
manufacturing industry with only isolated
pockets of resistance. Days lost in strikes
were down to 4.2 million in 1981 from 12
million in 1980 and the number of stoppages
was the lowest since 1941. Wage settlements
are running at the 4-6 percent levet with some
workers getting nothing at all. Real wages
have now been falling for two years.

A whole series of recent economic figures
have also looked good for the Tories. Profits
up by 25 percent in the second half of 1981
and by an expected 20 percent in 1982,
Productivity in terms of output per hour
rising by 10 percent. Inflation down into
single figures; a record £8 billion balance of
payments surplus on the current account for
1981; public spending down to such an ex-
tent that another £2 billion or so for war
games tn the South Atlantic will still leave
the borrowing requirement on target.

The stock market has responded with a
steady recovery since the sudden coliapse of
last autumn. At the same time Thatcher's
critics within the ruling class have become
distinctly muted since this time last year. The
Tory wets welcomed Howe’s last budget for
i1s ‘concessions’ to ndustry (cuts in the
National Insurance surchage and energy
prices) though it was scarcely the re-
flationary package they'd calted for earlier.
The CBI has been politely sceptical about
predictions of an early recovery, but us big
guns are crowing about the gains they've
mtade doewn on the shop floor.

18 Socialist Review

The monotonous and totally ineffectual
whining from Labour and TUC leaders
about lunatic policies destroying the
industrial fabric of the nation does seem to
have missed the point, Certainiy the cost of
those policies 1n terms of human misery,
wasted rescurces, the devastation of whole
towns and mner city areas, has been
appalling. But those are not the costs which
show up I1n the profit margins of Britain's
capitalists. In terms of the decisive criterion
which the whole of the TUC, Foot and Benn
accept, improving the competittveness of
British industry, the Tories, by the standards
of post-war British governments, have been
doing rather well.

To say that, however, is not to say that the
Tories can succeed in turning Britatn into the
Japan or even the Taiwan of Western
Europe. In the short term, with the world
economy sinking deeper into slump, and
export markets shrinking, the much
heralded recovery is still some way off and is
gomng to be weak and patchy when tt comes,
In the longer term the British economy as a
whole is going to remain a vulnerable part of
the system.

The British State 1s still an Imperiahist
power, a subordinate but important part of
the Western alliance which protects the
global assets of multinational capital. British
based capital owns foreign assets worth
around £50 billion {the second largest after
the USA) and received £8 lhon worth of
profits and interest, or half its domestic
earnings from overseas ip 1981, The City is
still the world’s major financiai centre.

Yet British capitalism, in the sense of the
economic activity located within Britain
itself, suffered a severe decline by inter-
nattonal standards throughout the postwar
period. Rates of investment, productivity
growth and output were all significantly
lower than those of any of 1ts major rivals,
with the exception of the USA which started
from a much higher level, Since the early
19605 that has showed up in lower

profitability, a dechning share of worid trade
and a succession of balance of payments
Crises.

As the world began to shde into
stagflation in the early 1970s the pressures on
the British economy increased. All crises
work unevenly hitting the weakest and least
efficient capitais most severely. Huge chunks
of British capital, in textiles, the motor
industry, steel, heavy engineering, petro-
chemicals and shipbuilding were tocated 1n
some of the most crisis-prone and ficrcely
competitive sectors of the system. They were
particularly vulnerabie after decades of
under-investment. Fixed assets per worker in
British manufacturing 1n 1976 were on
average only worth £7,500 compared with
£23.000 in West Germany and £30,000 in
Japan.

The international character of Britssh
capitalism, the power of both British and
foreign-based multinationals, the
deperncience on foreign trade, the inter-
locking of the City and the world’s financial
system — all of these ruled out the aoption of

'a siege economy, planning and 1mport

comdrots advocated on the left. In Britain as
elsewhere attempts at Keynesian reflation,
increasing public spending and pumping
money inio the economy, not only fuelled
inflation and sucked inimports, but earned a
thumbs down in the foreign money markets.
The Labour Government of 1974-79 (like
Mitterrand’s government 1n France today)
was soon brought into line by a succession of
sterling crises in its first two years in office.
Foreign holders of sterling, the banks and
British multinationals all moved funds out of
the country, and the value of the pound fell
precipitousiy until Labour openty adopted a
programme of cuts and monetary targets.
The immediate impact of these
deflationary measures was to lower demand
and thus the rate of economic growth even
further. Yet the logic was simple enough.
Wages and public spending were not excep-
tionaily high in Britian. Indeed real wages in
Britain were already lower than those in all
1ts major competitors including Japan. But
British capitalism had failen so far behind
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that it could only hope to catch up at the ex-
pense of its workforce,

The same measures, one form or another
of monetarism or austerity policy, were
being adopted throughout the industrialised
West. These attempts to gain an edge on the
competition tended to cancel each other out,
Collectively they kept the whole system in a
state of stagnation. Yet no national capital
could opt out of the struggle to cut wages and
boost profits, any more than a particular
company can if its competitors are doing the
SAIMme,

Callaghan and Healey accepted that logic
as much as anyone and earned a tot of praise
in ruling class circles for their efforts to meet
it. What then was distinctive about Tory
monetarism? Why did the whole of the
British ruling class, and its opinton-forming
journals like the Economist and the Financial
Times turn so strongly towards Thatcher in
[979? As individuals they stood te gainfrom
tax cuts and cother handouts but there was
more to 1t than that.

Labour pelicies were attacked on several
grounds, They slashed public expenditure by
& percent in two years, but most of the cuis
hit capital spending, on new schools, roads
and housing, hurting the private contractors
rather than pubilic sector jobs and services.
Labour alsce propped up the lame ducks of
British industry and pourcd money into
special investment schemes and job sub-
sidies. That saved many companies from
bankruptcy, but to the large firms who didn’t
need them, the subsidies just channelled re-
sources to the inefficient and ultimately
away from themselves.

The deepest division, however, concerned
not the aim but the way in which wages were
t¢ be held down. Labour’s reliance on a
dressed up incomes policy — the Social
Contract — was a remarkable success for
three years. They incorporated the union
bureaucracy, demobilised the rank and file
and cuwt living standards whilst unem-
ployment rose to one and a half mtllion.

They then found that as in the past incomes
pelicies eventually break down with
explosive consequences. As workers begun
to recoup their losses in the 1978-79 pay
round and a wave of disputes broke oult In
the public sector, employers recognised that
something a lot stronger was needed.

[.abour’s faint-bearted monetarism
softened up the woerking class after the
battles of the early seventies, and prepared
the ground for the bodyblows of the Tories.
But the weaknesses of British industry were
still glaring. The State was centinuing to
prop up much of the economy far fear of the
consequences if it did not. The new breed of
hard line Tories had the nerve to go much
further. With another world slump on the
horizon, they were ready to hasten its arrival
in Britain and force the bosses to put their
own house (n order.

The Tories arnved in power amidst clouds
of hypocritical rhetoric about the moral and
economic virtues of hard work, tax cuts and
free enterprise. The monetanst theory in
which seme of them had so much faith was
full of myths and fallacies — that high wages
are the main source of a rise in the money
supply and thus of inflation. But beneath the
cosy housekeeping metaphors lay a coherent
and ruthless stratepy.

The stated primary cbjective was to bring
down tnflation, though in reality that was
always subject to the gqualifications that
wages should fall faster than prices. Inflation
for the Tories was a symptom of a deeper
malaise — the accumulated inefficiencies
and low profits of British capitalism, and the
impotence of orthodox Keynesianism to deal
with them.

The strategy was not just about using
unemployment as a stick with which toforce
down wages and cripple shop fleer
organisation, with new intimidating laws on
strikes and picketing in the background. It
was also about creating a climate in which
the weakest companies wouid go to the wall
and the rest would have to cut wages and
improve efficiency to survive. As Thatcher

herself put it in the depths of the slump 10

May 1981.

‘It is 'not merely a question of getting
inflation down, important though thatis.
Much, much more fundamental than that
Is getting ndustry and serviges, so that
they can be competitive with any other
country’s in the world. Now inevitably
that meant industry yn particular getting
rid of a lot of overmanning, really getting
productivity up and really getting the
place into a state of efficiency and co-
aperation that British industry has not
known for vears.'

Shorn of its technicalities the strategy was
simple enough. Putting it into practice was
quite another matter. Amidst the storms of
the world crisis, with an economy spianing
downwards out of control, the Tornes have
presided over a slump which was far more
severe than anything they expected. By the
end of 1980 manufacturing cutput had fallen
by 14.8 percent, a bigger drop than in the
1929-32 crisis, It has scarcely risen at all since
then.

Far from being inflexible dogmatists the
Tories have turned in all directions. Fhat
shows up clearly in their industrial policy.
Despite a philosophy of non-intervention,
they have matched every other major
government in bailing out the biggest loss
makers, subsidising exports, bribing foreign
multinaiionals to invest in Britain and even
(mports controls.

When 1t comes to GEC flogging power
stations to Hong Kong ot helping Davy
International! win construction contracts in
India or Mexico the Tores have had to play
the export credit game of cheap guaranteed
loans to the customer along with everyone
else. They've backed British farmers against
the French in the Commoen Market and been
ruthless about keeping out cheap textiles
from the Third World. They let De Loerean’s
shady car operation go bust in Northern
[reland but have clung on desperately to
British Leyland. They sold off shares in [ICL,
the computer firm, in 1979 but since then
have had to bail it out with 2 £200 million
loan and a ‘buy British® procurement policy
throughout the State machine.

Where the Tories have iried to carry out
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their objectives they've found it far more
difficult than they ever imagined.

Controlilng the money-supply was
supposed to curb the amount ot money
flowing into the economy and bring down
inflation. In fact the combination of the oil
price rise and the Government’'s own
increases in VAT, energy prices and rents
sent inflation from around 10 percent when
they came mnto office 10 around 20 percentin
early 19%80. Since then it has come steadily
down but only thanks to the sheer scale of
the slump and the consequent fall in demand
— and to the high value of the pound which
has kept down import prices but squeezed
the profit margins of major exporters such as
ICI and British Leyland,

The monetary targets however have been
continually exceeded and are only coming
under ‘control’ because they've been loosened
i successive budgets. The main reason for this
has beenan explosion of bank lending, not to
the Government but to companies introuble
which would otherwise have gone under.
Contrelling btank lending is a difficuit
business anyway since that's how banks
make their profits and they can always shift
funds back and forth in the Euro-markets

out of reach of the Bank of England.
What the Toeries have done is to force up

interest rates — providing record profits for
the banks and imposing a crippling burden
on those in debt. Total interest payments by
industrial and commercial companies rose
from £4,182 million in 1978 to a staggering
£8,096 million in 1980, around 40 percent of
all profits.

The Tories" public spending plans have
been in even greater disarray. They've ¢ut
here and pruned there but still spending has
risen each year by around £2 billion more
than they planned. Defence spending, debsx
interest, aid to nationabsed industries and
above all social security payments have all
contributed.

As the slump deepened the state’s share of
GDP actually rose from 40% percent to 44Y,
percent. Every unemployed person cost the
Treasury around £5,000 in benefits and lost
taxes, The gap between spending and taxes,
or the Public Sector Borrowing
Requirements, widened adding (o the
government’s debt and 1tself helping to push
up interest rates. Only now with Heseltine's
squeeze on the local authorities, and as cuts
1n wages and jobs begin to bite, 1s spending in
real terms beginning to fall. Yet thatcan only
serve to prolong the slump further.

In terms of moneturist orthodoxy what
that all adds up to 1s that the Tories have
been too soft. Yet if they had succeeded in
meeting their targets, in cutting public
spending, or in squeezing the money supply,
the result would have been an cven more
devastating slump. If the banks had stopped

lending to companies in trouble, or British
Steel and British Leviand had been allowed
to go to the wall, it would have laid waste
most of British industry and bankrupted
many potentially profitable companics. No
government could dare to contemplate the
cconomic or polinical consequences of that.

As 1t was, from the summer of 1979 the
£CONOmY went into 4 precipitous decline for
reasons which were only partly due to the
Tories. The rate of profit on British based
rndustrial capital had declined from around
1l percent in 1970 to an historic low ot 3-4
percent (the figures are questionable but the
trend 15 mndisputable). The financial deficit of
those companies {covered ncreasingly by
borrowing from the banks given the ditti-
culey of issuing new shares) had nsen to
record levels.

They now found themselves squeezed by
rstng cncrgy costs, the wage increases of
1678-197%9, and Intecrest rates rising towards
the 20 percent mark., Those interest rates
combined with the eftects ot North Seca Oil
also artracted large sums of hot money on
the foreign exchanges into Britain, pushing
up the value of the gound. Between 1977 and
1980 the competitiveness of Bntish goods in

export markets declined by 50 percent.

In response to all this companies began to
reduce stocks, cut capacity and sack workers
i a desperate drive to lower their debt and
increase  profits. Emplovers in manu-
facturing had been slowly and painfully
shedding jobs all through the 19705, Now
workers found that years of accepting redun-
dancies, productivity deals and low wages
had simply prepared the way for having the
whole factory shut down.

The scale of the shakeout in industry and
construction 15 illustrated by the table of job
losses. The higures for particular companies
are equilly striking. Between 1977 and 1981
British Steel sacked 100,000 workers and
British Leyland 66,000 workers. Since 1979
Courtaulds has cut its UK iabour force by
45,000 or around 40 percent. GKN hascut its
labour force by a third down to only 42,000
workers in Britain. IC] sacked 5,000 1n 1980
and 9,600 in 1981. 8¢ it goes on — Thorn

EMI down 10,000; Lucas down 12,000
Phillips by half since 1973; Dunlop by a third
since 1977,

Small companies have been going downin
dozens, Company hquidations last year hit
another record, at 8,607, But the number of
large or even medium-sized companies going
bust has been very low by the standards of
earlier crises — Altred Herberts in machine
tools; Airfix and Lesneys the oy manu-
tacturers, Laker Airways, Stone-Platt the
textilc machinery makers. A number of
athers have looked precarious but have been
rescucd by the banks often discreetly guided
by the Bank of England {the Wier Group,
Fisons, the private steelmakers Duport, and
as part of an international rescue involving
banks 1n Canada and the USA, Massey
Ferguson).

The bulk of the closures and
rationalisations have occurred inside the
really big multinational companies. That
reflects the scale of the concentration in
British industry, especially since the merger
and takeover boom of the 60s and early 70s.
The largest 100 companies control 42
percent of industrial production. Theirsheer
size means that if any of them went bankrupt

it would have horrendous repercussions. The
State would have to salvage them as it did
with Rolls Royce and British Leyland in the
early 1970s. But it also means that most of
them have enough fat and such a broad
spread of operations across the globe that
they can close down huge amounts of
capacity and move out of an industry or even
a country entirely.

Vickers has moved out of heavy cn-
gineering, sold off its shipbuilding vards to
the Governiment, taken over Rolls Royee
motors and expanded in office equipment
and overseas engineering. Birmid Qualcast 1s
trying to get rid ot its loss-making foundries
and has turned to garden equipment and
property. [C1 has closed down its bulk fibres
operation and swopped 1ts remaining
polyethylene plant for BP's FVC plant.
Courtauld’s has abandoned nylon
production In order to expand overseas
where it made a profit of £40.7 million n
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1980-81 compared to a loss of £11lm in
Britain.

The largest British companies know that
in order to survive they must be a big fish not
just 1n Brntain but in the markets of the
world. Many of them have long had overscas
operations which in recent years have
provided most of their profits — as with
Courtaulds and ICI. The high value of the
pound has also made foreign assets relatively
cheap to pick up. Indeed the Tories have
consciusly encouraged the use of the foreign
exchange savings of North Sea Oil 1o finance
a rapid expansion of British overseas invest-
ment.

In 1980 £7,.100 mullion left the country,
and in 1981 £9.470 {(that can be compared
with total investment in manufacturing of
£7600 million). About halt of that was
‘portfolio’ investment by insurance com-
panies and pension funds in overseas stocks
and shares. A good chunk of the rest was by
the banks, with Midland for example buying
up the Crocker National Bank in the States
for £820 million. Much of 1t however, was by
industrial companies expanding their assets
or buying up new companies abroad.

Events in the moior compenents sector
give a good picture of what's been
happening. Long ore of the more successful
areas of British industry with a large export
surplus, it has still been hit by the decline of
car production in the UK by more than half
in the last decade to under a million. Talbot,
owned by Peugeot and Vauxhall owned by
(ieneral Motors have become merely
assembly plants with most of the parts
produced by their operations in Europe.
British Levytand is still precarious 2nd could
yet go under.

The small contractors in the West
Midlands have been collapsing in hundreds.
GKN, however, bas been making two thirds
of its investment overseas and has just spent
£90m on two new plants in North Carolina
producing for General Motors, The sales of
Dunltop’s overseas operations are now twice
those of its domestic ones. Lucas lost £45.3
million on components in 1980-81 and has
been relying on the success of Lucas
Aerospace, and expansion overseas with a
new factory also in the USA.

There’s no doubt that the rationalisation
in British industry has begun to produce
results. Unit wage costs in Britain rose by
only 2Y, percent last year, less than in West
Germany or Japan. That reflects both the
fall in real wages and the impact of the job
losses on productivity.

The rise in output per hour which the
Tories are so pleased about 15 1n large part
the result of closing down all the least
inefficient plant and scrapping the out of
date machiery. [ts also a consequence of the
sheer pressures on the workforce toabandon
old working practices, and to accept cuts in
the teabreak, job flexibibty and speeded up
assembly lines (see the article by Stuart Ash
in last month’s Socialist Review). In terms of
investment in new technology British
industry is still way behind. But those gains
are still showing up in the latest profit
figures. According to the Tories that shouid
provide the basis for an investment-led
recovery. It's not going to happen.

Profits for many of the largest British
companies continued to nse through the

worst of the slump. Arms and electronics
companies such as British Acrospace (where
the Government sold half its shares in 198(3),
Plesseys, Hawker Siddeley and Racal have
all done well. S0 have the big conglomerates
in areas such as food, rctail, hotels and
tobacco {(Unilever, BAT, Grand
Metropolitan), Now GKN, Courtaulds cic
are seeing their prefits ‘bounce back’ to
quote the Financial Times headline, But the
prospect for the economy as a whole remain

gloomy.
There are four main sources of demand n
the economy — wages, exports, public

spending and investment, The first of thosc i3
falling and exports are also being squeezed as
the world recession spreads. Public spending
is expanding a bit, and arms manufacturers
are obviously in for a good time 1o the next
few vears. In the next budpet the Tories will
certainly try to stimulate the economy, but
are much more likely to do that through
another dose of tax cuts rather than
increasing spending, That might prove a
vote-winner but it won't do much for
emplovment or growth.

That leaves investment. Rising profits, tax
cuts and a fall in interest rates should ali

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

question as well. With demand stagnant and
chronic overcapacity in many industrics any
investment which does take place is going to
replace existing plant and cut jobs even
further. Ford 1s expanding in Britain with a
£1,400m investment programme 10
automated plant and robots and 18 planning
to cut its labour force by 40 percent over the
next four years.

The problem of overcapacity and intense
world competition is still facing the big State
owned lossmakers. There 15 nothing which
British Levland has done which hasn't been
matched by Flat or Peugeot let alone by the
American and Japanese giants, What rising
productivity means when markets aren’t
there was recently shown when BL laid off
workers at Longbnidge only weeks after
boasting of its productivity gains. British
Steel has been helped cut by the EEC cartel
which has pushed up prices but still lost
around £340 mitlion last vear. 1t's now faced
with import curbs in the American market
and 15 planning [urther cuts 1n jobs and
plant.

The Tories would hike to see the whole of
Britain turned into a cheap labowr zone.
That they argue would attract more foreign
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according to the theory cause it 1o rise sub-
stantzally above its currently depressed
levels, Matters are not so simple.

The main problem is the low rate ot profit
on new investment. That means that the flow
of investment overseas is going to continue,
It also means that capitalists with spare cash
are going to put it into the financial markets
where the rate of interest 1s high rather than
risk immobilising it in new plant and
equipment. GEC has been domng that wath its
£700 million cash surplus for years. Recently
companies have even been borrowing moncey
from the Bank of England at cheap rates of
interest and then lending 1t out again.
Playing the foreign exchanges has also
become a popular, if risky activity. Asan ICI
manager recently observed:

‘f1’s possible for companies to lose or gain
more on the foreign exchanges than they
can make in a whole year of trading.’

There's another side (o the investment
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investment. But even the much publicised
Nissan investment m a car plant looks
unlikely to happen now. As a cheap labour
area Britain is certainly looking more atirac-
tive but is hard-pushed to compete with
Spain let alone most of the Third World,
There is anyway only recom for a limited
number of Taiwans or Hong Kongs capable
of expanding exports at the expense of the
Test.

In'the short term the Tories might have
some basis tor rtheir optimism. The
combination of an upturn in the world
economy and a pre-election budget stimulus
might even lead to a small rise in output and
a [all in unemployment.

The longer term outlook 1s different. The
British economy will stifl be very vulnerable
to the next slump. Even the giants of British
capitalism will need to fight hard to survive,
I[f one of them should go under, then the
political impact could surprise us all. O
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THE MOVEMENT

Heading for a blind alley

The CND demonstration on 6
June was massive. Peter
Williams looks at the march
and the prospects for CND.

Despite two months of war hysterics over the
Falklands, a quarter of a miilion peace cam-
paigners converged on Hyde Park from three
starting points in London, etfectively bring-
ing the centre of the capital to a standstill.

Yet, with all its success, did the march take
the movement foward? The official stress
was on low key politics. We were taking to
“the streets to catch the eminently respectable
ear of the United Nations, whose Special
Session on Disarmament was starting the
next day. The issuc was general, the few
official placards were general. It was an
outing, with each leg of the march meant to
wear a different celour, Why, ncbody knew
— any case, the instruction was ignored.

However, for very many on that march,
the United Nations clearly meant nothing at
ali. To judge from the take up of the Secialist
Worker placards, many thousands of which
were distributed, the issue that connected
was the idiocy of Thatcher’s warn the South
Atlantic and the health workers’ pay claim,
A sizeable minonty of the demonstration
was prepared to identify with such hardline
slogans as ‘Pay the Hospital Workers’, "Stop
Thatcher's War’, ‘Blood on her Hands’,
‘Thatcher 15 the Real Enemy’.

All these were issues ‘outside’ CNID {as the
occasional CND bureaucrat or sectarian 1n-
sisted). Yet many besides ourselves could see
only too clearly the relevance of these
slogans to the anti-nuclear cause and its
SUCCess.

The CND leadership on the other hand,
has always fought shy of recognising that the
question of nuclear arms is quite inseparable
from all the other crises that the system as a
whole produces. It has wanted a broad
movement on a single issue, on the grounds
that breadth equals strength. What has
knocked that equation sideways is the
Falklands crisis. .

Most of the leaders no doubt hoped 1t
would simply go away, that it was an un-
fortunate accident that got in the way of the
main issue. True, they protested against
Thatcher’s war, bui did not throw the
resources of CND into opposing what 1s,
after all, no accident but the logical conse-
quence of the same militarism that brings 1n
Cruise and Trident.

So when it came to the first major test of
actual war, CND fumbled. The reascen is not
hard 1o discover. As the letiers page in Sanity
for June/July indicates, there is a strong pro-
conventional defence lobby in the ranks of
the ‘broad’ movement,

Two letters in that month®s issue use the
exampie of the Falklands to argue that we

r—_

should scrap nuclear arms in order to build
up conventional forces nstead, as the best
way to defend British interests. The third
makes much the same point, but overall
makes an attack on CND for commenting on
a question that lies *outside’ the movement.

What is clear, then, is that the leadership
dare not alienate those eiements in CND
whose major objection to nuclear arms s
that it detracts from a proper conventional
defence svstem. It dare not for fear of
‘weakening’ the movement. In so doing, it
has its eye on even more respectable elements
within the political establishment, who may
be persuaded on Trident, if on absolutely
nothing else,

But in reality, CND sas weakened itself by
doing so little to counter the increcased
militarism of the Tories, and, perhaps rather
more importantly, the npauseating
capitulation of the Labour Party to jingoism,
The Labour Party's gallop to the nght,
putting ‘pational interest’ before principle,
avgurs badly for its promises even on
Trident, assuming it is returned to power.
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Yet CND persists in underestimating the
effects of the Falklands crisis, as if the war
were simply a hiccup 1n an ever-rising curve
of anti-nuclear feeling. It has this 1o say, for
example, in the latest Sanizy cditonal
(June/July):

The Falklands crisis has discredited the

military establishment confused asitisby

its imperial traditions, internal rivalries
and gut reactions dressed up in technical
mumbo-jumbo. The only possible usetul
resuit of the entire cnsis 15 that it will
certainly provoke a national debate
about the role of Britain’s armed forces in

the remaining part of this battered and

dangerous century. The outcome of that
debate must surely be the cancellation of
the new Trident nuclear missile system
and the abandonment of Polarns.”

Who do they think they are kidding? Far
from discrediting it the war has done guite
the opposite for the military establishment.
What we are much more likely to fimish up
with 15 not the cancellation of Trndent and
abandonment of Polaris, but Trident, Cruise
gad increased expenditure on conventional
weaponry.

The effect of this kind of thinking will be
to lead CND into a biind alley. Bigger and
bigger demonstrations are <learly no answer
to a government whose self-confidence has
been immeasurably strengthened by
‘victory™ in the South Atlantic and which is
resolved to ipstal Cruise missiles 1n a year's
time, I[ndeed, demoralisation may set in
unless there is a change (n strategy.

That is why Arthur Scargiil’s speech on 6
June was such a welcome relicf. Here at last
was a trade union leader, with a reputation
for militant action, expressing the need tor
something different from demonstrations:

*We have got to become more vociferous

in our campaign. We havetoembark ona

campaign of ¢ivil disobedience to show
that we are not prepared to accept 1otal
annihilation.’

A move away from passivity—which is
what demonstrations have become—is the
correct one, and one that caught the
imagination of those present. But what does
a campalgn of civil disobedience amount to?

Clearly, stunts and publicity drives—Ilike
marches, occupations of nuclear bunkers
and army recruiting offices—will help to
build CND, particulariy amoeng youth. But
such action must be in the context of
building the movement i1n the one section of
saciety that has the power to abolish not only
nuclear weaponry but the system that creates
1t. Thatis, of course, the working class, and it
15 only as a ¢fgss 1ssue—one that is inked to
struggles like the healthworkers’—that CND
will be able to find the necessary strength.

In the present climate that is not easy. But
if Arthur Scargill can bring secticns of
miners out in sclidarity with the health
workers, then it is not impossible to make
hieadway on the nuclear 1ssue. Obviously, it’s
not a matter of strike or nathing—the tinks
will be mostly modest: setting up CND
meetings in workplaces, on the one hand,
getting CND activists onto picket lines, on
the other. _

But unless that work is done now and done
urgently we will face the kind of probiems
faced by CND in the early 60s. Then as now,
a political retreat was noticeable coinciding
with the passing of the high point of the
Labour Party’s unilateraiism as the right
wing under Gaitskell regained the initiative,
The Aldermaston marches, like today’s
demonstrations, were still big, but there was

‘a loss of purpose and momentum.

At that point, the need for action found
expressicon in the Committee of 100, which
embarked on an ambitious programme of
civil disobedience, including strike action, [n
that the Committee of 100 ramsed the:
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question of chalienging the state through
direct action, 1t was a definite advance on
what seemed the only, and ever less credible,
alternative of depending on the Labour
Party to deliver the goods through
Parliament.

But in that the Committee for 100 tended
to substitute itself for the building of a mass
movement based on the workplace, It
unfortunately became a retreat 1nto
isclation, The passivity of the offical
movement was complemented by a theory of
the heroic minerity, tn which martyrdom of
the few at the hands of law would serve to
spur on the many. When that failed,

Feminism on

Over the last couple of years a
large number of feminists have
joined the Labour Party, to
argue for feminist politics in the
hope that this will improve the
position of working class
women. Lindsey German shows
how this strategy 1s mistaken,

A year ago the Labour Party launched their
campaign to ‘Listen to Women for a
Change’. It consisied of a party political
broadcast aimed at women, promising a few
minor reforms from a new Labour govern-
ment, an extremely feebie raily and a few
meetings round the country. This year the
Labour backed (and entrist run) campaign
for a Womans Right 1o Work held a fairly
successful march and festival attracting
several thousand womern.

These moves reflect the aspirations of the
growing number of feminists who have
flocked into the Labour Party in the last
couple of years, and their concern 10 make
feminism part of Labour Party politics.

The Labour Party has become
increasingly the arena for any sort of or-
ganised socialist feminist ideas and activity.

The autonomous groups which made up the

women’s movement in the early seventies
have become more and more separatist and
uninterested in socialist politics, For
soclakist feminists it has seemed much more
natural to gravitate towards an organisation
which at least gives the semblance of being
able 1o change things.

Many women drifted towards soctalist
feminism in the early and mid seventies.
Some were members or ex members of
revolutionary organisations or of the
Communist Party. The distinction between
reform and revolution was always a blurred
cne, even when the class struggle was at a
high levei. In the vears of downturn which
began during the last Labour government,.
socialist feminism never developed a con-
crete analysis which ceuld explain what was
happening and how to fight against 1t.

Without such an analysis the movement
was bound to splinter into many different
directions. Also because the disunctions bet-
ween reform and revolution were so blurred,
there was never & strong current which
argued against joining the Labour Party, and

martyrdom was seen almost as an end 1n
itself, the only test of being an activist on the
iIssue. Evepntually, the Committee tor 100
faded, as did CND 1tself.

That 15 a danger that must not be repeated.
Any campaign of civil disobedience will have
to be firmiv based on drawing into activity
thousands of trade uniwonists, not on relying
on the experts or the heroes. If cvil
disobedience can do that, and lcad to such
action as industrial action against Cruise,
and blacking of the nuclear industry and the
bases, then CND will be able to avoid the
biind alley 1ts leaders seem intent on drawing
1t into, [

the moon

for building an independent revolutionary
organisation.

The task for feminists therefore was to join
the Labour Party, usuaily on the Bennite or
sometimes the entrist left, but to make it a
Labour Party committed to fernmist ideas.
In this they were helped by the women’s sce-
fion of the Labour Party, a ready made struc-
ture in which they could work, and in the
process turn from its original purposc—a
place to hive off women in industrial areas—
e a fighting mechanism for woemen's libera-
tion.

They have undemiabiy had some success.
The women’s conference this year had over
600 delesates — double the size of last year’s
— and some Labour councils are offering
special facihities and grants for equal oppor-
tunities. These at least feel like tangible gains
— and seem much more realistic than some
far off revolution. But when yvou look closely
at exactly what the strategy for women’s
liberation is, things don’t look quite so good.

Two planks of the strategy are the feminist
incomes policy and positive discrimination.
Feminist incomes policy s based on the
notion that somehow there is only a limited
amount of wages to go round so if women

are 10 got mare than men must get less,

There is & fundamental flaw 1n this argu-
ment. Women workers don't earn fess
because men earn mere. There's no o sel
amount of money that is put aside tor wages
so that the more men earn, the less there isto
give o womer.

On the conlrary, If the best organised
sections of the class fight tor and win higher
wages, it has a flow-through eftect on the
whole class, women workers included.

On the ather hand if the best orgamsed
sections accept a pay freeze, you can bet that
the lowest paid, worst organised women
workers aren’ going to get a pay rise either.

It is nidiculous (o suggest that the key to
the current pay battle in the hosputals is to
demand that the miners, the steelworkers or
the rail workers shoud forego a pay tncrease
this year so the hospital workers” claim could
be met 1 full. Solidanty trom those workers
is the way to increase the chances of forcing
the government’s hand.

Positive discrimination in the unions (s
also held up as a major way of helping
women, It is undeniable that at every level of
the umions women arc underrepresented.
Positive discrimination aims 1o deliberately
favour women for certain positions in order
to redress the balance, This was the most
contentious issue at the recent Nauonai
Contercnce of Labour Women.

Thirtv-five resolutions called for the man-
datory inclusion of women on selection
shorthists  lor parllamentary and  local
council elections; the elecuion of the women’s
scetion of the Labour Partv's Natonal
Exccutive by the women's conference; five
motions from the women's conference 1o be
tabled at the annual Labour Party con-
ference; the election of the National Labour
Women's Commiitee by the women's con-
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ference; and a national rules conference to
decide how to implement these changes.

Pretty harmless stuff, it seems. And it was
largely adepted by the conference, despite a
split between the feminist recruits and the
moderate trade union delegates.

Yet this sort of discrimination is not about
replacing man stewards with women
stewards at rank and file level. Tt is about two
things: reserved seats and women’s sub
' committees at the top of unions, and getting
more women MPs into parliament. In other
words they are reforms which may suit many
of the younger women at the conference,
because they directly stand to benefit from
thermn. But they do very little to further the
interests of working women in general
Voting Labour once every five years is little
different if the end result 1s a woman MP
rather than a man. Having your strike sold
out is no less painful if it 1s done by a woman.

Real positive discrimination would mean
introducing a level of democracy in the
unions—genuinely accountable officials,
regular meetings, regular election of
stewards—which would be unacceptable to
many of the women who regard more
wOIMmen on executives as so crucial.

But of course the real difficulty with the

introduction of femimism into the Labour

Party is that it might as well be conducted on
the moon, {or all the reality which accom-

panies the debate.

The left has been routed by the ight. Even
in the increasingly unlikely event of Labour
winning the next election, the composition of
the parligmentary party will be almost the
same as the last one. The next Labour
government will not be g left government,
All the talk of positive discrimination thus
becomes rather hollow. It 1s unrealisuc to
suppose that the policies which muany
Labour femimsts want, stand much chance
of being implemepted. Yet the conference
rows, the baitles %etwcﬁn the old Labour
women and the new feminists continue. I is
as if there was nothing really going on in the
outside world.

The same 15 true in the working class
mavement. Today there are more women’'s
sub commitiees of trade counctl’s equality
working parties and lip service to equality
than ever before. Yet they remain as little
more than tokens because they are not
harnessed to what is going on on the ground,
to the state of shopfloor organisation and to
the need to rebuild it, They are the sorts of
reform which give the tillusion that
something is being done, while covering up
for the fact that women's position in society
got worse under the last Labour government
and is unlikely to umprove much under the
next.

Feminism may have done a lot for
individual women inside the Labour Party,
but the polictes put forward won't do much
tor anyone else. Not because they aren™ well
meaning, but because they are trying to get
more af a share of existing scaety for
women—inore of a society which has less
and less to give. |

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

A rank and file cure

The health workers continue to
fight on despite the hesitations
of their leadership. Lindsey
Greig looks at the overall
picture. Andy Smith explains
how the Yorkshire miners’
solidarity was won.

The hospital unions pay campaign has
etched over its two months duration a clear
picture of the strengths and weaknesses of
union organisation inside the hospials
today. The anger and frustration of the
hospital workers themselves has provided
the background to the scene.

Their fight has been fuelled by sheer
poverty. Over 400,000 nurses and ancillanes
earn less than enough to take them above the
not very generous government poverty level.
It is this simple statistic that helps to explain
why NUPE members voted by 196,000 to
2,000 against the government’s offer and
why even the traditionally moderate Royal
College of Nursing rejected the minial offer
of 6.4 percent for nurses by over two to one,

The government’s miscalculation of the
strength of feeling is now clear. Their tnitial
assumption was that the RCN would vote to
accept and they could pursue a straight for-
ward policy of divide and ruie. Once the
nurses had been got out of the way, so they
reasoned, the ancillaries who do not benefit
from the same public support could be easily
isolated.

But the transparency of the government’s
intentions back fired on them. The solidarity
between nurses and ancillaries is if anything
greater than ever before. Just how solidly
based it is will soon be sorely tested. Despite
their earlier mistakes the Tories are still
pursuing the same strategy.

Their latest {at the time of going to press)
offer of 7.5 per cent to nurses and 6 per cent
to ancillaries has certainly been sufficient to
draw the RCN inte further talks with the
government, If they are successful in
detaching the nurses from the rest of the hos-
pital workers the TUC will have necne but
themselves 1o blame.

Hesitant moves

Throughout the ten week dispute the TUC
Health Service Committee has shown a
timidity which has in turn enraged and
demoralised their members. The Confedera-
tion of Health Service Employees (COHBE)
started making the running in the campaign.
Running is perhaps the wrong word—a stow
jog is a more appropriate description.

COHSE members were invited to take a
variety of forms of industrial action,
including overtime bans, selective stoppages
and general withdrawl of goodwill. They
were soon to be joined in the campaign by
the other health service unions. But despite
the theoretical unity the selective nature of
the action has made building a real unity
more ditficult.

The first hesitant moves came at the end of

March. In some areas demonstrations were
held—in Manchester over a thousand
hospital workers took to the streets. But it
was not until the end of April that the TUC
took its courage, not great at the best of
titnes, in both hands and called for a national
two hour stoppage. The support, con-
sidering the very token nature of the action,
was not at all bad, Thus encouraged the TUC
moved to the first of the four national one
day stoppages plus a campaign to reduce
hospitals to emergency cover only.

The stoppage on Wednesday 19 May was
certainty a turning point in the dispute. In
some areas hospital workers had sent out
delegations asking other workers to take
industrial actien in their support.

Inspired by the response, particularly
from the Yorkshire miners, hospital workers
all over the country started to approach
other groups of workers for solidarity. In
South Wales the pits voted overwhelmingly
to come out. In Yorkshire the area com-
mittee agreed to call out all 1ts members. The
TUC days of action on 8 Tune and the 4 June
were widely backed both by hospital workers
and by others.

Unused power

But although the success of the rank and
file in delivering solidarity action pushed the
TUC health service committee into calling
for support they have so far been unable to
force the TUC into the only action that could
win the full claim—an all out strike backed
by flying pickets to get solidarity.

Some hospital workers driven out of
frustration with the TUC’s failure to lead
have gone out in some areas. After 19 May
hospitals in Edinburgh, Leeds and
Rotheram decided 1o stay out. But their lead
was not followed across the country, The
majority of hospital workers did not have the
confidence to get invelved in all out action
without the backing of their national leaders,
And it was rapidly made clear such support
would not be forthcoming.

Despite a NUPE nationai conference
decision for an allout indefinite stnke from
June 4, the executive easily manouevred
their way out of it. They used a loop hole in
the resolution which had called for the action
to be taken with other health service unions
to argue that without the support of these
unions they could not move. NUPE officials
were rapidly instructed to do nothing to
organise for the all out strike,

Those hospitals taking action rapidly
found themselves isolated by the bureaucrats
and were forced back to work.

That inability of the rank and file to
develop all out action is the major preoblem
for militants. It means the TUC dictates the
pace of any escalation. Their fear of calling
for all out action means that the reat power
of the hospital workers has up until now
gone unused. Building strong shop stewards
organisation capable of providing an
effective alternative leadership remains the
central task.
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Winning the
miners

In Yorkshire on the first one day hospitals
strike, four pits walked out in immediate sup-
port, and since then whole areas have joined
in. How did this happen?

On the evening before the strike, activists

.at the best organised hospital in Shefheld,

the psychiatric hospital, Middlewood,
decided to not only picket the gates 10 stop
fellow health workers going in to work (itself
a major task) but to also send out flying
pickets to other workplaces, including the
pits.

It was decided to make a list of possible
workplaces to visit, given that the actual
resources werg limited, le a couple of cars,
and a handful of pickets.

On the lLst were a number of reliable
engineering factories that would give
support. The pickets were thinking In terms
of donations etc, As an afterthought, 4 group
of pits were put on the {ist as a bonus, These
were Maltby, Thurcroft, Silverwood, and
Dinnington, all in easy access of each other.

Unofficlal

Late in the evening, Kevin Barron, the
Malthy NUM delegate was telephoned to
make arrangements for a visit to meet the
NUM officials at the pit to put the hospital
workers' case. Apparently a NUPE official
had rung earlier to say that the miners
support wasn't needed!

Kevin Barron, however, told the Middle-
wood activist that if he could arrange pickets
to get to the pit by 5am, then it might be
possible to speak to the entire morning shift.

This they did. The pit manager called the
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police. Incensed, the miners on the morning
shift, after hearing the hospital workers’
case, decided to walk out on strike.
During the day, other delegations went to
Thurcroft and Dinnington pits. They inturn

unanimously agreed to come out. At
Dinnington, shocked NUM officials
watched the deputics (NACODS members}
also join the strike. One NUM ofticial com-
mented ‘they didn’t even support aur strikes!
... Back on the Middlewoad picket ling, the
news that the miners had come out on strike
boosted the pickets’ confidence no end. They
telt they were beginning to really move.

Their action had been unofficial. The
miners” response had been unofficial, But 1t
had worked. The NUPE officials realised
that 1t was time to get in on the act or else 1t
might get out of hand. For the next one day
strike, the miners were on holiday. But on
the following, organised picketing of mts
brought out 40,000 Yorkshire miners.

The lack of organisation in the hospitals
also meant that there were problems. It
wasn't possible for a shop stewards’ com-
mittee at a hospital such as Middlewood to
do everything, Also solidarity action was
cocked up before 1t began.

As well as calling for miners' support steel-
workers were asked to join the sclidarity
action. NUPE full timers visited the BSC
River Don plant 1in Sheffield, and talked 1o
AUEW convenor Cliff Wright and other
stewards. They said that obviously they
supported the health workers’ claim and
would do what they could about sirike
actton.

The next day, 4 report in the local papers
and in The Guardian said that BSC River
Don workers would be striking in support of
the health workers. When the stewards went
intoe work, not surprisingly, the shop floor
gave them a hard 1ime for saying things on
behalf of them without any consultation. It
was thus harder for the stewards to win
actiomn.

But what was imiportant about the pits was
that the hospital workers won the solidarity
because they went directly to the pits, and the
officials there took it straight to the rank and
file miners, |

Waiting for official confirmation from
*‘Barnsley’ didn't happen. Thus the action
toak place. Later, it was said that Jack
Taylor, the new Yorkshire president had said
te the NUPE officials, that the NUM would
strike only it the ‘nurses’ were working!

That’s not what the militants were arguing
at the NUM branches and in the canteens. At
Silverwood Colliery, Pete Beevers watched
the arguments,

"On the one hand you had the argument
that there was still some of them working.
What they meant was that there were NUPE
members at other workplaces, such as the
water workers that weren't out vet, so that
miners couldn’t vet support them'.

Showdown
That argument surfaced during the
Laurence Scott dispute, when Mining

Supplies in Doncaster was being picketed
and needed NUM blacking. Because, in
Arthur Scargill's view, Mining Supplies
weren't on strike the NUM couldn't black
them!

‘Most of the miners supported the strikes’
Pete continued, ‘and there were even some
miners who said that striking for a day
wasn't enough and that a week was far
better!’

And on June 23rd, areas like Notting-
hamshire, seen by other militants as the
'vellow belhies’, were on gfficial strike. Such
was the support. Yet the way the support
came, unofficially and directly at the pit
heads, shows that underneath the red tape
and the lack of confidence, there /s the
potential. Not only for solidarity with the
heaith workers, but for a showdown over
Snowdown? That remains to be seen. [
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Taking the lead from below

Just 10 years ago the dockers
shook Heath’s Industrial
Relations Act when they led
massive strike action to free five
of their stewards from
Pentonville Prison. Socialist
Review talked to Micky Fenn
about developments since then.

Pentonville didn’t happen overnight, the
groundwork had been geing on over a
couple of years. The campaign against the
Industrial Relations Bill was much bigger
and better organised than anything we have
seeni over Tebbit's Bill,

in the docks, the National Ports Shop
Stewars Committee (NPSSC), which is the
untofficial shop stewards organisation, had
been very active in the two years ieading up
to Pentonville. We had discussed
containerisation, redundancy, threats to the
National Dock Labour Scheme, retirement,
severance, everything. So when the issue of
containerisation came up over Pentonville,
we had already been leading a campaign on
the issue. The foundations were already laid,

The support we got from other Trades
Unionists at the time of Pentonville was fan-
tastic. At the beginning we didn’t have any
money at all, | was treasurer of the NPS5Cin
London and we had exactly £4. We didn’t
have any money from Moscow, or Libya or
anywhere else. But by the end of the eam-
paign we had pot a lot of money from other
militants. I think the most we ever gotinany
week was £1,200. Over the next couple of
years we were able to support other workers
in dispute.

Pentonville was a success in thatitstruck a
blow against the Industrial Relations Bill,
but it didn't solve the problems of the dock
industry by any means.

For example, it did nothing to staunch the
flood of redundancies. We've lost men so
fast that I can only give approximate figures,
but in London in 1972 there were about
21,000 dockers, now there are just 4,000. 50
we've tost around 18,000 men in ten years.
Nationally we've gone down from 62,000 to
about 21,000.

Severance money has been literallya game
of leapfrog. When the employers decide that
they want to get rid of another 700 or 800
men they just up the severence pay by
another 500 quid. Recently its gone up from
£10,000 to £16,500 and now its at £22 500.

Now they are saying that they want to get
rid of men over the age of 55. A lot of dockers
in London are fairly old, and the majority
who take the redundancy at the moment are
aged 57 to 59. The ones who have gone
recently have been holding out for higher
severance, because they know they can’t get
another job outside. |

Some of the younger ones have taken
severance because they thought they could
get a job outside, and a few of them have, but
the older men are holding out and biding
their time, there are men inour dock whoare

The PLA apd probably Liverpool, Hull
and Southampton, have reached a stage now

where they are cutting very near the bone.

They are getting so low in manpower that
they won't be able to have a viable port if
they let anymore go. A lot of the men left
have special skills, they drive very heavy
complicated machinery, if they went the
docks would cease to furction.

This increased use of sophisticated
machinery is a reflection of the changes
which have come in the last ten years, with
containerisation and the use of bulk ships.
We work with ships down in Tilbury which
are as tall as a block of flats, and over 500
yards long. On these we lift 32 tons of cargo
in one lift, whereas before we might have
lifted two tons.

This is what is cutting down on jobs. So far
on conventional cargoes they havent
attacked our manning scales, we've sti got
the same amount of men working on the
same types of job. What they've done 1s
switched to bulk operations and different
methods of slinging stuff.

We lost the battle over containers nearly
everywhere. There’s only a couple of
reasonable size container depots in London
which have registered dockworkers. We lost
that battle and that's where the dockslabour
force has gone. Unfortunately, some dockers
took severance and went to work In
unregistered container bases. In other words
they sold their job and then went and nicked
somebody else’s. I said that we'd tost 18,000
dockers in London over the last ten years.
Most of that work is now being done by
unregistered dockworkers, and by a lot fewer
men.

I'm pretty sure they can’t cut the labour
force much further. They might up the
severance to £30,000, but if they lose many
more men they won't be able to function.
This country’s still an island and we still need
ports, there are still massive operations at
Tilbury, Felixstowe, and Southampton and
there's no way they will let these go.

‘We've faced great problems with the

59 or 60 who have still not taken the money. TGWU officialdom in the docks over the last

ten years. For example they calted a strike in
1975 without properly consuiting the shop
stewards.

The strike wasn't organised by the shop
stewards committee. 1t wasn't lead by the
shop siewards committee. In fact, in the
dock I worked in at the time, the Royals, the
stewards knew nothing about it before it
happened. It was the docks group of the
TGWU whoe are lay delegates who cailed the
strike, The NPSSC wasn’t involved so there
were 10,000 men on strike and we were
forced 1o support it as best we could.

We needed two or three hundred pounds
from the TGWU to go picketing. We knew
we had to get on the road quickly, and we
kept pressing and pushing them but nothing
happened. The stewards knew that unless we
could very rapidly ‘nationalise’ the dispute
we would be 1solated.

We felt that the best way of spreading it
would be to go up to Hall, because we felt
fairly confident that they wouid support us.
Once we'd got that foothold then Liverpool
and Southampton would follow., We knew
all the major ports in the NPSSC would
support us if we could get to them quickly
enough.

We couldn't move without finances, and
we were kept waiting. It was four weeks
before we got up to Hull. The stewards spoke
at a mass meeting, but by then the impetus
had been lost. There had been a really vicious
attack in the press, saying that our strike was
coltapsing, that our men were going back.
Actually under one per cent had gone back.
But it was in the papers and on the television
every single day. So the dockers in Hull and
Liverpool didn't support us because they
thought we were going back anyway. In fact
if they had come out we would have won.

We iost that. strike because it wasn’t
organised on the ground. It was organised by
committees and individuals who very seldom
come into the docks. They see themselves as
delegates but they very seldom work with the
mett.

They were literally trying to give orders
down from above, which isn’t the way you
win disputes. The way you win disputes is to
be among the men you are talking aboutasa
steward. You need to lead from the inside.
You need to be on the picket line orgamsing

. among the men, If you need anything

organising you've got to do it yourself, It’s
no good sitting on some committee up in
Aldgate telling the dockers in Tilbury to go
on strike. You've got to be there.

The organisation you need to win is still
there in the docks. By this I mean that there’s
still an active NPSSC in every major port in
the country. Sometimes it functions at a high
level, but most of the time 1ts at a very low
level.

When any major iSsuie comes up it can
usually deliver the goods, In Liverpool last
year one of Westey's companies, West
Coast Stevedoring, were going to sack 187
men. The NPSSC threatened a stoppage and
within a week all those men were found other
employment,

At Grimsby, about three weeks after that,
13 men were threatened with the sack. They
were told the docks were going 1o close and
that there was no other employment for
them. Although Grimsby has onfy beentoa
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years, the Hull dockers were right behind
them.

The 2,000 men at Hull voted for a strike
and said they would call for an indefinite
national stoppage uniess those men were
employed. Straight away they were found
other employment. So the NPSSC can siill
call for action when necessdary, and usually
the TGWU is forced to take it up.

The NPSSC is important in making inter-
nationa! contacts between dockers, This is
still at a fairly young stage but its amazing
how many men turn up at international
meetings. The first one [ ever went to had
dockers from Le Havre, Rotterdam,
Hamburg, Stockholm, Antwerp, Marsetlles,
and the Canary Islands.

There's not many instances where its
proved all that powerful, simply because by
the time you start to use it the strike's usually
all over.

There was a situation in the Canary
Islands, just after Franco fell, when the
dockers over there were in dispute with an
employer who comes inte some of the British
ports. They contacted the dockers in

Scuthampton, who blacked a3 couple of their
ships full of soft fruit, which of course rots
very quickly. Within a couple of weeks the
had pgiven

manage ment those dockers

everything which they wanted, including a
lot of basic trade union conditions like
proper safety measures.

In some ways the situation in the docks is
healthier now than in 1972. The NPSSC is
stili prepared to fight, but over the past few
months the TGWU has shown itself
prepared to fight over the issues in the docks.
I think there’s a couple of reasons for this.

They learnt the lessons of 1972, Shea, who
was the London organiser at the time, said
that the NPSSC was waiting in the wings to take
up the fight if the TGWU dida’t.

They're scared of having the leadership
taken out of their hands and being faced with
a national unofficial strike rather than an
official one. As well as that, they're
concerned about their loss of membership.
Over the last ten years, they've lost over
400,000 members nationally—most of these
since 1978.

The spirit for a fight is still there. Recently
the NPSSC called a very successful strike
over attacks on the scheme.

The dockers are very aware that the
National Dock Labour Scheme defends
therm. The most important thing about it for
us s the question of discipline. It means an
employer can only sack a registered dock
worker for stealing or striking an employer
or something like that. So it’s of wvital
importance because of the right to hire and
fire.

The emplovers would iike to get rid of it,
s0 they could get rid of people they didn't
want, We'd then have a situation very similar
to that in Beitish Leyland, with Derek
Robinson, or in the butlding industry with
Des Warren. We'd be victimised and forced
out of the industry, They’d pick out all the
militants, particularly the stewards in the
major ports, and get rid of them.

At the moment they can’t do that, and
that's the reason they are concerned. The
Tory papers always say that we've got a job
for hife. All that means 15 that we can't be
victimised by an employer. That's the only
job for life we've got.

The unregistered ports haven’t got this,
but as far as we ¢can make out a lot of dockers
in the unregistered ports want to come into
the scheme. The employers are cbviously
violently opposed to this.

There might come a clash if the TGWU
demands that all dockers in vnregistered
ports become registered. That was supposed
to have happenred this month, but the union
have said that they will give Tebbit time to
reconsider the structure of the old scheme,
and come up with proposals. This is ob-
viously useless, because they know the
proposals won't be what we would constder
satisfactory.

The PLA bhave just announced that they

" made a profit for the first time in god knows

how long. So I think we can really start
attacking on the wage front. For our last
wage deal we didn’t get exactly what we
wanted, but we did pretty well. We were solid
in the dock 1 work in. There was no one
going to work at all, If we could have got
enough pickets at the riverside wharves we
would have got everything we were asking
for.

If the PLA do start recruiting labour, it
will be on a very limited scale, In the last ten
years they've switched, like all the major
ports from a labour intensive, to a capital
intensive industry. It’s not just container
gantries. There’s also new sorts of machinery
on the ships — things like stacker tracks and
forklifts.

The employers have done a very successful
pruning operation in their terms. The real
change has come down the ship’s hold. Most
of the cargo comes in on pallet boards and
the shifting is done with forkhfts. Before,
everything had to be shoved or pushed or
carried. This is where they’ve cut back onthe
men.

At Tilbury, nearly all the men from the
Royal Group have been ailocated to one
department, so we've held together the
tradition. One problem we have have 1s
where the PLA has singled out men and sent
them off onto
operations. They've isolated them in very
small groups and given them special wage
deals.

There can be ten or eleven wage deals in
one dock. This is an obvious method of

three shift container

divide and rule. These people have been
creamed off by the PLA and isolated from
us.

But during our last strike, which was only
a couple of months ago, we stopped them as
well. I think they've started to realise that
their wapges aren't enough for the hours they
do, which includes three-shift work, night
work and weekend work. They've been held
to a so-called reasonable wage, and infiation
has gone past it, so they've staried to get
angry. |

If they try to aiter the scheme by
regionalising it even more, which is what
they would like to do, or H they try to attack
dockworkers through the Tebbit Bill then
there will be an indefinite strike.

If we did have that sort of stnke, I’'m fairly
convinced that we would win it. It's more
likely that they will attack other trade
unionists over the Tebbit laws—small
factories and places like that, If they do that
then our problem in the docks will be more
difficult.

It's no good saying “Oh yes we can pet
everybody out’. It’s not as easy as all that.
We would have to build a campaign inside
the NPSSC to support threatened trade
untontsts.

What’s quite encouraging © that the

NPSSC has already agreed that the docks
will come out if anyone is put into prison
over the Tebbit laws. It will be up to us as
dockers to make sure that the NPSSC sticks
by what it says, and that the TGWU comesin
behind it.

On the day of action against the Tebbit
Bill all the major poris in London stopped.
We were even joined by the staff section of
the TGWU, which is really unusual. Most of
the major ports in the country came out,
even Felixstowe, which 15 one of the biggest
unregistered ports in the country.

We've also managed to build considerabie
support for the hospital workers, We had a
nurse and an ancillary worker down Tilbury
two days last week; they got a really good
response from the men and we collected a lot
of money for them.

Apart from this there’s no strikes on the
horizon at the moment, but then agatn,
there’s po thunderstorm on the horizon
either. Something could blow up in two
weeks, We've got to be sure we'reready. [
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From small beginnings

The De Lorean factory in West
Beltast is under occupation by its
work force to protest at its
closure. It i1s the first major
fightback against redundancies
in the divided working class city
of Belfast. Kieran Allen of the
Soctalist Workers Movement
looks at the dispute’s
significance.

It is important to understand the back-
ground to the occupation. The Northern
Ireland economy 15 in a state of near col-
lapse. Its leading economist, John Simpson
stated recently that his only advice to youth
was to emigrate. It is not very hard to see his
rationale.

The leading industrial concerns which
were the bastion for the Lovalist dominated
workforces, have either shrunk dramatically
or closed. The newer textile factories that
were established in the fifties, such as
Courtalds and ICI have not fared much
better. The crisis 1s probably best expressed
in the fate of Harland and Wolle, In 1960 it
employed 20,000 workers. Today it employs
a mere 5,000 and 1s again looking in-
creasingly shaky as they have been excluded
from the British Shipbuilders Ltd.

The downturn in Britain and the collapse
of resistance to redundancies has been more
than amplified in Beifast through the dom-
inan¢e of Loyalist ideas amongst Protestant
workers, Loyalist ideclogy stands as a major
biock on the fight to defend jobs,

Risky project

Lovalist ideas encourage the belief In
‘special solutions’ for individual workplaces.
They cut across the belief in a united working
class struggle—even leading 1o 4 reluctance
to have marches on the cuts or unem-
plovment starting out from the mainly
Catholic West Belfast. They prevent the
raising of even the simple argument that il
the British state can spend £1,500 million on
their war in the Falklands, they can also be
forced to provide jobs in Northern lreland.

The occupation in De Lorean, then, draws
much of 11s strength from the fact thatitis a
mixed workforce. De Lorean was est-
ablished in West Belfast in 1978, It was an
extraordinary project from any point of
view, John De Lorean, an ex-executive of
Cieneral Motors, put up a mere £ million to
esiablish his pet project of a super sports car
with gull-winged doors. The British state
provided the other £89'; million. De Lorean
had previcusly touted his project around the
various unemployment black spots of the
wotld, notably Puerto Rico and inner city
Detroit before sertling on Northern Ireland.
Why did the then Labour government accept
the project?

The latest issue of The Worker makes the
following point.

“The British government and 11s then

e eyl

Northen [reland overlord were trying to
isolate the militants in the anti-unionist
community through a combipation of the
carrot and the stick at the time. The stick
came in the form of torture in Castlereagh
and the removal of political status. But
alongside that there was an attempt to
push the RUC to the fore as a more
normal police force. They also tried {0
undercut the base of republican support
by doing scmething about unemploy-
ment in West Belfast., [f they had jobs,
Mason foolishly thought they would be
more moderate in their pohtics. De
Lorean was the result and Mason wasn’t
toc interested in the capital base of the
firm.”

Although originally designed to mop up
Catholic unemployment in West Belfast, the
De forean workforce broke down half
Catholic and half Protestant due to Loyalist
pressure and the availability of large
numbers of skilled Protestant unemployed in
North Antrim.

The factory was therefore a risky project
from the start. Even with massive state hand-
outs it was severely undercapitalised. Its
more well established competitors were
spending double and treble its £90 million to
develop new models. The result was a total
lack of forward planning and a rush to flood
the American market with the new model in
order to recover funds for further invest-
ment, Unfortunately for De Lorean this was
going on precisely at the time when the
American car market was collapsing.

However capitalist viability or non-
viability is not the main concern. Jobs are
jobs—particularly in West Belfast where
unempioyment runs at over 50%%. When the
anncuncement of the De Lorean closure
came through, 80% of the 1,500 workforce
voted for occupation on the recommend-
ation of the shop stewards' commuttee. [t was
a fantastic vote particularly since the
workforce were being softened up for a
return to the dole queue by being put on a
cne day week for some time previousty,

The occupation, though, has many weak-
nesses., A proper rota system was not org-
anised from the very beginning. As a result
only a small proportion of the factory are
actively involved in the sit-in. Those that
have been involved have hardened their
position about going for the saving of the
jobs, but many of the other workers who
voted for the sit-in still believe that the
struggle is to get more compensation, The
small number of activists mmvelved in the
occupation meant that the factory was not
seen as a basis for generalising the struggle
throughout the country. There has not been
a major push to capitalise on the sympathy
that exists for the workers by sending out
teams to organise collections and support.
Mass meetings during the occupations have
been infrequent.

Despite these weaknesses the workers of
De Lorean have shown a fantastic example
of working class solidarity. When the nurses
had their one day stoppage, a contingent of
De Lorean workers came down from the sit-

in to join the march. But the possibilities for

building on the sit-in, for inspiring a real
fight throughout the 32 counties in Ireland
are really immense. Unforiunately, support
for the nurses apart, those possibilities are
not really being grasped.

Why? For many De Larean workers, the
beliel that the sit-in can win 1s not [ully there.
They know they face the toughest Tory
government in years—a government that has

-defeated far stronger sections. In addition

many of the activists involved in the sit-in
come from the Catholic community. It has
been almost ABC to them that unemploy-
ment is something vou suffer as long as the
Northern state exists, A more extreme view
of the same is that the British are engaged 1n
an ‘cconomic withdrawal’ from the North
and that the De Lorean closure as part of
that can be suffered because 1t may
eventually lead to the collapse of the
Northern state.

The only thing that can turn the De
Lorean struggle about is support from the
outside, Already the small presence of
socialists in the Southern working class 1s
being used to raise funds and to link De
Lorean up with another occupation going on
in the South at the Clondalkin Paper Milis.
On Tuesday 29th of June a four day unem-
ployment march started out from Waterford
en route to Dublin. The march 15 getting
wide trade union support and one of Its
themes on the way will be to build up support
for De Lorean. Similar support from Britain
would be more than welcomed.

Anti-unionists

More generally, the De Lorean oc-
cupation contains many lessons for Irish
socialists, The republican and republican
socialist elements have shown their weakness
by their inability to build a real campaign
around the struggle, For many the struggle
against the Northern state is something that
takes place on the streets or through the
military struggle, The vital point that a
successful struggle to defend jobs can only
strengthen the confidence of workers to take
up the wider pelitical issues has net been
seen. [t was as if many believe, like Mason,
that antl-unionists without jobs are more
militant in their politics, The reverse mfactis
the case.

Secondly, the De Lorean occupation has
shown in a very small way that some
examples of working class unity are pos-
sible-—despite the many cobstacles. It is Cer-
tainly true that there are more anti-unionists
invelved in the occupation. But a small
number of Protestant workers have also be-
come actively inveolved and made some
choice about putting a united defence of
their jobs above considerations of regaining
work simply as Protestants. Thatchoiceisn’t
yet a worked out political one. Given the ab-
sence of a socialist organisation in the
factory, it will probably not develop into
one. Nevertheless the occupation shows that
working class unity—or the small beginnings
of it-—is not built by pious platitudes.

In the situation of Northern Ireland, the
more militant the struggle the more likely the
choice is put to Protestant workers of
whether they standfor united working class
action or the defence of marginal priveleges.
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Images of oppression

Judith Williams takes a look at
the eighteenth century
revolutionary poet William

Blake

‘And was Jerusatem builded here

Among those dark, Satanic milis?
These are some of the most famous wards of
any English poet. Today they are associated
with patriotism, with school assemblies and
Tory conferences. In fact they are words
from a poem full of revolutionary fervour,
directed against everything that patriotism
stands for—oppression and expicitation,
William Blake was a revolutionary poet.

He was born in 1757, the son of an
artisan—a hosier. He himself was
apprenticed to an engraver at the age of 135
and received very little formal education. He
worked at “hack’ printing until the 1780sina
L.ondon full of radical presses, untit his own
creative powers started to dominate his life.

He lived through a wviolent age of
revolution and war—the vyears of the
American and French Revolutions, and the
Napoleenic wars. In England, these were
also the vears of increasingly brutal state
repression directed at workers, artisans and
radicals. Political frame-ups were common,
censorship widespread.

It is not often realised that throughout the
French wars fewer people were executed in
France than were hanged by law in England.

England, though, was more than simply a
country almost permanently at war during
Blake's hfetime. It was also a country that
saw the bloody birth of a different kind of
war, the class war of the Industrial
Revolution.

Blake was no detached observer,
Tradition has it that he was among those at
the head of the crowd which burned Newgate
prison on 6th June 1780.

He was also alive to the new, radical 1deas
of the age, ideas about equality and freedom
which challenged the old corrupt political
system and suggested how men and women
might [1ve better, more satisfying lives 1n a
more rational society,

Above all Blake lived throughout most his
life in the teeming, tumultuous and
unpleasant streets of Soho, the Strand and
Lambeth—drawing his inspiration, anger
and hope from his own life and the lives of
those he lived among.

It was these three factors—the dramatic
events, the explosion of radical and
revolutionary 1deas, and his identification
with his own class—which enabled him to
write poetry which captured both the pro-
found changes going on around him and the
way people felt about them.

No wonder, then, that Blake's poetry is
filled with images of oppression, oppressors
and their systems of thoughit. The King and
the Priest are the enemy; prison, law and
religion are the direct symbols of oppression,
obedience and morality arc the means by
which people accept their own repression,

Take the poem Lendon from Songs of
Innocence and Experience:

WRITERS REVIEWED

In every cry of every Man,

In every Infant’s cry of fear,

In every voice, in every ban,

The mind-forg’d manacies ] hear.

How the chimney-sweep's ¢ry
Every biack’'ning Church appalls;
And the hapless Soldier’s sigh
Runs in blood down Palace walls.

But most thro’ midnight streets I hear

How the youthful Harlot’s curse

Biasts the new born Infant’s tear,

And blights with plagues the Marriage

hearsc. .

Here we have the fear and the oppression
created by the metropolis, with its central
institutions of oppression, the Church and
the Palace, and its all too visible victims, the
child worker (the chimney sweep) and the
prostitute.

But Blake is saying more than that. He is
showing how the oppression is internalised
and made into an ideology (‘mind-forg'd
manacles’). He i1s also showing how the
instrument of oppression {the scldier}is him-
self a victim, Lastly, he 1s showing how mar-
riage and prostitution, far from being
epposites, are dialectically umted m their
common crigins in sexual oppression.

Sc what we see 1s more than just Blake
registering the oppression bred by war, We
see him understanding how people change
and are changed by their circumstances. In
Landon he showed how that process ended in
degradation.

In his later works, the Prophetic Boaks, he
attempted to see the same dialectical process,
leading away from degradation, oppression
and self-oppression to revolution and seif-
£mancipation.

It's here, however, that a real problem
arises. The Prophetic Books are confused and
difficult to understand, despite passages of
brilliant ¢larity. The confusion 1s partly
technical weakness; but it's partly because of
objective problems beyond his control. As
the radical culture of the 1790s was broken
by the hammmer biows of repression, Blake
was forced 1o retreat into a private world.
Lnable to say directly what he wanted to say,

I wander thro® each charier'd street,
Near where the charter’d Thames does

flow,
And mark 1n every face I meet
Marks of weakness, marks of woe.
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e
he invented mythical characters whose
meaning was necessanly obscure,

At the same time, he was a prisoner of the
traditton of revolt to which he belonged.
That tradiion, which went back 1o the
radical religious sects of the Puritan
Revolution 1n the 17th century, saw
liberation in essentially apocalyptic, end-ot-
the-world terms, the creation of a new
Jerusalem.

But since the real material force that could
deliver society from tyranny—the working
cluss—was sult in s infancy, the hopo
offered by this tradition rematned a utoplan
dream.

1t yielded Blake some brilliant dialectical
insights — ‘Without contrares 1s 0o
progression,’ he wrote -—— bul 1t was never
able 1o offer the solution to degradation that
he wanted. He wrote and rewrote the
Prophetic Books, with ever more complex
structurcs. But they remain, even those he
completed, baffling works.

Blake also saw the transition to large-scale
alicnated labour brought abour through the
wdr economy and the increasing applicatnion
of science and technology.

These were the “dark Satanic mills’—liter-
ally, thc war machinery. And Blake's
Jerusalem s not the religious hymn that
most of us have sung at one time or another,
but struggle and hberanon:

[t the slave grinding at the mill, run our
inte the field,;

Let him look up into the heavens and
laugh in the bright air;

Il.et the inchained soul, shut up in
darkness and 1in sighing,

Whose tace has never seen a smle in
thirty weary years,

Rise and look out: his chains are loose, his
dungecon doors are open,

And let his wife and children return from
the oppressor’s scourge.

Then all the slaves fromevery Earth in the
wide Universe

Sing a New Song, drowning contusion in
1its happy notes, a

r------——-—---—-—--—----
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Revamping

Capitalism

The Tories are destroying the
economy and the TUC and the
Labour Party must intervene to
protect the true interests of
British employers. That 1s the
message coming out loud and
clear from the TUC’s 1982
Economic Review, Programme
For Recovery, the most
miserable rag-bag of right wing
reformism to emerge even from
Congress House. Nigel Mason

takes a look at it,
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The TUC's approach 1s divided into two
parts, There is an orthodox reflationary
package of measures which, 1t claims, will
create 677,000 new jobs over the next year.
There is also a medium term strategy for
growth which aims to increase cutput by
nearly 22% over the next five years and
create an exira 4 million jobs.

Over the next twelve months the TUC
propose that £8.3 billion be injected into the
economy, mostly through public sector
capital investment, spending on education
and manpower training and a cut int the rate
of VAT from 15% te 12%%. Using the
Treasury's own forecasting model the TUC

EW:
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claim wonderful results in comparison to
current policies (see Box 1}.

Not bad for a year’s work. But the reality
lying behind these figures is much more
interesting, There would be an enormous
boost to company profits, presumably as the
carrot for private investment, and nearly all
the extra resources created by the reflation
would flow into public spending and private
investment. Total private consumption
wouid rise by only 1% and more than this
would be absorbed by the extra 677,000
workers and their dependants. Therefore,
the only way to prevent the continued fall in
the real take-home pay of those already
employed 1s through redisiribution away
from the upper classes but this doesn’t get a
look-in.

True, ‘Unequal Britain’ makes an
appearance in the penultimate chapter but
apart from arguments about the need for re-
duced working hours there 1s little of sub-
stance apart from the pious hope that more
growth will mean less inequality. This 1s not
an aberration or an oversight because when
your brief is the revamping of British capial-
ism you cannet then attack the power and
wealth of those classes who underpin it.
Falling real wages for the working class and
booming profits and the maintenance of the
privileges of the ruling class—that 1s the
unacceptable face of TUC Britain,

The medium term strategy is designed (o
address a projected job shortage of 4.9 mil-
lion by 1986. How much output has to grow
by in order to achieve this target depends on
what happens to productivity and hours of
labour and on this subject the Review is
amazingly confused. However, what appears
to be envisaged is that total output will rise
by 4% per annum over the five year period,
of which 3% comes from greater output per
hour and only 1% from an increase in the
total number of hours worked 1n- the
economy (see Box 2).

In order for this to be compatible with the
employment target the hours worked by the
average worker are assumed to fall by 2% per
annum through a shorter working week, longer
holidays and earlier retirement. Therefore,
two-thirds of the 3% per annum increase in
employment comes from shorter working
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hours and only one-third from an increase in
the actual hours of work performed in the
economy. The TUC prowvide no clues as to
how the employers are going to be brought
to agree to this and given that the strategy as
a whole resis on placating private interests it
is reasonable 1o assume that the employment
target will be another sacrifice on the altar of
private capital.

Even by the very weak critena of the alter-
hative economic strategy the TUC's pro-
gramme is hardly progressive. For example,
there is no longer any mention of an ex-
tension of public ownership or the use of
planning apreements—presumabtly, as Chve
Jenkins said recently, these issues of politics
will have to wait until later.

[t is really little more than a standard
Keynesian demand management package.
Now Keynesianism, which bas been the
ideology, if not always the practice, of
Government economic policymaking dunng
the post-War period down to 1976, funda-
mentally asscrts that it is possible for the
state to stabilise permanently capitalist
economies and generate long-term pros-
perity and high employment by the choice of
the appropriate set of economic policies.
Therefore, two aspects of Keynesianism are
absolutely central: first, the operation and
adjustment of the economy 18 regarded as a
rechnical issue not beset by any basic
economic, political or social contradictions;
and second, given that it focuses on State
policymaking it is nationafly based and
orented.

As regards the technical aspect, Len
Murray tells us in his ‘Foreward’ that the
‘people of Britian must not relapse into
despair about the possibility of the economic
system ever again producing a high level of
employment’ but nothing s subsequently
said about the nature of this ‘econcmi¢
system’. We are told that a ‘distinctive fea-
ture of our economy’ is vast concenirations
of power, in the city, multinational com-
panies and the government machine, which
have impeded previous attempis at planning.
In the future, however, we are assuted that
the trade union movement will act as a
counterbalancing force (despite being
currently unable to prevent mass
unemployment and falling living standards)
and the vast concentrations of power ment
no further mention, There are no capitalists
and workers in the TUC's world, just flows
of investment, consumption and
government spending in the channels of an
assumed national interest.

What there is instead is foreigners and us.
The international economy pays little or no
role in the TUC's thinking, there being no
comsideration of what forces lie behind the
current world recession and how ihis
impinges on the prospects for the British
economy, and even the issue of possible
retaliation against import controis receives
only one¢ sentence.

They have completely failed to grasp a
crucial tendency of advanced capitalism,
namely the increasing contradiction between
an economy organised on an international
basis and the continued political division of
the World into nation states. On the one
hand, this leads them to systematically
underestimate the role of the world economy
in the current British economic situation

‘have been very vocal

and, the other side of the same coin,
systematically overestimate the role of Tory
policies, offering as ‘proof® a pie chart which
merely restates their position. On the other,
it leads them to propoke national economic
solutions 1o problems which are highly inter-
nationalised. The enduring irony of this, of
course, is that the TUC, amongst others,
in dismissing
Thatcherism as the econemics of the nine-
teenth century but their quaint concept of a
world economy divided into national units 1s
essentially Victorian in structure and
relevance.

In fact, the world economy exists for the
TUC merely to be declared war on under the
guise of the need to ‘regulate disorderly or
distuptive trade flows’. Japan has
apparently replaced the EEC as public
enemy number one in the TUC's eyes and
they propose taking tough measures against
them. One of the justifications they use for
doing this is that it will allow discrimipation
in favour of imports from developing
countries.

The only problem is that in the next breath
they propose swingeing controls on virtually
all the manufactured commeodities, such as
textiles and electronics, which the Third

aim  of the

World has even the remotest chance of ex-
porting to Britain. They say that it is not
their intention to discriminate against the
developing countries but that is the in-
evitable result of their strategy. Presumably
they do not also intend to give encourage-
ment and succour to the forces of
nationalismn and chauvinism within British
society but, again, that is the inevitable resule
of their arguments for protection.

So Keynesianism is alive and kicking at
the TUC. And itis the working class who it is
preparing to kick. It was already mentioned
above what implications the TUC’s strategy
has for wages and profits initially.
Significantly, the Review 1s very quiet about
prices and incomes policy but the whole logic
of their strategy is te control the latter and
allow profits to expand in order to stimulate
private investment—to effectively control
prices in these circumstances would be
contradictory.,

Meanwhile, the trade union movement
would become much more closely incor-
porated within the structures of capitalist
society,

The TUC leaders hope to sit on
committees with the representatives of the
big concentrations of power whilst rank and
file workers have to accept wage cuts, speed-
up, redundancies, changes in working condi-
tions and the overall impact of the
rationalisation and restructuring necessary
for British capital to compete effectively on
the world market. Hard decisions indeed for
the TUC leaders.

Politically the TUC's sirategy represents a
disaster for the working class movement,
What it involves is that bosses and workers
should ally against the foreign enemy, es-
pecially the Japanese, thus preserving and
cementing the domestic status quo with the
rehabilitation of British
capitalism. What it fails totally to see is that
the current world recession and the specific
nature of British economi¢ decline 15 the re-
sult of the operation of capitalist compe-
tition internationally. The principal
characteristic of capitalism is the division
between those who own and control the
means of production and those who have to
work in order to earn a living and this plus
the anarchistic nature of competition world-
wide means that the system (s beset
pericdically by crises. Capital seeks to
resolve these crises by shifting the burden of
adjustment onto the working class and looks
for allies to help it do this—it has certainly
found a willing and trusty one in the TUC.

However, Len Murray is ‘right” about one
thing—we should not despair about
capitalism’s inability to generate high
employment but orggnise a movement 0
fight for a socialist society which can provide
a decent living for everyone. Such a
movement needs to be built in every
workplace in the country because it 15 only
there that ordinary working people have the
collective strength to fight the immense
concentrations of power that the TUC talks
of and ultimately wishes to ally with.
Socialists must have nathing to do with such
alliances because it is only by fighting and
defeating the power of capital and its state
that we can create the long-term full
empioyment and prosperity which are the
TUC's professed goais. O
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Every picture tells a different story

Political Graphics: Art as a weapon
Robert Philippe
Phaidon £25
The war in the Falklands was
distinguished for its skilful deploy-
ment of advanced insttuments of
high technology destruction. The
same¢ high technrelogy did not
extend to the reperting of it. For
what also distinguished the conflict
has been the use of some of the
crudest graphics and cartoons this
side of the First World War to
illustrate and justify the slaughter.
The main itmages people have of
this war are not grim newsreels that
we associate with the fighting in the
Lebanon, but glorious Boys Own
type illlustrations of brave Brits
wading into the cowardly foe and
little Union Jacks flying over large
scale maps of the Fatklands. From
the governments point of view it’s a
very desirable state of affairs. They
waged a war that for millions of
people actually looked like a game
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in which no one was hurt, becausé
no one was seen to be hurt.

I'm sure that many excellant
books are going to be written about
the media and its role in the
Falklands crists. I'm also sure that
many excellent books are going to
be written about the history of
political graphics generally. Robert
Philippe has written a book about
political graphics which is very
large, very expensive, beautifully
Hlustrated and deadly dull.

Robert Philippe was certainly
ambitious in his undertaking. He
starts from the political prints pro-
duced during the peasants war m
16th century Europe and doggedly
procedes to work his way towards
the protest posters that were pro-
duced duting the Vietnam war.

On his way he certainly covers a
lot of ground and cccasionly un-
earths some really interesting facts.
For example the 16th century artist
Albrecht Durer prepared a design
for a monument in homage to the
defeated peasants of the peasants
war of 1525. Not surprisingly the
monument was never built, doubt-
less Durer never expected it to be.
The book has many such stories in
it but they don’t go anywhere far

enough tomake the textcome alive.

Philippe was probably hoping
that the scale of his undertaking
and the mass of facts and detail he
includes would be sufficiently im-
pressive in themselves,

Unfortunately they aren’t but
what 15 particularly depressing
about the text is the brief, almost
dismissive, treatment he gives the
graphics  produced during the
pericds of the greatest social and
political upheavals of the early
twentieth century. Barely ten pages
are devoted to the First World War
when the propaganda ofiensive be-
tween nations reached a level 1t
hasn't matched tili the Falklands
Cr1515 NOW.

No serious attempt 15 made 10
analyse the pature and impiication
of the propaganda used. For ex-
ample several different army

recruitmeit posters are reproduced.
All of the examples are character-
ized by the fact that though they’re
produced by different countries, all
employ the same graphic device of
the index finger peinting directly at
the viewer. For Phillippe that alone
15 the interesting fact, yet surely the
most interesting thing about the
poster is the differences between
those who are doing the pointing.

The American poster uses a
mythical character as its recruiting
agent. Uncle Sam, American pat-
riotism personified, the represen
tative of an anonymous all-powertul
state calling directly to the American
gitizen to join the US army.

The British poster is slightly more
human. Lord Kitchener’s rather
than John Bull's face 1s used, though
John Bull recruitment posters were
printed. However the effect is the
same as the Uncle Sam poster.

Kitchener like Uncle 5am em-
bodies the idea of the all powerful
state {a curious image when you
think that the First World War was
supposedly  fought to  oppose
militaristic regimes). The message
that accompanies the image of bath
15 hkewise powerfully sumple and
direct.

“Your Country needs You'. It
doesn't say what for or for how
long. It's enough that it should say
you are needed. They are posters
put out by governments that are

absolutly confident of thew power
and authonity.

It was a confidence that wasn’t
going to survive the war. The war
and its horrors was to bring about
profound changes in attitude, both
in the rulers and the ruled. This
change in attitusde is reflected in the
German recruitment poster printed

a year after the war started.

Gone is the symbol of the all
powerful state, instead the person
doing the recruiting is an ordinary
soldier. Direct appeals 1o duty and
obedience no fonger hold up when
those you're being obedient to
aren’t delivering the victories they
promised.

It’s hard to have much faith in
the responsibility of a leadership
that has caused the death of hun-
dreds of thousands of soldiers to no
apparent purpose. 50 the appeal
now being exploited is a more subtle
mixture of guilt and comradeship.

The Falklands crisis was a brief
affair and the Tories didn’t have to
print recruitment posters. If they
had and The Sun and Daily Express
are anything to go by I wouln’t have
been too surprised to have seen one
identical to the Lord Kitchener one.
With Thatcher this time doing the
poiniing.

The Falklands crisis has shown
that crude images of patriotism and
self-sacrifice are as potent now as
they were some 70 years ago. It's a
sobering reminder of the state of
the class struggle in Britain today.

Peter Court

The other

wal'

Engineers at War 1939-1945
Richard Croucher
Merlin Press £4.80

Richard Crouchet has wriiten the
first serious Marxist analysis of the
subject, a book that will remain
essential reading for those interested
in the question of industnal re-
lations in the Second World War.
He shows the class war was not put
on ice for the duration. In 1944, a
total of 3,714,000 days were lost
through industnial disputes, more
than at any time for the previous 12
years. This happened despite jingo-
istic appeals to patriotism.

Strikers were depicted by poli-
ticians and the Press as either being
pro-Nazi or, at best, the unfortunate
dupes of sinister subversive agents.
These concocted stories stretched
credibility to the limit. Perhaps the
most fantastic came from Scottish
miners’ leader, Abe Moffat. In
September 1943, when 20 collieries
in Lanarkshire wereidle, he blamed
anarchists, Trotskyists and the
Duke of Bedford for causing the
stoppage.

Both Labour and Communist
Parties tried to restore imdustrial
peace, creating conditions of class
harmony where productivity would
rise, This book examines their role

fairly, and in detail. Where, in my

opinion, Richard Croucher’s work
becomes less satisfactory is when
he comes to consider the impact of
repressive legislation.

The State possessed an armoury
of 868 regulations, many deliber-
ately conched in vague, ambignous
terms, with which it tried to impose
its will. Workers were fined for
staying at home to care for sick
children, arriving at the factory late
because of a transport held-up, and

for not working with sufficient
enthusiasm.

In May 1945, Emmest Bevin, the
Minister of Labour, toid the House
that 18,436 persons had been con-
victed for absenting themselves
from work or being late without
reasonable cause; of whom 1,323
were imprisoned. Asked how many
employers had been convicted,
Bevin replied: ‘I would want notice
of that question’.

Trade unionists became in-
creasingly resentfui of the manner
wartime regulations operated,
making them weapons employers
could use against workers. Far from
cowering them into submission,
fines and imprisonment often re-
sulted in the downing of tools; pro-
duction ounly resumed once the
punishments had been waived.

Richard Croucher could, I think,
have dwelt a little more on these
victories. In a sense, the 1944
Tyneside Apprentices strike fell
into this category. Nationwide agi-
tation helped to secure the release
of the four imprisoned Trotskyists.
The dispute, as well as the ensuing
publicity, gave greater credibility
to the industrial activities of the
iL.P, RCP, etc. Moreover, the
strikers won what they came out
for - no apprentice was ever con-
scripted into the armed forces.

Attempts to contain the mount-
Ing opposition somelimes ran into
trouble. For example, when the
Amalgamated Engineering Union
leaders dectded {0 suspend the
Barrow District Committee for
backing a strike at Vickers’ ship-
yards, the Huddersfield District
Commitiee en bloc resigned in
protest. 'Wal Hannington, then
AEL national organiser, journeyed
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to Yorkshire to try and smooth
1t Over.

To his dismay. he d]bl:{)‘-fﬂ red the
District Committee solidly ILP. Tts
main spokesmen were the Warwick
brothers. They had been expelled
from the Communist Party in 1925,
charged with Trotskyism, largely
through the efforts of hatchet man
Hannington, and they were anxious
to even old scores.

The mdustrial unrest needs to be
seen in a wider context. In the ten

by-elections between 1939 and 1945,
the ILP secured an average of 25
per cent of the total vote, fighting
on a definite anti-war ticket. Many
socialist ideas were beginning to
gain a resonance within the class:
gontrols were imposed more rigor-
ously on labour than on capital;
profits of the arms manufacturers -
the ‘merchants of death’, as
Brockway called them — rose as the
soldiers fell; and firms continued to
honour trading agreements reached

Nuclear state power

Fuelling the Nuclear Arms Race
Sheila Durie and Rob Edwards
Plure £2.95

There are now a mass of books on
the market concerned with various
aspects of the nuclear threat. This
one, written by two leading mem-
bers of SCRAM (Scottish Campaign
t0 Resist the Atomic Menace —
whose office was recently fire
bombed} i1s certainly one of the
best.

It sets out to cover in a com-
prehensive way all the complexities,
back room dealing and secrecy that
mark the vital links between the
‘civil’ nuclear power industry and
the development of nuclear
weapons. [t is detailed, but quite
readable and has largely escaped
the trap of getting bogged down in
statistics and techaicalities™ that
might aid academic interest but
usually only obscures the essential
heart of the argument.

Within fifty days of office
Thatcher’s government had com-
mitted Britain tc a massive escal-
ation m both nuclear arms and
nuclear power stations. Whilst it
Wwas announcing ever more savage
cuts in all sections of public services
it was prepared to spend around £7
billion on Trident and £35 billion
on the Pressurised Water Reactor
programme. The needs of schools,
hospitals, the uwnempioyed could
not match the powerful combined
lobby of the nuclear industry,
Electricity Boards, multi-nationals,
senior¢ivil servantsand the military.

If anyone wants an example of
how parltament, as supposed guar-

dian of our ‘democracy’ is m fact
merely window dressing to the
powers of such mterests, then note
that in May 1979, after the PWR
disaster at Harrisburg, Tony Benn
(then Secretay of State for Energy)
asked that desipn work on the
British PWR be suspended. He was
told that he did not have that power.

Too many people in the anti-
nuclear movement seem to believe
that it i1s the technology of weapons
and power stations itself that is the
enemy. This book recopnises that
the technology is only the product
of a twisted society, ‘capitalist and
state-capitalist relations of produc-
tion are bound to lead to the intro-
duction of machines that depend
on the few controlling the many,
such machines in turn strengthen
existing inequalities’ (p.94}.

[t recogmises the need to build a
broad opposition in the comnmunity
(as with the 170 day occupation of
the CEGB site site at Luxilian,
Cornwall) to escape the middle-
class trendy 1ag.

The book does not, however,
make the logical next step in recog-
nising that, as this is a political issue
it has to be fought politically - not
relving on gentle lobbying of MPs
who have sold us out in the past,
present (where is that ‘inveterate
peace-monger Michael Foot now!)
and likely future — but in dirgct
industrial action. Despite this
criticism on  tactical analysis,
however, this book is essential
reading for anyone interestec in the
workings of the nuclear state.
Malcolm Atkin

- A missing service

Know how to find out vour
rights
Grainne Morhy
FPluto £3. 93
There is an industry aimed at
helping people to survive con-
temporary Britain., One of the
failures of pubhc libraries to adjus
te providing a public information
service has led to a plethora of
Citizens Advice Bureaux, Rights
Centres, community information
centres and such like. With people
10 staff them.

And along with the centres has
grown a literature and a body of
knawledge. This book is a directory

of the major sources, divided into
socidl security, Immigration, sex,
women, family, housing, money,
consumer rights, health, retirement,
pahice, law, chuldren, cmployment,
Ccampalgning,

It follows the work of the
commumity mformation  project,
funded by the British Library, and
15 intended mainly for people who
work 1 community inlormation,
But as the author pownts odt, most
of the references will date quickly,
as will this one,

What [ think is missing 15 the
recognition that most community
information work actually involves

with their German counterparts.

British fighters in the Battle of
Britain had inferior bullet-proof
glass to the Messerschmitts becanse
the Germans had the patent nights,
Simnilarly, German tanks had greater
speed and mobility because the
lightest metal ~ beryllium — was
used in their manufaciure but could
not be used in British tanks for the
Samme reason.

As facts like these became more
widely known, disenchantment in-

of 1918-1923, and
because of defeat in
Germany, Russia fell
into the isolation
‘that gave Stalin
his road to power.

L0ST”

REVOLUTION

Revolutions that are defeated are soon forgotten.
Yet of all the upheavals after the First World War,
it was the events in Germany that prompted
British prime minister Lloyd George to write:

“The whole existing order, in its political, social
and economic aspects, is questioned by the masses
from one end of Europe to the other.” Here was a
great revolutionary upheaval, in an advanced
industrial society, and in Western Europe,
Without an understanding of its defeat, the great
barbarisms that swept Europe in the 1930s cannot
be understood — for the swastika first entered
modern history on the uniforms of the German
counicer-revolutionary troops

creased until a large proportion of
the population, although not having
clear and definite ideas, neverthe-
less wanted to see a fundamental
change in British society, It is one
of the irontes of history that it was
because this feeling was so intense
and widespread that a Labour
Government was elected — and
because a Labour Government was
elected that the fundamental

change did not take place.
Ray Challinor

Germany 1918 to 1923 byChris Harman

Published October 1

336 pages £4.95

Special pre-publication offer

® 3 (plus £1 postage) for orders received before
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knowing people and organisations
rather than beoks, What would
have been really interesting would
have been a guide to the work of the
important groups, then to their
publications rather than the other
way round. But in what it covers, it
does it well,

The more general pointisthat the
development of community
information, vnecontrolled,
vanderfinanced, understaffed, really
needs to be part of the library
service. Peaple need to be trained in
how to help themselves, and 1o find
out that information isn't enough.
Onee yor know something you
need to be able ta organise ta bring
it about.

John Lindsay

g
in our nexst tisue we hope to review
three new titles which will be of in-
terest to our readers. On the Eve of
917 (Allison and Busby £4.95) is
the memoirs of Bolshevik organiser
Alexander Shlyzpnikov during the
First World War. Pluto have puh-
lished an interesting selection of
Chinese dissident writings Wild
Lifies Polsonous Weeds (£4.95).
There is also a new edition of
Maxime Rodinson’s standard
history  [srael and the Arabs
(Penguin £3.50)

The publishing industry seems to
be peanng usell wp for the an-
niversary of Marx’s death next vear.
Harvester promise us a four volume
History of Marxism, The first
volume Marxism in Marx's Day,
edited by Eric Hobsbawm is, at £30,
the mosl expensive book on
Marxism we've Come across yet.

Unfortunately, it is not the best.
Some of the essays—especially
Dawvid Mclellan on the materialist
conception of hislory—are very
pood. Bul all are meant for other
scholars, rather than for active
socialists.

Prisoner without @ name, cell with-
out @ number (Penguin £1.25) 15 the
auto-biographical account of the
mprisonment of the former editor
ar Argentina’s La Opinion Jacobo
Timerman, Tt s a very powerful des-
criptton of torture bul won't tel
you much about the overall
political situation in Argentina
today.

Apainst Biological Determinism
and Tewards a Liberarory Biology
are two interesting collections of
essays an the faults and history of
miclogical determinism. Edited by
Steven Rose, they are published by
Allison and Busby at £4.60 each.
Unfortunately they often suffer
from an obscure and academic style
despite the contmbutors’ declared
intentions.

There has been a deluge of baoks
about the nuclear teérror 1n the last
two years. Yet another 15 Mary
Kalder and Dan  Smith (eds)
Disarming Europe (Merhn £3,60),
This is a collection of worthy essays
giving many facts and figures on he
arms race in Europe. However it
backs a clear perspective as to how
best they can be opposed.

Seaching in the margins

Herbert Marcuse and the Art of
Liberation

Barry Karz

Verse £4.50

This thorough and well-
documented book provides a wei-
come intellectual biography of one
of the major Marxist thinkers of the
twentieth century.

Barcry Katz exhibits an
enthusiasm for his subject that is
perhaps not critical enough in
places. He skates over Marcuse’s
retreat from the radical pohtics of
revolutionary Berhin, and his
service within the US Intelligence
Apencies during and after the
Second World War.

Marcuse sprang into public
prominence in the late 1960s as the
philosopher-prophet of the revelu-
tionary student movement. This
earned him the wrath ot the right;
the then-governer Reagan declared
him unfit to teach while others went
further, threatening his life.

Paradoxically the book which
made him famous One Dimenxional
Man, was notortously pessimistic in
its analysis, describing a capitalism

which had integrated and disarmed
the force 1o which generations had
looked for radical change the
traditional waorking class.

Anxious 10 find a force which
could bring about socialism he
discovered the New Left, the radical
movement of the sixties. Their
emphasis on sexual liberation hitted
in well with Marcuse’s attemplts to
marry Marx znd Freud.

In Eros wnd Civilisation he had
linked Marx and Freud to found a
notion of change based upon the
explasive, revolutionary potential
of the instincts of human beings.

The real value of the boak lies in
the derailed account it pives of
Marcuse's eacly development. The
themes which were to remain the
main focus of his work were first
elaborated in a perind of defeat.

Adter the defeal of the German
Revolution of 1919 Marcuse broke
with all political activity and re-
treated into unmiversity studies, Like
many erstwhile Marxsts of the
period he looked outside of the
working class movement for a
critique of society; to the aesthetic

realm ol the ‘artst novels® of
Thomas Mann, to the philosophy of
Hegel, and Heidegger, and to the
critical theory of the Frankfurt
School.

Such a perspective was bound to
lead to a  pessimistic outlook
because 115 relationship to  the
reality of building farces to win
socialism was 50 tenuous. Marcuse
cauld do little more than cast
around the margins of socety,
among the lumpenproletanat, in an
altempt to fFind potentially
revalutionary forces.

We can see how Marcuse came 1o
this view, he had witnessed the
defeat of the German waorking class
and the passivity ol Lhe pst-war
Amencan working class. But he
over-emphasised the abitity of
capitalism to sabisfy needs.

The re-emerpence of economc
¢risis has proved him wrong on this
score. But if we recognise this we
can learn much from Marcuse's in-
sights Intoc the way capitalism
maintains its ideological rule. Barry
Katz's book 1s a welcome contribu-
tion to this task. Steve Perking

LETTERS

Badly flawed
argument

Lindsey German's teview of Sweer
Freedom (Socialist Review B2:5)
falis mto the smug trap of wnting
off all women's struggles with the
‘economic class politics’ analysis
which only tells half the story.
Patriarchy 15 not merely a by-

product of capitalism-—they both -

exist semi independently and they
both oppress women, Though you
are right to point out that Coote
and Campbell's ‘men are the only
enemy’ type reformism is leading
women up 4 blind alley, the SWP
myth that a socialist revolution wili
automatically emancipale womenis
as badly flawed as the authors” own
arguments.

Patniarchy imposes a set of roles
and values upon women; although
overthrowing capitalism will bring
the means of production under
woTkers' control, sexual roles will
persist  unless work is done
beforehand to change sexual
attitudes and values. Most men
(including ‘socialists’) accept and
perform their patriarchical
oppresstve roles, and even those
who give some measure of equality
to women 1n relabionships often use
a woman's guilt feclings about
sexual equality 1o manipulate or
control a relaticnship.

Perhaps more importantly, most
women  accepl  unequal  social/
sexual relationships. There 15 a need
to raise people’s conscicusness so
that women can {ight economic
AND sexual oppression, and this
can be achieved conly by arguing

34 Socialist Review

revolutionary socialist politics as
well as revolutionary feminist
sexual politics.

Sadly, the (male dominated)
SWP shuns the latter. Well, after
all, a cover on women's sexual
equality wouldn’t sell many SW'sor
SK's to the lads down at
Longbridge — so instead the SWP
caters its politics to the
predomnately male shop floar,
Cartoons appear in Seocialist
Worker which portray the man as
‘the worker’ or ‘the breadwinner’,
and the women as the worker’s wife.

The ‘Where We 5Stand’ column,
which presents SWP ideas, donates
a token half sentence to the struggle
for women's social eguality
hardly adequate consideration fora
form of oppression which
systematically discriminates against
half cur population.

We must work to build a party
which promaotes sexual liberation as
well as economic hiberation. Only
then will ferninists reject bourgeois

Price 20p

WoORKE

ForWorkers Power AND INTERNATIONAL SociaLism

Monthly paper of the Socialist Workers
Movement. Latest issue includes articles on
De Lorean The fight against the anti-
abortion referendum Southern lreland—

No longer a neo- colony
Contact PO Box 82, London E2

reformism and turn to the ‘revoalu-
tionary party.” I} Rommer
East Birmingham

Analysing Oi

Fiynn the skinhead hero of OV for
Englund may well have been the
‘rebel without the correct analysis’
that & Wells called him. But what of
5 Wells a case perhaps of a rebel
with too much analysis.

So what is i? At the end of his
article Wells says it’s a label devised
by the music press lor skinhead
punk music. Prior to that he has
akso said that Ot is both ‘political
and ‘apolitical’ and that *Qi1 has
fought so hard to escape any
political pigeonhole that it's not lefi
with much option apart from
Bushell's ‘I'm a patriotic socialist’,

The same could be said for S
Wells, he fights 50 hard to escape
saying anything dogmatic he ends
up saying virtually nothing at ail.
Peter Leeds, Wood Green
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Getting away from it all

Whether you're basking in the sun in Bemidorm or
shivering in the rain in Margate, the summer holidays mean
you have more time than usual. Pete Goodwin thinks thus
provides the opportunity to do some serious reading, and

offers some suggestions.

Scrious doesn’t mean painful. Let's
start with tour revolwonary classies,
each of very manageable length.
cach of which tells vou an enormous
amournt about our tradinon., but
each of which 15 above all a very
gxciting read.

Teamster Rebellion Hy  Farrel
Dobbs (£2.75 plus 40p post) 16 the
stary of the Minneapohs teamsters
strike of 1934 wold by one of the
Trowskysl mihitants who orgamsed
it. Lenin’s Moscow by Alfred
Rasmer (£2.95 plus 3p post) 1s a
personal  account of the early
Communist International. Reval-
ution and Counter-revolution in
Spain by Felix Morrow (£2.25 plus
Mlp post) devastatingly untangles
the lost revolutionary opportunitics
of the Spanish Civl War. And Ten
Days That Shook the World by Johin
Reed (£1.93 plus 40p post) more
than deserves the new best seller
status that Keds has given (L.
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[ intentionally describe cach of
these books us of ‘manageable
length’, but actually summer holi-
tays are & time when yvou can have
a g at a baok whose length would
daunt you from even starting it at
uny other time. Here are five real
heuvyweiehts, any one of which
May sUTPrise vou by just how much
you manage to get through — very
cnjoyably!

The History of the Russian
Revolution by Leon Trowky (£7.95
plus £1.20 post) s & masterpiece. [t
not only gives you 4 blow by blow
picture of how a revolution is made
but practicaily every other chapter
turns oul lo be an essay on one or
another aspect of marxist theory.
fsaac  Deutscher’s biography of
Trotsky  also makes absorbing
reading. It's 1o three volumes: The
Prophet Armed (£4.50), The
Prophet Unarmed ({345 The
Prophet Quteast (£4. 50 {70p post
on each volume). Lach volume can
be read on its own,

The same goes for Tony Chif's
tour volume iography of Lenin L.

ECLFF LMITES and THEODRY
A HISTRAY I JERY -
FRACTICAL TERMT ?

Building the Parly (1870-1914)
(£2.50), 2. All Power to the Soviets
(1914-1917) (£2.50), 3. Revalution
Besieged (1917-19200 ¢£2.50) 4, The
Bolsheviks and World Revoelution
(1920-19280 {£4.530} (73p post on
each volume). Read separately or
together they are an encyclopedia
of revolutionary theory, with the
i1dded banus of that Chif wnites on
theory and history in very practical
leTTS.

And twe heayyvwerpghts oon
Britain. Yvonne Kapp's Eleanor
Marx (£7.95 for tweo volumes pius
£1.40 posi—an amazing bargain!)is
1 lot more than a biography. [t also
provides fascinating snapshots of
ninetegnth century socialist and
working class politics. The Making
of the Fnplish Working lass 5
Folward Thowpsan (8495 pluys Jfp
post) must be the most compeling
book cver written on a shice of
British history.

The vpporiunity summer hoh-
days £ive for reading means that
there 15 a strong temptation to use
them to mug up on something you
have always intended to read about
but never seem to have had the

chance. Don't resist it.
If vou have never read a complete

book by Marx or Lenin, why not
have a go this summer. Try Marx
and Engels, The Communist
Manifesto (30p pluy 25p post),
Engels Socialism Utopian and
Scientific (50p plus 23p post),
f.enin, State and Revolution (50p
plus 253p post), ot Lenin Left Wing
Communism: an infantile disorder
(30p plus 23p post}t. All are short,
all are easy to getinto, s¢ don't be
imtimidated. And one other short
classic well worth a summer read 15
Rosa Luxemburg, The Mass Strike
(Y0p plus 23p post).

Or1, f vou have always felt that
you should know everything there
15 L0 know about that crucial aspect
of SWP theory, state capitalism,
then why not take one of these on

holiday with you? State Capitalism
in Russia by Tony CHff (£1.00 plus
Stp posr), Bureaucracy and Revo-
lution in Eastern Europe, by Chris
Harman (£2.50 plus 30p post), The
Mandate of Heaven — Marx and Mao
in Modern China by Nigel Harris
(£4.25 plus 50p post).

Or you might take the summer
opportunity to polish up on a few
other subjects. John Molymneux's
Marxism and the Party (£2.50 plus
4ty post) s excellent.  Raiph
Milliband s Parliamentary Socialism
(£3.60 plus 60p post) is still a Teal
cve opener on the Labour Party.
And if you feel Marxsi Economics
s an embarrassing gap o your
knowledge, why not try  Leéo
Huberman's Man’s Worldly Groods
FEES sy S3p poedys WTITIRRD
the ‘3051t has one appalling chapter
called "Russia has a plan!” but the
rest 15 magic.

And while on the subjegt of
Marx's cconomics it you know a bit
already then siretch your mind by
reading  Chry Harman's  four
4ruicles on the crisis in International
Socialism (nos 9, 11, 13 fafl £1.25
each) and 16 (£1.30) (I0p post on
PUcht issue).

O1 course you will leel 4 lot sater
embarking on any of these projects
if vou also take a good novel or two
with you. Here are five blockbusters
on which 1'd almost offer a money-
pack - 1 - not - absoclutely -
enthratled guarantees.

Germinal by Emile Zola (£1.95
plus Hip post) really stuns you with
the bhitterness of class struggle in
nineteenth century France. The
Grapes of Wrath by John Steinbeck
(£1.95 plus 40p posr) does a similar
job tor  depression Amernca.
Another Amencan socalist classic
is The Jungle by Upton Sinclair
(£{.530 plus 35p post). Strumpet City
by Jumes Plunken (£1.95 plus 40p
posthis setin the Dublin of Connolly
and Larkin, And Nostroma by
Joseph Conrad (£1.25 plus 35p post)
may be written by a tairly reaction-
ary author but pives 4 portrayal of
imperialistn i Lattn Amenca of
which any Marxist would be proud.

Cood reading. There s no evi-
flence that socialist literature in any
way diminishes your suntan.

All boaks on s page can be
obrained from Bookmarks, 265
Seven Sisters Rd, London N¥ 2D F.
Muaximum postage needed, if order-
g several hooks, is £/ 40
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At the beginning of July, 1789, it seemed to
many educated and enlightened people that
a completely peaceful and bloodless revo-
lution had taken place in France.

The representatives of the old feudal
‘order of society’ — the clergy, nobilty and
commoners — summoned by the King in
May, had peacefully transtormed them-
selves into a National Constituent Assembly.
They had declared the sovereignty of this
Asscembly and announced their deter-
mination to proceed with enlightened reform
of the laws and institutions of France.

An English observer wrote home in June
that ‘the crisis now seems 10 be over, and the
revolution complete’. He was wrong: the
real revolution had not even begun. It began
on 14 July with the storming of the Bastillc
by the people of Paris.

A peacetul revolution carried out by ¢n-
lightened representatives passing resolutions
in the dignifed surroundings of Versailles
was not possible. The financial bankrupcy
of the Crown, which had led to the sum-
moning of the three “orders’, was only a
reflection of the total bankruptcy of the state
and the old feudal society. The prablem
could not be resolved without the destruc-
tionr of that state and society, and the for-
cible removal of the old, noble ruling class.

In town and countryside 1 the summer of
1789, people were starving and out of work.
The state was incapable of dealing with the
economic crisis, which was caused not only
by the recent bad harvests and trading de-
pression, but by long-term inflation, the im-
povenshment of a peasantry still burdened
with paying feudal dues 1o their landlords,
and the increasing exploitation of poor
craftsmen and wage labourers by wealthy

capitalists,

Already inthe Spring there had been food
riots, as the price of bread soared.

In the countryside, bands of wandering
destitute people were already roaming
around, terrorising the peasants as much as
the landlords. Rumours began to spread of
an aristocratic plot to destroy peasants crops
and small property using hired brigands.

While the poorcried for bread and justice,

JULY
1789

the property owners howled for protection.
In the long run, both could not be satisfied.
But for the time being, it was absolutely
ciear thatthe monarchy couldsatisfy neither.

At Versailies, the King and his nobles
were playing for time. The roval troops,
mostly foreign mercenaries, were being
brought up to surround Paris. On 11 July,
the King felt strong cnough to dismiss the
popular minister Necker, 2 Swiss banker,
imposed on him by the National Assembly.

The city of Pans promptly erupted. On
the afternoon of 12 July, demonstrators
clashed with the roval cavalry in the Tuilenes
Gardens. On the night of 12-13 July, crowds
burned down the hated customs posts around
Paris which kept the price of grain and other
necessities artificially high. That same night,
Parisian monasteries werc ransacked for foed
and arms, and the raiding of gun shops and
swordsmiths began.

Fearful of the excuse this might give the
king to bring in his troops, the bourgeois
committee of Electors of Paris formed
themselves Into a permanent municipal
government next day, and resolved to arm
the more respectable citizens as a ‘bourgeons
militia’ to keep order in the city as well as
detend it trom attack. The unemployed, the
homeless and most wage carners were to be
excluded and disarmed. But crowds besieged
the Town Hall where the Committee was
meeting., demanding arms and gunpowder.
On the morning of 14 July. a spectacular
raid was made on the Hotel des Invalides, a
barracks across the Seine. Over thirty
thousand muskets were removed, along with
five cannon, which later in the day were set
up outside the Bastille.

The Bastille was a forrmdable fortress, a
prison and a powerful symbol of royal
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tyranny. Though there were onily seven
prisoners in it at the time, anyene could still
be sent there by the dreaded lertre de cachet,
a secret and unchallengeable royal wasrant.

The crowds on the morning of 14 July,
however, wanted the gunpowder that was
stored in the Bastille. While messengers from
the Committee of Electors were negotiating
inside, the governor, De Launay, fired on
the pecople who had let down the drawbridge
and filled the inner courtyard.

Many of the crowd were already armed,
and they were reinforced by a spontancous
mobilisation of the militia and by mutineers
from the French (GGuards, the native section
of the elite royal troops. Within hours, the
Bastille had falllen and De Launay (together

with the official who had refused to distribute
arms from the town hall the day before) was

put to death.

The fall of the Bastille was the beginning
of the destruction of the royal, absolutist
state, the necessary step without which the
enlightened resolutions ¢of the Assemnbly at
Versailles were meaningless. It was the
bepinning of the transter of power from one
class to another.

After 14 July, things began to move very
guickly indecd. Towns all over France
followed the example of Pans and com-
mittees of the local bourgeoisie seized
control from the roval officials.

In the countryside, the ‘Great Fear” of an
alliance between nobles and brigands spread
like wildfire, and since the brigands did not
matenalise the peasants attacked the nobles,
destroying the records of hated feudal dues
and burning down spiendid chateaux when
they met resistance. Since many landlords
were not nobles but bourgems, the towns
organised their own ‘defence’ against the
peasants. |

On 4 Augustin the Constituent Assembly,
teudalism was declared abolished, thoughin
such a way as to preserve other propersty
rights unscathed. By the end of the year, the
official power of the Church had been des-
troyed and church lands declared national
property.

Power had passed into the hands of a new
class, the bourgeoisic.

The poor and propertyless had fought —
had sacnificed their lives outside the Bastille
and elsewhere — for bread and justice. What
they had got was the replacement of the rule
of the King and nobles by the rule of the
property owners: the bourgeois merchants,
manufacturers and landlords.

Throughout the revolution, the poor and
propertyless went on starving and sacrificing
their lives to defend the new state. For the
bourgeoisie often faltered, stumbling
through constitutional monarchy in 1790-%1
and a hesitant Republic in 1792-3 before
power passed to their most radical and deter-
mined section, the Jacobins.

At every stage, it was the working people
of Pans who, as in July 1789, provided the
vanguard, stormed palaces and assemblies,
fought reactions and saved the revolution.

The fall of the Bastille has remained a
symbol of many things — of the armed revo-
lutionary people, of the destruction of
tyranny, and ofthe growing French national-
ism that defended its results. It 1s also, how-
ever, a svmbol of the rich riding to power on
the backs of the working people. For that
was the outcomne of July, 789,

Norah Carlin




