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NEWS & ANALYSIS: The economy

For the last few months, each
announcement of the rate of
inflation has been greeted in the
press as a major cause for
celebration. Sue Cockerill looks
at the realty.

Unemployment 1s at record levels, but in-
Hation is at 115 lowest [or len years. so
TECOVErY 15 ON the way ~ s0 goes the message.
The Tories have no other signs of ¢cconomic
SUCCess to point 1o, so they are making the
most ot this one.

For the last decade “the fight against in-
Nution” has been (e justification tor attacks
on wages and public spending by both
Labour and Tory governments. Inflation
must be beaten in order to make Britain
competitive in the world — the argument has
been the sume, through the Social Contract
and monctarisin,

Although now Labour ieaders argue that
the price in terms of unemployment is too
high, they are caretul Lo stress that their
plans for cconomic espansion won't cduse
inflation.

Both Labour and Tory accept that wage
rises cause inHation: both argue that govern-
ment policy 1s decisive in controlling it.

S50 — first of all, what is happening to
inflation? Does it mean the Tories” policies
are working? Who does falling inflation
benefit?

Inflation falling

Inflattion &5 talling. There are vanous
different measures of price levels, but the
ance which 15 most olten referred to 15 the
Retail Price Imdex. This is calculated by
collecting price information on a range of
poods and services, and  adjusting, or
weighting them., by the patterns of ex-
penditure of consumers. The objection to
this measure is that 1t can understate changes
in the cost of living for people on low in-
comes. who spend a higher proporton of

What does inflation mean?

their money on essentials — tood. fuel, rent,

The Tones themselves objected to it for
different reasons. Since they themselves
cantributed to the rise in the RPI by putting
up VAT and nationalised industry prices,
and because they wianted to undermine the
practice of linking wage demands to the RPI,
they came up with something called the Tax
and Prices Index.

They claimed that by cutting direct tax-
atton. they would be increasing the money
people had in their pockets, and the new
Index would reflect a truer picture. The
trouble was the TPIL soon started to rise even
tuster than the RPI, so it was quickly for-
gotten aboul.

Recent figures on the ettect of the Tornes
on people’s tax burden show that the position
has stayved the same tor middle level earners
and got worse for the low paid. The only
people wha have benehtied are very high
earners.

But although the Tories have messed
about with statistics generally {especially on
unemployment). including recently abolish-
g the special indices on the cost ol living in
[London — to discourage London weighting
claims — the current downward trend in in-
Hatton 1s undeniabie,

All the signs are that it won't last. The
average torecast for mfation next vear s
6. 5%, but most forecasters are agreed thatat
15 ltkely to fali to aboul five per centin the
first halt ot the vear. and then start to rise
apain. perhaps reaching ten per centin [954,
That ts why some stockbrokers are advising
the Tomes to po for a spring election.

Failing inflatton may by claimed as a
success by Thatcher but the reality 1s
dilferent. When they won the election, the
Taories said that the money supply was crucial
ter their anti-intlation pohcy. and there would
be a nime-lag belore 1t ook effect. They
then utterly failed to contral the money
supply in the first ¢ighteen months,

That ought 1o mean rocketing inllation.
We hear o lot less about sterling M3 these
davs, but a lot more about wages. Even
here, most workers who have remained in
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work have mamtained their real wages
through most of this government. At the
same time, mass unemployment his meant
that overall the government hasn't been abie
to cut ity own spending in line with i3
monelarist theories,

[nflation has been dropping not Just n
Britain but throughout the advanced western
cauntrics, certainly over the last six months.
Partly that 15 beciuse companies fiave nol
been able to put prices up i an artempt to
maintain their profit levels as they did in the
past — the recession 1 too deep. Partly it s
due to the dramatie faill in world commodity
prices — lood. metals and other raw
materials. and even tucls.

Eor the countrics in the third world.which
produce these commaodities, the snuation 15
disastrous. The relatuon between what they
recetve for these exports and what they pay
for imports 1s worse than it has been since
1950,

And that Teads to the guestion of who
benetits (rom fulling inflanon? Because the
capitalist svstem s international, talling
commodity prices present problems fot
western capatalists too, especially for the
hanks. If the income to commuodity pro-
ducing countries is falling, they have more
and more ditficulty paving the interest on
their cnornious debts to the western banks,

Real interest

The problem of debt in i peniod of dis.
infation 1s 4 general one which has been a
major concern of bourgeots cconomists
lately. When inflation is rising. the real
burden of debt 15 reduced vear by year.
Thougeh interest rates have been higher tn
the last decade than hetore. they have in
real terms been negative for long pertods of
time. Now that inflation is falling. companies
(#and countries) have found themse lves pay-
mg quite hgh real interest at a tme when
recession 18 hitting them in other wavs.

Some far-sighted people can also think ot
other wuays in which lower imflation can
causc problems for the capitalist class. A
columunist in the Financial Times recently
pomnted out that it could muke wages difficult
to cut!

‘While there have been examples m the

UK and US of workers taking pav cuts in

nonmil terms, these have been rire and

confined Lo companies able to threaten
closure or wholesale sackings convine-
ingly. The lesson seems to be that em-
ployees can be persuaded o accept a4 pity
cut in real terms. but there 15 4 great deal
maore stickiness over nomimal redugtions

LN basic pay.’

[{infation is ten per cent, workers can be
persuaded o take a five per cent rise. It
intlation is one per cent, {ew will accept tour
per cent fesy cash in their wape packers.

A tar as the working class s concerned,
talling intliation v hardly o cause tor re-
joicing. Those who have suffered most from
rising  prices - penstoners and the un-
employved — will only stand to gaun as a result
of strugele by the employed. And while thosy
workers with some power have been able 1o
maintain their hving standards so fur. the
recesston has opened up more divesions
the class which have (0 be overcome, O
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NEWS & ANALYSIS: The World economy

L

While Tory ministers pray daily for an end to the world recession,
they not oniy have no idea of what causes it, nor of when it will
end: Nigel Harris, author of a new book, Bread and guns, shortly
to be published by Penguin, analyses the state of the world
economy and indicates likely medium-term future developments.

1982 was the grimmest vear so lar in what
will son be a full decade of world economic
stagnatuon. It scemed last winter that the low
point must have been reached—"upturn’ just
round the corner was the tavourite comtort
of Ministers. Even as late as July, the ORCD
{the club ot advanced industrial powers)
predicted a 2.25 percent rate of growth for
the full year. But the prospect of upturn
retecated like a nurage. The strategles—
meluding monctarism—could no longer be
justilied without revival, and taded. Al the
sacrifices made because growth was just
round the corner, became just sacrifices,
selt-flagellation to ensure the survival if not
prosperity, ot capital.

The revised cstmates tor the growth of

gross products in the OECD group for 1982
now range from - to +% percent. For 1983,
a rate of growth 15 proposed of 'S w2

Socialist Review January 195]

percent, and for 1984, 2! to 3. However,
there 15 no more assurance than before that
these figures will remain irm—they will
possibly shrink, the closer we get.

[n any case, whatever the figure, evervone
freely admits it will not aftect
unegmployment. Unemployment in Europe
will increase by one mulhion every six months
up to 1984, The OFCPH Outlook notes:

‘It 15 not clear on present trends and
policies, that the prospects for Europe
would improve thercatter. Unemploy-
ment 1n Europe has risen every year since
the first oit shock in 1973-74°

And for the OECD group as a whole,
unemployment should reach 35 million by
1985, or 84 percent of the labour torce (as
apainst 5% percent tn 1979).

Customarily. it 1s assumed that a failure to
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revive in the OFCD group 1s the stalling ot
the ‘engine of world growth’, which, inather
words, implies that the world profit rate s
primatily detetermined m this group. The
rate will not rise despite the vears ol
ransacking the ‘tactors of production’, as
represented in the level of unemployvment, of
bankruptcies and the reduction in the
capacity of industry. The desiructon s stull
not encugh; the great overhang of decaving
capital still holds down the profit rate. The
longer this persists, the more stagnation
spreads outwards [rom the oldest heavy
incdustry Lo the newest, irom there (o the
newest growth industries, trom the
geographical heartlands of the system in
Europe and North America to those areas
that continue to expand. Even as late as
1981, Mexico had a growth ratc of over
percent, down in 1982 1o possibly 3 percent.

The mechanism for the spread of contrac-
tion is seen through trade. The OECD
markels are the largest in the world, taking
some two thirds of world exports. As those
markets contract, the demand for the
exports of other areas [alls, inflicting
contraction upon them. The export revenue
carncd by the Third World fell by 340 billion
between 1980 and 1982, hoth because
markels contracted and because commaodity
prices collapsed. Payments made by the
Third World to service medium and long
term debt increascd in the same two years by
$37 hillion. That turnaround of $77 bilion is
sutticient to end much of the growth that has
persisted.

Activity continues

However, the picture 15 much more
complicated than this. Slow or negative
growth should not conceal that rapid
reshuffling of activity continucs—between
different sectors {say. industry and services),
industries, tvpes of operation {black and
white economies; large scale girect
production and subcontracted or cottage
production) and geographical area. Even
within countries the picture 15 mixed—
between the devastation of (he north of the
United States and the southern States, bet-
ween Glasgow and Slough. Slump dees not
depress all activitics equally; 1t discriminates,
forcing some activities to  grow
disproporticnately. Tn the deepest slump,
some activitics boom—-even 1f it 18 only scrap
dealing, pawnbroking, second hand clothes.

Since a country 1s an arca providing the
basis for the productien ol a umque
combination of output and services, the
cffect of slump will vary according to the
commoaodity composition of national output.
The OECID markets as a whole may
stagnate. but some sectors will grow rapadly.
For example, since 1973 the demand for cars
in the Linited States has stagnated, but the
demand lor small cars soared—favouring
those countrics specialised in manufacturing
small cars {(Japan and Europe).

[ndced, some of the processes of change
are accelerated by slump. as capital 1s ob-
heed to redouble eflorts to search out lower
cost opportunitics as the condition of
survival. A morc ¢laborate division of labour
results, Quite often the statistics do not
permit us L0 detect the processes, for they are

4

perverse

As markets contract, the demands
for the exports of other areas
falls, inflicting contraction on
them.

organised to exhibit national shares of some
crude output. For example, US statsnes
rccord  only ‘domestic production”  and
“imports’ of tyres, as if all tyres were mter-
changeable: 1n fact, the US manutactures
heavy, special duty and arcraft tyres,
makes and imports from Europe vchicle
lyrcs, 1mports entirely bicvele and motor
cycle tyres from the Third World. 1" the
cffect of slump is to contract the capital
goods induostries (using heavy and special
duty tyres)butexpand the use of bicycles and
motor cycles, then it s clear how contraction
in the US can produce a boom-—or at least,
growlth—in these parts of a Third World
country producing light tyres. Thus, thedea
of the industriatised countries as an ‘engine
of growth” to the world s not atall a stmple
aonc—the eflects ol the relationship can be
(slump producing boom, not
slump).

It is this reshuftling of a more claborate
division of labour that underhies the ditfercnt
growth performance of the world since the
first stump (1973-74}. There are at 1he
moment four rough types, identified geo-
graphically although in practice each type 15
represented somewhere 1n the other three:

1) the “Atlantic economy’ (Western Europe
and North America), the original ‘engine of
growth™ ot the world system. 1t 15 here that
we ¢can speak most accurately of the two
slumps and Intervening stagnation.  In
refarive terms, the devastation of this drea as
the result of the last ninc years has been most
extreme, particularly in its core mdustrial
regions, although the scale of sheer
impoverishment still does not mateh that 1in
parts of the Third World {but the seasonal
featurcs on the scale of homelessness,
absolute destitution, suggest the T'irst World
15 catching up with the Third).

11} The effects of the second slump from
1981 have been to drag down a major part ot
the high growth sectors of the seventies (that
15, countries that maintained or accelerated
growth when Europe and North America
went into slump, followed by stagnation)—
Latin America {particularly Braal, Mexico,
Veneczuela), the Mediterranean (Yugoslavia,
Spain, Greece), Fastern Europe {partcuiarly
Hungary and Poland}and South Africa. We
could also include here the special case of the
otl-producing countries. _

i) However, the second slump has not
reduced all the growth sectors equally. East

and Soutl-east Asla continue O 2row, even
i at reduced rates. The estimates for growth
in gross domestic products in 1982
(excluding Japan) are as foliows:

Hong Kong (3.5 percent).

South Korea (4.9,

Malavsia (3.7)

Singaporc £5.0);

Talwan {(4.0);

Indonesia (4.0},

Philippintes (2.5}

Thailaud {4.8);

Chinrza (4.0

Despite some problems of cumulative
debi—particularly South Korea and  the
Philippines —the  growth tigures do not
indicate slump. They are in part related 1o
the relative strength of the beart of the
industrial region, JTapan,

w)Finally, the rest, including the mass of
countries of south Asia and subsaharan
Africa. Many ol these countrics are the
poorest in the world, partacpated
impertectly in the long boom (1947 1o 1974)
and have experienced continuous decline in
the seventies, punctuated by the threat ot
tamine. But it is 2 mixed bag, becavse, as we
will see below, some of the countries have
also begun 1o accelerate the pace of capital
accumulation.

National product

It should be noted m passing thit the con-
cern here v with Seconomic growth’, the
expanston of national product, an indirect
measure of the rapidity of capital
accumulation., not with the nerease 1n
employment, incomes or consumption. [n
the context of the systeni, those clements are
mercly  Caceidentul  byproducts” ol the
process o capital accumulation, not Its
essence. Thus, one can imagine the rapid
growth ol a sparsely populated oil-
producing power that generated a complex
of automated industry with very few direct
hyproducts in terms of employment or
incames for the mass of the population.

This 15 Important since it 1s (o0 frequently
assumed that high growth produces high
levels of emplovment and consumption.
Take the interesting casc ot Sni Lanka which,
atler many years ol relatve stagnation
through the iong boom, has been swept Into
the wake of growth in south-east Asia. Per
capita investment has increased 60 percent,
and net capital inllows trom abroad have
soarcd—foreign capital inflow as a percent
of Gross Domestic Product regisiered 4.2
percent in 1960, 3.1 percent in 1970 and 22.0
pereent in 1980, But over the same period,
per capita coensumption has stagnated or
declined.

Of more substance tor the world system
than Sri Lanka is the relative opening up of
two  giant Asian economies—Ching and
India. China's rate of growth seems 1o be
reaching a fairly regular four to six percent
per vyear, slump or not (and the only
economic tactor likely to drag thisdown, 15 a
run of disasters inagriculture). Between 1974
and 1979, India averaged a 4.3 percent
annual growth rate. Gver the past twenty
vears, Indian investment as a proportion of
Gross Navonal Product has increased from
17 to 24 percent, and China’s from 23 to 31

Socialist Review January 1983
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percent, indicating for countrigs that are
hoth very poor but, by world standards,
possess very large industrial sectors (both
would be among the top dozen industral
powers in the world), a remarkable increase
in the pace of accumulatton. The fgures
make no difference for the mass of the poor
of both countries whose existence shows no
tangible improvements whatever the rate of
growth {and indeed, whose consumption 1s
squeezed to sustain such high rates of
accumulation}. However, for the future of
world capitalismn the figures arc instructive,
again indicating a shifting balance ina world
division of labour,

Iinpact is offset

Between the first (1973-74) and second
(1981- dslumps, the Third World and
Fastern FEurope offset  the
depression 1n the heartlands of the system,
the OECD group. Rates of growth in the
Third World fell—from 5% percent {1968-
72) to 4.6 percent {(1972-80)—Dbut they were
still roughy twice as high as in the indus-
trialised countries {where growth fell from
51 to 2.4 percent). From this increased
differentiation in performance, we can infer
that Lhe relatve profit ratc in what we are
calling the Third World {in fact, 1t 15 oniy
small part of ity became very high. This high
profit rate was the basis for a rapid increase
In local capital accumulation—many Third
World countrnies mncreased imvestment as a
percent of Gross National Product up to 25
percent (usually at the
consumption)—and a rapid
forcign capital,

How could this happen when the most
important market for the output of the Third
World, the First, was stagnating? 3f course,
as we have noted. tower growth ol output
can go with rapid increases tor some sectors

Socialist Review January [933

impact  of

caost ot
intlow of

(that i1s, the commodity composition of
output changes), and lower growth ot
OECD imports docs not ruie outl rapid ex-
pansion for some imports. Thus, stagnating
mark¢ts in Lurope and North America can
mean also accelerated import penetration by
those Third World countries with  the
capacity to exploit the opportunities,

In part, this happened—while total Third
World cxports to the OECD group increased
relatively shightly in volume terms {although
much more 1n money terms), in particitlar
scctors Lthe growth was much maore rapid.
But there were other lactors that com-
pensated tor stagnating markets:

1} increased borrowing from banks in the

QECD proup, themselves with excess
funds available to lend both hecause of
the contraction in the demand lor funds
within the QOECD group as the result of
stagnation, and through the ‘recycling’ of
OECTD  surpluses. The World Bank
estimates that between 1975 and 1978,

some 14 percent of total tnvestmentinthe

cil-tmporting  Developing Countries
came from borrowing abroad.
lnjymigrant remittances—that s, funds
returned home by nationals working
overseas, The wotal of officially recorded
migrant remittances (a  considerable
underestimate of the total flow) rose from
2.6 billion in 1968-69 t0 $23.8 billion &n
1978-79 (in the samce period, the Middle
F.ast, a growth area i the seventics, 1in-
creased 1ts share ol world remittance
Tows from four to 20 percent). By now,
the value ol remittances received s a large
clement 1o the overseas earnings of a
number of countrics—as a4 ratio, for
example, of the value of merchandise
exports. In Turkey remittances were 77
percent; Portugal 700 Tgyvpt 89 Jordan
175; Pakistan 77 percent.

These faciors allowed a group of Tlurd

World countries to expand their impaorts
from the industrialised countries, so off-
setting the impact of slump (that 1s, far from
Third World exports to Europe destroying
jobs, Third World imports from Europe
created Jobs). Industrialised countries’
exports to the Third World increased 1in
value from $53 billion in 1973 t¢ $117 billion
i 1979 exports of engincering goods in-
creased trom $23 billion te 873 hillion (the
exporl surpias ot the OECD group on the
engineering trade rose from %20 billon o
$36 biliion).

Shift of trade

Finally, there was a slight shift of trade
away from the industrialised countries to
faster growing markets—ihe otl producing
powers, other Newly TIndustrialising
Countries etc ... 64 percent of Third World
exports went to the industrialised countries
in 1972, 62 percent 1in 1980,

Contraction or stagnation in the indus-
trialised countrics, with continued relatively
high growth in parts of the Third World,
accelerated a process of the redistribution of
world manufacturing processes  between
different types of countries {the highly
industrialised, Industriaiised. semi-
industrialised, low industriabsed etc). The
redistribution was made possitble by (he
cumulative effects of changes owver the
preceding two  decades  that, n ettect,
eliminated or reduced the differences in
labour productivity in selected processes in
the First and Third World—-forexample, the
quality of labour {education, skills ¢tk the
quality and maintenance ol eguipment: the
quantity apd guality of associated services
{power, transport, air freight, water supplies
et).

Although still quite smali. the process of
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Shares of World Manotacturing Qutput

I Woestern Luarope
2 North Amernca
3 oa) Japun
hy Eustern Lrope
c) Newly Industriahsmg
Countrios (2 countries)

1955 1960 1980
A} 25

40 ) under 25
34 1().5

1.0 11.0

5.0 1.0

redistnbution ol 4 prowing output between
the old and new centres of capital accumuia-
tion has been sufticient o register ona world
scale. In terms of shares of world manu-
facturing output. the table shows how the
picture changed.

O the World Bank's "hest seepario” {that
15, assurmning the highest reahistic rate of
growth in the QECD group), the redistribu-
tion 1s projected to [990): by then. the share of
the first two areas (Western Furope and
North America) will have fullen in thirty
yedrs (1960-90) from ground two thirds of
world output to under halt; the share ot the
third {a and <) will have nsenirom about one
twelfth to over o guarter. The change
constitutes an unprecedented structural re-
arganisation of  capial, ol which geo-
graphical location s only one element,
without the re-organisation  giving any
assurance that the world protit rate will be
restored 1o a level sulticient to recreate
sustamned world growth,

‘Globalisation’

It would be misleading 1o see the shift a-
taking place between states, so that the pro-
cess 15 tied (o the viabahity ot particular
states, The “Newly Industrialising
Countries’ are only a convenient label tor the
itont runners. @nd whether Mexico or Bruzil
or South Korea survive hinancially does not
determine the process of redistnibution.
Once the "plobalisation’ of Certan processes
in manufacturing becomes possible, those
processes are no Jonger ged (o particular
locations, old or new. Indeed, there are
already signs of certain sectrons of manu-
facturing leaving the Newly lndustrialising
Countries were labour costs are alrcady
becoming "uncompetiuve’ for these types ot
production-—korean clectronics are tending
to move on Lo Malavsia: o number of low
cost activities are leaving Mexico tor the
Cartbban and, partcudarly, Taes: already
an  estimated S0 percent of the manu-
Facturing capacity ol Hong Kong texule
comparties 15 operating outside Hong Kong
(in St Lanka, Maurnius and clsewhere).

The world market 1o slump torees an cver
maore specialised division of labour, leaving
the Newly Industrialising Countries as, for
the moment, “muddle skl muanutacturing
powers, while low skill operations are
focated 1n o widemng ring ot Third World
countries. Thus, o world production system
has hecome intnmsic to the soructure, not tied
tor the fate of cither one or all of the Newly
Industriahising Countries.

In sum, a series of factors operated after
the first slump of 1973-74 to offset the impact
of depression in Furope and North America,
and thus to keep up the demand for the
exports of the industrialised countries.
However, many of these tactors ceased to
operate or. mndeed, operated in a perverse
manner during the second slump (1981- ).
High interest rates and an unusually strong
US dollar drove upwards the value of
cumulative debts to the point where the
largest borrowing countries were threatened
by a passible delault (Poland, Mexico,
Argentina and Brazil). But many lesser
borrowers came within striking distance of
default and were obliged 1o seek the
renegoliation of their debts (in 1981, Central
African Republic, Liberia, Madagascar,
Pakistan, Senegal, Togo, Uganda, Zaire;
others reached special agreements with the
banks—Bolivia. Jamaica, Sudan, Turkey).
At the peak of interest rates in mid-1982,
debts escalated with feartul speed—a one
percent increase tn interest rates cost Mexico
or Brazil an extra £750 mallion.

The slight pretext of the
Falkland dispute set alarm bells
ringing, leading fo a sharp fall in
new loans.

The problem was compounded by the
collapse in commodity prices {ironically, a
key tactor in declining inflation rates in the
QECD group), so that the export earning
capacity of big borrowers was affected, and
s0r their ability to service debts. The most
striking example was the collapse of the ol
markel, producing the beginning of the dis-
integration of OPEC, and mncreasing diffi-

cultics for major oill powers—Mexico,
Venezucla, Nigeria, Indonesia. So
dangerous became the 1ncrcase on

cumulative debt, that the slight pretext ol the
Fatkland dispute set alarm bells ringing and
led to a sharp cutback 1n the volume of new
loans, The Eurocurrency credits advanced in
the first nine months of 1982 were £62
hillion, compared to £98 billion in the same
period of 1981, The cutback Increased
through the vear, and was increasingly harsh
on the Third World—whereas the Third

World took 50 percent of net lending in 1988
and 1981, in 1982 their share was 24 percent.
The cuts were of maxhinum severity for
Eastern Turope and Latin America. but
relatively mitd tor East and South-east Asia
{the rest of the Thrnid World had never had
much access L the commercial banks
anyway),

Thus the compensating mechanismes of the
19705 are now lacking, and the full torce of
slump s being teft both in the industrialised
countrigs and a majer part of the Third
World. However, there are some changes
that damp down the effect of sudden shaocks,
even it they cannot produce an upturn. The
financial system has learned 1o live with large
cumulative debts, discounted by larger
reserves for default, Whereas the Polish
crisis required more than 4 year's nego-
tiations to absorb, Mexico was saved from
sudden collapse over little more than a
weekend.

Reagan who had considered push-
ing Poland over the edge into default in
the first major debt crisis, completely re-
versed his positon for Mexico and Brazil—
swift action by the 1I§ Government, the
Federal Reserve Bank {sweetened by long-
term contracts for Mexico’s ol at prices
below the world market), and the Bank of

CInternattonal  Scitlements gave sulficient

guarantees of Mexico's credit to get the
country through to October and an [MF
deal; turthermaore, the IMFE has now made
itself responsible lor bullymg the commer-
clal banks into lending more o Mexico to
prevent a default. On Reagan’s visit to Brazil
i early December, he tossed a £1.2 billion

crecht to his hosts to reassure the commerclal
banks.

The oil market

Finally, Reagan who had originally

opposed ettorts to increase the reserves of

the [IMF {to increase its capacity to salvage
debtors) swung into the opposite position as
the result of the tinancial crises of Latin
America. Ot course, the turnround cannat
be unrelated to the discovery that US banks

were most exposed in Latin America—loans

o Mexico by the nine largest US banks alone
are said to equal fitty percent of their capital
and reserves., Any default in the south by a
major debhtor would certainly devastuate Wall
Street, and through the interbank lending
systerm, bBurope as well,

However, the system 15 50 unstable—and
Its systematic interrclationships so all
understood—that there is vlimately no way
10 offset  all conceivable shocks. The
turnround in the ol market was completely
uncxpected, and the time reguired to absorb
the change sutficient to make possible a
major default. Even the mild winter in North
America cun produce panic among the
bankers—since the seasonal increase in ol
prices as a result of cold weather is less than
normal, cutting the capacity ot the ol
powers to service their debts. Indeed, the
bankers now {ose whether oil prices go up or
down., _

The attrition in the heartlands of the
systern penerates waves of hysteria both
against toreigners—immigrants—and now,
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most shrilly, against imports, against a world
which is the source of domesuc ilis. In

practice. governments recognise through.

their public adherence 1o free trade that their
own fale depends upon the survival of a
global economy, but they constantly need to
reassure their own inhabitants and voters
that their tfate 18 more tmportant than some
abstract world beyond the borders, This
contradiction  underlies the persistent
wobbling between Scylla and Charybdis.
Crumbs of protection must be thrown from
time to time 1o marginal constituencies or 1o
that minority ol companies, the bulk of
whose profit comes from the domestic
market. With the crumbs po an elaborate
structure of hvpocrisy, lving and open
cheating—whether it 15 Mitterrand’s mmstru-
ctions to video tape imports only tao enter
France through the tiny control pont at
Poiters, or the LIS House of Representatives
Domestic Contenit Bill that mstructs all
sellers of 900,000 or more vehicles in the US
market ta use 90 percent US-manufactured
parts by 1986 (the Biil isexpected ta be killed
in the Senate). The US Bill was actively
supported by the car workers™ union, 1AW,
and aclvely opposed by the big car manu-
tacturing companies who desperately need
10 import cheaper components 1o Compete
with imports and. overseas, with their rivals.

Protectionism

The contradictions in each campalgn are
paintully evident to governments. A ban on
coal imports mereases the cost of coul to
BSC, and thus the price of steel: a ban on
steel imports o pratect BSC increases Lhe
cost of stee] for the components Lor British
Leviand and thus reduced its capacity o
compete. In this case, on the government’s
ledger the red figures are merely transferred
from onc corporation o the next. Only
complete control of sil imports would avod
such  problems, but that would be a
declaration of war on all those who have
hitherto purchased Briush exports. Further-
morte, insolar as import controls are effective
they accelerate the ‘globalisation’ eof
production—ito escape the closure of British
cxport markets, British capnal must invest
abroad. The worid marker 1s not to be
defecated by such manoeuvres,

Nonetheless, the political survival of
governmenls Now requires an increasingly
dangerous flirtation with protectiomism. The
Navember meeting of trade ministers at
GATT ended in conlusion. The US and
Europe are cngaged in almost contiiuous
econonmic wartare, currently at its most
bitter over the trade in agricullural goods,
US farmers are deep 1n debt and still
‘overproducing’, but US exports to third
markets  are  constantly  undercut by
subsidised European exports, So desperate is
Washington that, in the middle of a
supposed trade embargo with the Sovict
Union, 1t sold 100,000 tonnes of butter to a
major butier exporter, New Zcaland,
presumably lor onward (ranshupment to
Russia. The Americans want (o break into
the European market: the Furapeans want a
cosy cartel with the Americans 1o divide up
the world market without touching their,
home base.
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At the Common Market Copenhagen
summit in early Deccmber, the premiers
were for the first ume overtly protectionist,
presumably as the only way ol restraming
the nauonalism of Mitterrand™s France, All
could unite in the attack on Japan for s
wonderfully cheap machine tools, videos,
stereos and colour television sets, as the
prelude 1o blocking South Korea, Hong
Kong and Brazil. The united abuse of Japan
drowned the shouting over Spamish cars,
Danish lish, French apples and the rest. The
hvpocrisy ot the participants 15 best
tHustrated in steel—on the same day that the
Financial Times published a major report on
the new ctforts by Brussels to eliminate
illegal price discounts on the sales of steel
within the Common Market, 1t reported
elsewhere that BSC was about to offer
special secret discounts on steel purchases by
laval customers.

The measures to contrel imports have
eifects in increasing the costs of goods, in
reducing the leve] of activity, but at the end
of the day, they do not control imports,
Indeed, short of the introduction of a tull
selge economy, 1S not clear that states can
any longer control the trade flows that cross

their territories. They may control the olfic-
1al movement, but only with the etfect of
expanding the unofticial —West Germany
complains that, despite the supposed tight
control of garment imports, 47 milhon illegal
garments entered the country fast year; the
British, supposedly controlling South Korea
with a firm hand, find halt a mullion extra
paits of South Korean gloves in the Brinsh
market. Or, if one clement 15 controlled, 1t
reappears in another form—the US con-
trolled lcather shoe imports [tom East Asia,
only to be mundated by sneakers {rubber
shoes), and when they were controlled, by
soles and uppers, and if 1t 15 not these, 1t will
be something elsc. The effect of controls is to
reshape the cutput of the exporters (o beat
the controls, or to relocale the exporters so
they dodge the control on their original
Country,

Thus the growth of protectionism neither
hits the target nor assists world capital
accurnulation. It 1s part ol the growing
Yirrattonality’ of the system—that s, the
pursuit of strategies that make the
resumption of prowlth more unlikely but
make the position of states more politically
secure. T'he Talklands war s 4 vivid exaimmple
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of the willingness of a state 10 risk financial
catastrophe (given the involvement of
British banks in Argentina’s cumulative
debt) for the sake of political advantage. A
more impressive example would be Reagan’s
dash for military superiority without
increasing taxation. The resulting budget
deficit—to be covered by borrowing—was
great, it drove interest rates up just as slump
hit the US cconomy. High interest rates
drove into, or close to, bankruptcy a number
of major US companies—International
Harvesters, Branifl Atrlines, Chrysler, and
in Europe, AEG-Telefunken. Furthermore,
high interest rates made the US dollar
unusually strong, as the resull of which US
manufacturing bceccame unusually
uncompetitive, and imports gnusually
cheap—the trade war with Europe was onc
by-product. "American manufacturing has
been devastated, part of i1 fleeing abread to
escape the high costs. Finally, a strong doliar
and high interest rates pushed up the debts of
Mexico and Brazil, ratsing the possibility of
the collapse of a major US bank and of Wall
Street. Those whom the pods propose to
destroy they first make mad.

Regional economies

It 15 utopian today to think any of the in-
dustrialised countries could recreate (n-
dependent national economies. There is a
growing realisation of this which has
affected the case for import control as it has
undercut the case tor the control of the local
money supply (in a financially integrated
world), But if national economies have gone,
there is still some political mileage to be
made out of the 1dea of regional
cconomies—North and South America,
Europe, the Eastern Bloc, the Pacific
seaboard. Economically, such units could
not survive on their domestic markets alone,
but the creation of political authorities to
govern such regions could act as cartels te
negotiate entry for selected 1mports from
outside and for the division of undemarcated
markets outside the regions. Politically, this
seems to be one of the few things on offer at
the moment; 1t escapes some of the

objections to national protectionism, and
offers fertile opportunities for geopolitical
speculation.

and  hold

However, it 1s least plausible for Europe,
the largest single trading entity in the world
system. [t is perhaps slightly more plausible
far the Pacific seaboard where, 1t seems, the
impact of slump has produced a growth 1n
internal trade between the countries of cast
and south east Asia and a relative decline in
trade with Europe and North America.

The state controls neither the .
world market nor that part of it
which lies within its national
boundaries.

However, again the case lacks realism. In
order to dispense with the rest of the world,
the region would have to inflict on itself a
major slump. Japan, without the US and
European markets, could not survive in its
present form. And ail this is to restrict the
case to the simply econamic. Politically, it is
impossible to see how all the countries of the
region—including China—would accept the
hegemony of Japan, a revival of the prewar
Co-Prosperity Sphere. The evidence is that
the manufacturig powers of East Asia have
bent much effort to escaping from
dependence dpon Japan—the proportion of
South Korea's exports going to the US and

Japan has fallen from 74.3 percent in 1971 to -

42.9 percent in 1981; and of imporis, from
68.1 to 47.6 percent. In fact the shift by East
Asia and South-east Asia away from
markets in the old heartlands of 1the system is
less a prowth in regional self-reliance and
rather more yct another aspect of the
‘globalisation’ of production that 1s also
affecting the old heartlands.

Thus, in each region, the polhitical contest
jeopardizes the possibility of establishing
effective regiomal organmisatiens, and the
more severe the slump, the greater the
jeopardy. Direct conquest and miitary
control stil] remains the only means to create
larger effective entities than
existing states, Furthermore, the point of
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national protection was to secure the loyalty
of the local population, regardless of 1ts
economic sense, But-—as has been seen with
Britain in the Common Market—
regionalism is a poor substitute for old-
fashioned npationalism. Indeed, in the
common ruin of all, nationalism 15 a better
bet in securing the survival of the power of
the national ruling class, even if 1t
simultanecusly pulls down on their heads the
temple of the economy.

Impotent state

The second slumyp has, more than the first,
exhibited the impotence of the statc. The
state controls neither the world market nor
that part of it which Jics within its national
boundarics—or rather. the statc has the
power to destroy it, but not to expand it. The
answer—supranational regions—has little
political reality in it, and even 1if 1t did,
reducing the scale of capital to one region
will only make the slump worse. Thus
regions offer no hope of a restorauon of
emplovment. The only other proposal is to
reduce the wages of the heartlands te the
level of the Third World so that world profits
are then restored. The Economist (27
November 1982) has recently revived this
ancient proposal, arguing that to increase
the profit rate to 30 percent requires a cut In
British wages of 19 percent and of Japanese
wages by seven percent. The figures are, as
one might suppose, suspect, and it may be
that British wages need to be cut by 87.953
percent. However, whatever games are
played with the figures, 1t is difficuit to see
how any such reductions could be achieved,
short of a British version of General
Pinochet or Jaruzelski. But to do that would
be to risk the political survival of the ruling
class.

In sum, the prospects remaln grimmer
than at any time during the period of
stagnation since 1974, There will be some
upturn—possibly in North America mn
1983—but it is likely to be so slight, it wall not
be noticed by the growing army of
unemployed. If interest rates continue o
dechne, the financial pressure on companies
will be eased. If the dollar continues to

. weaken, it will relieve the possibility of an

open trade war across the Atlantic. And both
factors will ease the pessibility of a major
defauit by a sovercign borrower. Such small
changes may reduce some of the immediate
dangers, but they give no asurance for a
medium term future,

The system however has no self-destruct
mechanism, despite the alarms and
hystencal talk. If slump continues on present
lines, there must be a sovereign default, but

. that will not preduce the destruction of the

system, only increased immserization.
Without a class capable of and comitted to
the seizure of power, the ruling order wilt
survive in whatever attenuated form. Thus,
the discussion of the effects of an upturn are
not of interest for their likely economic
consequences, but rather for their implica-
tions in terms of worker confidence. The
accumulation of silent bitterness through
these yvears could make such a return of con-
fidence a rapid and dramatic reversal of the

trend.
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NEWS & ANALYSIS: The NUS

Executive strike-breakers

At the last National Union of
Students’ Conference Martin
Kellett, the SWP member on the
NUS Executive, resigned his
position. The 1ssue that
provoked his resignation was
scabbing by L.abour Party
Executive members durig a
strike by NUS Headquarters’
statt. Herc he argues that this
was no 1solated mistake but the
result of along development.

Thatcher’s Tecent announcement tiiat the
Tories will implement 4 student loan system
{as opposed to grants)if they are returned to

office, is just thec latest in a long line of

attacks on the education system.

Socialist Review January 1983

Already the cuts in public expenditure
have drastically reduced the standard and
availability of education. Many colleges
have been forced to cut courses and even
departments to make the financial savings
demanded of them. Indeed in some cascs
whole colleges have closed or merged with
larger institutions—resulting in a dramatic
reduction in student numbers.

In the face of this onslaught on s
membership, the National Union  of
Students has made little attempt to Organise
a fightback. The Labour-dominated
Fxecutive seems content o mect Tory
ministers in the corndors of Whitehall rather
than galvanise their members into action,
The National Organtsation of  Labour
Students INOLS) at the Executive clections
last Easter pul themselves lorward as 4
radical alternative, and yet they scem to be
incapable of breaking with the strategy of
previous cxecutives. To understand why this
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s, it is necessary to look first at the
development of NUS.

‘I'he late sixties and early seventies were a
major turning point for the student
movement, 196X saw a massive wave of
struggle inside the colleges in an atiempt to
achigve academic democracy. For the very
first ume, occupations were used as a
weapon with which to challenge bourgeos
ideas. These occupaltions started at the LSE
but were quickly spread 1o many other
colleges. Thousands of students were
involved and during the struggle many
looked towards the ideas of the left as an
ATISWET,

Of course this did not happen insolation,
The war in ¥Vietnam, events ih Paris in {968
and the Northern TIreland civil rnights
movement had a iremendous effect on the
students involved in the occupations, The
whole period was one of massy
radicalisation—the post war boom had
enrded and with 11 the class truce.

It was trom this period that two traditions
emerged on the left wathin the student
movement. On one hand was the smaller
revelutionary tradition of which the SWP
was the major part, committed to sell-
activity and understanding the centrahty of
the working class in the struggle for
socialism.

The other. more predominant, tradition
was that of the left reformists—particularly
the Communist Party. The capture of the
leadership was of paramount importance 1o
the CP and this they achieved through a
Broad ILeft electoral alliance. They
recognised the general shilt in 1deology
inside NUS brought aboul by the ‘student
revolt” and were able to usc it to win a
majority on the executive.

Moving right

Throughout the seventies the CP
continued to control the NUIS leadership. In
order to do this, il was necessary for them o
move increasingly to the right (o
accommodate the general shilt in student
politics. The industrial downturn  was
reflected inside the colleges and after the
averseas student occupations of 1977, direct
action was limited to a [lew isolated
campaigns, The right made significant g£4ins
in individual student unions as a result of
this. Only by incorporating the Liberals into
a re-named Left Alliance were the CP able to
maintain their dominance,

Just as the industrial downturn had
serious repercussions nside the student
movement, it was the political upturn which
gave ris¢ to Bennism that was 10 place one of
the final nails in the coffin of the Left
-Attiance. By the end of 1980, with Benn's
popularity rising and the labour lelt on the
advance, NOLS decided that now was the
time to split with the Left Alllance. It was, no
doubt, embarrassing for them to be In an
alliance with the T.iberals, but it was rcally
their growth in the colleges that prompted
them o do this.

As was the case with a large number of”
workers, many students had become
demoralised by their inability to fight back
against attacks [rom the Tory government.
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They completely rejected the redundant Leit
Alliance, who for the previous ten years had
been unable todefend their interests. Instead
they looked for an alternative—and they
found 1t in the shape of the Labour Party.

The alternative of the Labour Party of
Dennis Healey oftered nothing but a con-
tinudtion ot the attacks they had come o
expect from the Tories. But a Labour Party
with Tony Benn at its head appeared new
and exciting. 1t offered the promise of an
easier way to socialism, under a Jeadership
that could be trusted to carry out the
instructions of the rank and f{ile.

As a result NOLS grew massively in the
colleges, They soon had groups 1n more
colleges than any other political
organisation, some of which were very big.
However, their membership was mainly
passive—indeed the reformist ideas that led
te their sudden popularity ensured tiis
passivity. Thcy were not in the business of
encouraging students to fight for
themselves—only to fight 1o change the
Labour Party and elect 1t to office at the next
General Election. In the meantime NOLS
would settle for the NUS Execunive,

At the Easter conference of NUS in 1982,
NOLS won a majority in the elections, Not
only did they defeat the Left Alhance, they
effectively finished 1t as a major political
force in NUS. After ten years ot dominating
the executive the Left Alliance was able to
win only 4 of the 17 positions, not one of
which went to a CP member. The ‘radical
alternative™ ot NOLS had certainly
convinced the delegates to conference. The
test was whether they could convert the
rhetoric into practice once they were in
ctiice,

But unfortunateiy for NOLS, they won
control of the NUS Executivé just at the
moment when the tide of Bennism was
starting to ebb inside the [Labour Party. 1982
was the year in which they won in NUIS, 1t
was also the year in which the Bennites lost
everywhere ¢lse.

Collapse of Benn

The collapse of Bennism had a disastrous
effect on NOLS. With the collapse, their base
in the colleges was seriously eroded and 1t
would seem that the Labour clubs are
shrinking in size, although 1t has been
possible for some 1o maintain their
membership on paper. But tn just the same
wiy as Benn was torced to make concessions
to the right inside the Labour Party, NOLS
has been ftorced to make the same con-
cessions mside NUS,

Since they won the machinery of NUS, 1t
has become increasingly difficult to differen-
tiute NOLS trom the old CP-led T.eft
Alliance. They seem entrenched in the same
strategy. In almost every area of policy they
are putting forward similar 1deas. They have
continued with the ‘development’ of NUS
mnte & representational bodv—one which
turns 11s back on the campaigning aspect of a
national union and instead substitutes shek
negotialors who can argue the case with
government mirusters. This 15 guaranteed to
take the Unton full ciecle to the days prior to
196% when NUS was completely irrelevant 1o
any struggle in the colleges,

This drive for ‘professtonalism’ at NUS

10

headguarters has been mirrored in recent re-
forms to conference. NOLS finally managed
10 ntroduce compulsory  Cross-campus
secrel hallots (the student equivalent of
postal votes) for the election of conference
delegates, something which the CP had tried
to do for several years. Given the mood In
the colleges, this removes student activists
from the tloor of conference and instead
hands 11 over to local student union bureau-
Crals.

The failure of the recent attempis to set up
an Education Alliance involving many trade
unions as well as student organisations has
also set NOLS back. It has increased the
pressure on them to alter their course and
there is no doubt that if they do this they will
move turther to the right rather than look to
the lefi.

The shift to the right in the
student movement has been so
great that the Conference
endorsed the Executive’s action
during the strike.

One ol the most disturbing events to occur
since NOLS won control was the sacking of
tiwo NUS stalt members. They refused to
change their job descriptions without proper

negotiations through their trade union, and -

so were promptly issued with redundancy
notices, The two staff members were even-
tually reinstated, but only after a two week
strike had forced the Executive to back
down.

The dispute showed the managerial

—attitude of NOLS towards the staff trade

union. Immediately prior to the dispute NUS
President Neil Stewart was saying: *This 15
not British Levland and T am not Michael
Fdwardes’. After it, the talk was of ‘union
mtransigence’ and union *bullying tactics.’

Verbal abuse, however, was the least of it.
In the course of the strike Labour Party
members on the Executive crossed the
strikers” official picket line and scabbed on
the strike. All thought of elementary socialist
principles was dropped in favour of an
‘efficient’ union.

Behind the dispute s the urgent need for
NUS to make financial savings at ils
headquarters. Both the recession and the
Tory restrictions on student union financing
are pushing NUS towards a financial crisis.
But rather than argue that the need 1s for
student unions to campaign for greater
funding, the ideas of reformism lead NOLS
to ‘tighten NUS’s belt’. The results are a loss
of democracy (due to structural changes in
the conferences) and the introduction of new
technology causing further job losses.

As Impaortant as the outcome of the strike
itselt, was the reaction of NUS conference to
it. Rather than condemn the Executive for
provoking a needless strike by ignoring
negotiating  procedures, conference gave
them a pat on the back. The shift to the right
in the student movement has been so great
that they endorsed the Executive action

during the dispute.

These developments put me, as an SWP
member, inio an intoleraklc position. As |
wrote in my resignation letier:

*The one mcident that convinced me 1 was
right 10 resign was the NUIS staff strike.
Leaving aside the details of the dispute, [
find it amazing that the elected repre-
sentatives of NUS cannot understand the
need for solidarity and support on all
levels for workers who are detending therr
union rights. At a tim¢ when both trade
unions and student unions are coming
under increasing attacks, every defeatisa
defeat for the movement as a whole. In
this case, 1t i1s important for all those who
call themselves socialists to stand by their
principles and 10 support those
workers—but in the NUS strike the
complete opposite occurred resulting in
the strike-breaking and scabbing that we
witnessed.

‘The result of the emergency debate at
conference showed that my ideas had
little  backing and proved the un-
representative position [ was in, I do not
feel | should be part of an Executive
unless I have sufficient political backing
to justify my presence.’

It was clear from the vote at the Con-
ference that the Executive were not sumply
following their own whams. Their vicws re-
flected the attniudes of a majority of dele-
gates. Those students who are prepared to
fight for even the most elementary soctalist
principles are in a minority.

NOLS in crisis

The crisis that NOLS find themselves i is
the crisis of reformism. It is produced by the
idea which believes that change is possible
from above. Once the machine had been cap-
tured and the base eroded, 1t was impossible
for NOLS te do anything but move to the
right to accommeoedate the prevailing ideas in
the student movement. That is a trend which
Is seéen not only inside NUS but alse in the
internal wrangles of the Labour Party, andn
Labour government when they are in office,
Without rejecting the ideas of reformism, the
only path cpen to NOLS is that which was
trodden before them by the CP.

However, even in the midst of a downturn,
it is the task of socralists to argue for action.
In many cases it will not be possible to win
those arguments. But there are still isolated
examples of activity in the colleges, such as
the recent Manchester Polytechnic battle,
where SWS0 members successtully called
for an occupation against the cuts. During
the occupation they were able to build links
with campus trade unionists and NUPE
members even held a token stoppage in

support of the campaign.

The recent NUS conference called for a
one day token occupation against the cuts
{much to the disgust of the Executive), and
this opens up the possibility of more pro-
longed action where the work is put in. The
opportunity still exists in the colleges for ar-
gumg socialist politics with individuals and
pulling together that small minority who are
willing to fight. They will not be able to look
at NOLS for leadership but it is possible to
initiate activity-—despite rather than because
of NUS.

Socialist Review January 1983
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A m'iiltarjr funefal in EI' -Ealiadnr: Desplie massive US aid the guerillas remain und

A few steps closer to war

Reagan’s recent visit to Central
America has emphasised the
importance of the region to the
USA. But, Carla Lopez argues,
that importance will be bought
at the cost of continual war.

Each day, Central America moves a few
steps closer towards a reglonal civil war.
Behind the build up of tensions stands the
United States. Although there are evident
disagreements within the Reagan
administration on tactics and strategy, there
is unity on one objective: the need to defeat
the Salvadorean guerillas and to engineer the
downfall ot the Sandinista government in
Nicaragua. Reagan's visit Lo Central
America in December was essentially a
mission of war.

The Reagan administration  likes 1o
present its role in Central America as 4 test
case in its determination to halt Sowviet
subversion in the Third World. Such rhétoric
disguises the real aitms of US foreign policy in
the region: to restore its own hegemony in
the Third World as 1t comes under increasing
threat from national liberation movements.
Victory of the FMIN in El Salvador would
give an impctus to similar movements
elsewhere in areas obf more strategic
importance to US capial, severely
threatening US  control over important
minerals and raw materials and the
investments of US multinationals. Such a
victory would be a major defeat tor im-
perialism.
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But the United States’ ability to shape the
world to the needs of US capital Is not the
same in the 1980s as it was in the 1960s. The
costs ol 1the Vietnam war could only be borne
in the period of post-world war 1l boom
when the dollar reigned supreme. The
recession of the "80s makes such imperialist
adventures more difficult 1o contemplate.
But the Vietnam war also left its imprint an
American popular consciousness expressed
most clearly in an unwillingness to see US
(roops fighting overseas in some similar
foreign pelicy adventure. It is undoubtedly
the fear of a popular backlash which has
prevented the Reagan administration from
sending troops to Central America ull now.
But the dilemma facing the administration s
that without such action 1t may prove
impossible to defeat or even contain the
gueriila movements in the region.

Army offensives

Despite tepeated army offensives, in-
creased amounts of US military aid and the
return of two army batallions [rom counter-
insurgency training in the USs, the
Salvadorean guerillas have suffered no
major military defeats. In most of the army
offensives, around 12,000 soldigrs have been
mobilised to deal with an estimated 7,000
guerillas. In  August, Delencc Mimster
General Garcia, admitted that during the
previous year’s fighting, over 1,000 soldiers
had been kiiled and neariy 2,000 wounded,
an extremely high casualty rate for the army.
The army en the other hand, when it fals to
have any scrious effect on the guenlla
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armies, takes its vengeance on the cvilian
population. Cher 38,000 Salvadoreans have
heen butchered by the army and
paramilitary death squads in the last twao
years,

On 10 October last vear the guerillas
launched their own offenstive, demonstrating
once again their military capacity tn the rural
areas. Thev pushed their way further into the
north-eastern region of Fa Union taking
over g number of villages. Accarding 10 the
FMLN, 1,800 sguare kilometers of El
Salvador are now ‘liberated zones”. Their
systematic attacks on the country’s
economic infrastructure  have further
devastated an economy already kept atfloat
only by US economic aid and that raised
through multilateral agencies under US
pressure. According to the University of El
Salvador, the couniry's current external
debt—a huge US 363} million—represents
at teast 60 percent of GNP,

In this siteation the TS 15 pursuing various
aptions in the region taking into account the
fact that the commitment of US tropps could
only be a very last resort.

In the first place, there 135 the much-
publicised destabilisation of Nicaragua. The
LS views Lthe overthrow of the Nicaraguan
government as the prercquisite for pacifyving
Central America as a whole. Not only s the
Sandinista form of politics a dangerous
example to other Third World countries, the
US remains convinced that the Sandimstas
provide arms and logistical support to
puerilla movements in Central Amenca.

By mid-1982 the original CIA plan for the
dcstabilisation of Nicaragua approved by
Reagan in November 1981 had gradually
cscalated under the guidance of Haip,
assistant Secretary of State Enders and the
LIS Amhassador o Honduras, This was
originally a planoarm a paramilitary squad
to  undertake acts of sabotape within
Nirarugua from camps along the Hlonduran
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border. It soon turned into support for the
3,000 Noemocivegd counter-revolutionaries
amassed in camps 1n the same¢ region and
intent on the actual overthrow of the
Nandinistay,

According 1o Newsweek on 8 November:
U8 involvement with the contrgs
(counter-revolutionaries) has escalated.
When cquipment—helicopiers and
radins, tor example—breaks down,
Americans repair 1t. Amcricans
cstablished the gucrillas’ training and
arming the contras was easy: lhe massive
American build up of the Honduran
military f[reed older Honduran
equipment. which was shipped off to
coumer-revolutionary bascs. The
Americans were soon treading the thin
ling between instructing insurgents and
piotting the missions (hey were being
trained for.”

In addition to support tor the Somocistas,
the LS was deliberately fermenting tensions
between Honduras and Nicaragua which in-
creasingly looked like a deliberate attempt to
provoke war between the two countries.
Honduras has come to play & key role in
United States military strategies in the
region. In 1969, the Honduran army con-
sisted of 5000 treoops and had an annual
budget of US §7.5 million but by 198! the
number of troops had risen to 35,000 and US
muitary aid from US 83 .6 million in 1980 to
US 75 million in 1982, The direct
beneficiaries of this aid are the most hard-
line, anti-communist sectors of the armed
torces led by General Alvarez. Alvarcs
would welcome a war with Nicaragua. foint
manocuvres between the Honduran and US
armies were planned for December in the
sensitive border region between Honduras
and Nicaragua, and the Sandinista
government clearly saw these as a prelude 1o
an invasion al their country.

What seems to have put an cnd 1o these
manoeuvres and, for the time being at least,
to the threat of war, is the publication of the
Newsweek rtevelations on the US covert
operation against Nicaragua. [t is quite
possibie that the exposé was published a1 the
instigation of those in the State Department
who feared the way cvents in the region were
escalatng inte a war which neither
Honduras nor Nicaraguaz could win and
which would drag US troops into the
contlict. It seems that Schultz himself
believes such a war would be a reckless move
at present and that the downlall of the
Nicaraguan government can be achieved
without war through continuing etforts at
destabilisation, forcing the Sandinistas into
channelling their limited resources into
detence and thus undermining their
economy and alienating the population, This
15 accompanied by an intensilication of the
altempts 1o isolale Nicaragua politically.
This 1ncludes propaganda to prove that
Nicaragua 1s increasingly ‘totalitarian® and
thercfore does not deserve the support of the
Furopean social democrats amongst others.

Military options

Al the same time, the US is pursuing
vartous military options in the region. Tt is
taking maximum advantage of the imminent
bankruptcy of numerous Latin American
states Lo ncrease Uits leverage over their
foreign policies, This 1s a technique which it
has alrcady used to considerable success to
bring Costa Rica into its orbit as one of its
main allies 1n the hemispere. During his
December trip to Latin America the Reagan
administration attempted to get Brazil to
agree to send mihitary assistance (o Central
America m return for Reagan’s help in
securing urgent  short-term  loans from
Amertcan banks to cnable it to avoid default
on its encrmous debt,

Hevolutionary Nlcaragua 1979: Reagan hopes that economic destabilisation wil make
direct military intervention unnecessary.
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Just how much Brazil promised is not
known, but it represented an attempt by
Reagan 1o revive the  Cinter-American
hemispheric defence pact’ which he had
noped to invoke in Central America prior to
the Falklands/Malvinas war. Prior to that
war, the Argentine army was scheduled to
play a major mulntary role in the region, even
o head an inter-American army of pedce
against the Salvadorean gucrillas.

Within Central America itself, the US is
ilso trying to revive a regional military
alhance to include Guatemala, Honduras
and £l Salvador, aimed at a co-ordinated
response 1o counter-msurgendy  in the
region.

The decision to meet with President Rios
Maontt of Guatemala as part of his December
tour. was Keagan’s most important step in
this direction and onc of the most significant
events of the trip, Guatemala has been
unable to play a role in regional strategies
because of the ban on US arms sales imposed
by Carter in 1977 as 4 result of the country’s
human rights record. Since Rios Montt took
over the Guatemalan presidency in March
1982 there have been according to Amnesty
International’s conservative estimates, at
least 2,600 dceaths in 60 massacres by the
Guatemalan army. But the Reagan adminis-
tration has made a concerted effort 10 prove
thal these massacres are being carried out by
the guernillas. Hence when Reagan met with
Rios Montt he made a point of describing
him as a ‘genuine democrat” who had
recetved a ‘bum rap’ [rom the world’s press.
All this 18 to enable the adminstration to
persuade congress to resume arms sales to
the country.

Prolonged war

But Reagan sull faces problems in
persuading US public and congressional
opimon that they should continue to support
CIA dirty deeds and killer governments in
Central America. It is with this in mind that
the visit of [sraeh defence mintster, General
Sharon, to Honduras shortly after Reagan’s
1s significant. Israel, which supplied Somoza
with arms during the Nicaraguan civil war, is
already the main arms supplier to the
Ctuatemalan government. It has offered to
sell arms and give training to security forces
in Costa Rica and following Sharon's visit,
the Israelis are reported to have agreed to sell
10 kfir fighting jets to Honduras. These jets
would give the already fairly sophisticated
Honduran air force vast superiority in the
region. In this way, Israel will ensure the
reglon’s armies receive aid if congressional
restrictions prevent the Reagan
administration doing the same.

The dominant guerilla strategy in Central
America today is that of prolonged war,
According to some Washington sources, the
Reagan administration is also now following
a strategy of ‘prolonged counter-
Insurgency’. US imperialism cannot afford
to lose in this region. But just as a defeat in
Central America would be a major blow for
imperialism so a victory of the national
hberation novements in the area would be a
tremendous boost for socialists everywhere,
What is clear is that the Central American
war 1s sure to escalate during 1983,
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MARX CENTENARY

1983 is the 100th anniversary of
the death of Karl Marx. Each
month Socialist Review will set
some of his most important ideas
in their context. Colin Sparks
begins by looking at the young
Marx and revolutionary
democracy.

Marx was born in the Rhineland town of
Trier on 5 May 1818, Although the Rhine-
land was a province ot Prussia. it had been
occupied by France until 1814, Consequently
its intellectual life was deeply affected by
the 1deas of the French Revolution. Marx’s
own family and their ¢ircle included close
students of the ideas of those eighteenth
century thinkers whose writings had been
the prelude to the revolution.

The echoes of [789 haunted [Yth Century
Europe in much the same way as the echoes
of 1917 haunt the 20th. The crowned heads
of Europe trembled at the slogan of "Liberty,
Equality and Fraternity’. On the other sidc
of the barricades, cvery seditious element
studied the details of that great convulsion
for fessons for the futere. Napoleon had
much the same status as Stalin has tor us.

Germany was much more backward than
France, and what had been acted out n
practice in France found its strongest retlec-
tion in Germany in the realm of deas. In
Germany the King was stil swrong. the
bourgeoisic weak, and the peasants and the
very few workers not vet awakened. It was
the philosophers who tought out a revolution
— tn the mind.

Jewish question

When Marx arrived as a student in Berlin
in 1836 these radical philosophers were busy
trying to revolutionise the great system ot
philosophy perfected by Hegel His work
had been deeply influenced both by the
French Revolution and by the subsequent
counter-revolution. Although his work was
based on the idea of change, and above all
of historical change, he completed 1t as a
justification for thc existence of the ab-
sotutist Prussian ‘state and its Lutheran
official rehgion.

His successors, the “Young Hegelians'.
were not satisfied with this. Although they
retained his belief that ideas were what
moved the world - they were what is called
‘idealists’ — they did not beheve that 1t was
possible to reconcile a rational pmlosophy
with an irrational religion.

They began with the attempt to prove
that religion did not form man, and thus
history. Rather they argued, 1t was the human
mind that formed religion. Some. hke
Ludwig Feuerbach, went beyond that. They
argued that the human mind was the product
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of human material hfe — they were
materialists. As Feuerbach jokingly ex-
pressed it: ‘Man is what he eats’. Thus
religious ideas werc a consequence rather
than & cause: they represented a fantastic
form of real human life.

Marx began his career very much under
the tnfluence of these currents of thought.
Much of his early writing 151n this mold. but
circumstances were driving him beyond the
mere  criticism of ideas. The German
cconomy was developing and the realities ot
politics were changing too.

Marx's first cxperience of practical politics
was as a journahist for the bourgeois hberal
publication the Rheinische Zeitung, whose
staff he joined in 1848, This work brought
him to study concrete questions bke the
reasons for the theft of wood by peasants
and the impoverished conditions of wine-
growers, These investigations torced him to
consider the importance of material tactors
in determining how the world worked. The
criticism of religion became less and less
important.

Thus, when Marx came to work out his
own ideas, in the early 1840, it was with
reference to this history. One of his first
major works was a Contribution (o the
Critique of Hegel's Philosophy of Law.
Hegel had analysed the monarchical Prussian
state as the mghest point of history. It rep-
resented the universal interest against the
particular interests of different groups - what
he called civil society.

Marx had great fun pointing to the con-
tradictions in this theory of the state. but
what is important is the grounds on which he

worked. His starting point was democracy:

‘To democracy, all other forms of the
state stand as its Old Testament. Man
does not exist for the law but the law for
man — it is 2 human manifestation . whereas
in other forms of the state man is a legal
manifestarion. That is the fundamental
distinction of democracy ... In all other

states than democratic ones the state, the

law. the constitution is what rules. .. In

democracy, the constitution, the law, the
state itself insofar as it is a political con-
stitution, is only the self-determination of
the peaple.’

In saying this, Marx was not going further
than thc radical bourgeois thinkers who
preceeded him. but he was to take the idea
much further. Hegel's state was separated
from civil society and stood over it, and had
a concrete material embodiment in the
hureaucracy. Marx spent scveral pages
lnoking at the reality of the closed, routinised,
hierarchical world of the state bureaucrat
for which Hegel claimed such wonders. Marx
wrote: ‘For the bureaucrat the world 15 a
mere object to be manipulated by him.’

Such a bureaucracy was necessarily a
denial of democracy. The growth of the
bureaucracy had only been possible because
of the split between the politics of the state
and the everyday life of cmwvil society.
Consequently it was one of the aims of
democracy to abolish this distinction:

‘The abolition of the bureaucracy 15 only

possible by the general interest actually —

and not, as with Hegel, merely in thought,
in ahstraction — becoming the particular

interest. which in turn is only possible as a

result of the particular actually becoming

the general interest.”

Berlin students

But Marx had not yet solved the problem
of how this “particular’ was to become
‘general’. In order to do that Marx had to go
beyond the idcas of the French Revolution.
His next step was in the course of a pamphlet
criticising the ‘Young Hegelian® Bruno
Bauer. who had once been a friend of Marx's
but was now opposing moves for the legal
emancipation of the Jews.

In his On the Jewish Question, Marx
argued that the French Revolution had
certainly freed men. butin two ways:

‘But the completion of the idealism of the
state was at the same time the completion
of the materialism of civil society.
Throwing off the political yoke meant at
the same time throwing off the bonds
which restrained the egoistic spirit of civil
society. Political emancipation was at the
same time the emancipation of civil society
from politics. from having cven the
semblance of a universal content.’

The ‘free citizen® was both free to vote
and free to exploit.

‘Hence man was not freed from religion,

he received religious freedom. He wus

not freed from property, he received
freedom to own property. He was not
freed from the egoism of business. he
received freedom to engage in business.’

Mere political emancipation had thus
opencd the way for the massive develop-
ment of ‘business’. The daily practical
activity of human beings was subordinated
to the ruthless pursuit of private purposes. It
was in this context that Marx analysed the
development of German society as s
increasing ‘Jewishnéss” and made s well-
known remark that: “The social emanci-
pﬁtiﬂn of the Jew s the emancipation of
societv from Judaism’ (Judenturm in Cierman
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also means ‘commerce’.)

In his next work, 4 published Introduction
t<x his critique of Hegel's Philosophy of Law.
Marx carned this analysis turther, If previous
revolutions had tatled because they simply
separated pohtes and economics, then the
next revoluton waould have to be more
thorough-going. It would have to overturn
not just the state but also property relations,

Marx argucd rthat the backwardness of
Crerman society meant that it could not repeat
the expenence of France fifty years betore.
Conseguently, any revelution in Germany
would have to go bevond the imit of politieal
emancipdation:

‘It 15 not the radical revolution, not the

general human emancipation which is a

utopian dream for Germany, but rather

the partial, the merefy political revoiution,
the revolutnion which leaves the pillars ot
the house standing.’

But the French Revolution had been
carried out by the bourgeoisic, which put
1tself at the head of the whole nation in the
fight tor political hiberty. The development
of society had made that position difficult:

"No sooner does the middle class dare to
think of emancipation from its own stand-
point that the development of the social
conditions and the progress of political
theory pronounce that standpoint anti-
quated or at icast problematic.”

A purely pelitical revolution was imposs-
ible 1in Germany because the development
of industry meant that the bourgeoiste could
no longer even pretend to itself that it
represented “umiversal” interests. It knew
only too well that its mnterests stood i sharp
apposttieon to those of another class. Marx
then asked the obvious question: whe couid
represent the umiversal interest, and went
On:

"Answer: [n the formation of a class with

radical chains, a class in civil socicty which
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ts the dissolution of all estates. a sphere

which has a universal character by its uni-

versal sutfering and claims no particiedar
right because no patticulur wrong but
wrong generalfy 1s perpetrated against . ..

a sphere which. linaily cannot emancipate

itself without emancipating itself from all

other sphercs of society, which, in a word.

(5 the complete fosy of man and hence can

win itself only through the complete re-

winning of marn. This dissolution of society
as a particular estate is the proferariat”

Marx was now well on the way to torming
his distinet theory against the various in-
Huences under which he had developed. We
can see this aspect of Marx’s development as
the working out of the conditions for
democracy.

Hcgel's statc. with 1ts massive authori-
tarian bureaucracy. was an obvious demal
of demaocracy. The interests of the bureau-
crats in more jobs and better pay masquet-
aded as the general interest of all people.
Because they had a monopoly of political
knowledge. 1t seemed as though they stood
for a higher principle than ordinary people
merely purswing private ends. But the reality
nf the bureaucracy was mindless routine,
deference to authority, and bottomless
conservatism. The interests of democracy
demanded that this excresence be destroyed.

Private property

The French Revolution had succeeded to
the extent that 1t made political decision
making the right of the citizen. But because
it was concerned only to free the citizen
from the arbitrary power of the state 1t had
not gone 1o the root of the matter. It retained
the distinction between the political cinzen
and the civil citizen. The private citizen had
rights guaranteed by the state: amongst these
rights was the nght to property.

Conscquently it had set up conditions n
which, while everybody was formally free.
only those with wealth and education could
exercise this freedom. The remainder of the
population was obliged. in order even 10
live, to give up its treedom in everyday
political activity. The French Revolution had
been a bourgeois revolution in that it bad set
up a state of affairs in which the state existed
to guarantee the rights of property.

This was every bit as much a denial of
demaocracy as the bureaucratic state. Indeed,
as Marx was later to discover. the bourgeois
revolution  actvally  maintained  and
strengthened that very bureaucracy against
which 1t had claimed to fight.

The 1dea of democracy couid only be
reaiised in practice when the whole of social
life was brought under the control of the
whole of the population. The distinction
between ‘state” and “civil society”, in both its
absolutist and bourgeois forms, had to be
ended. Only then could the idea of people
exercising collective contrel over their own
lives become a reahty.

Any existing state, and the intercsts on
which it rested. was a powerful social reality:
it had, tor example. soldiers. It could only
be overthrown by the mass of the population.
In the French Revolution the bourgeoisie
had put itself at the head of the mass of the
population and had acted in the general

mterest in winning pelitical trecdom. But it
too had its own particular interest: private
property. S0 the state 1t 5t up was once
agaln unrepresentative of the mass of the
people.

The development of the bourgeomie.
however, bad produced a new class. the
proletanat. This class had no property other
than its ability to labour. [ts particular
imterest was therefore in abolishing private
property in the means ot production. But
this was also In the unmiversal interest,
because to socialise property was to abolish
the distinction between state and  civil
soctety. Only when the mass of the popu-
lation had the right to determine the whole
of their hives could real freedom be estab-
lished. Thus the victory of the proletarat
was the condition tor the reahsation of
democracy.

This aspect of the development of Marx's
thought deserves special emphasis because
it has important conscquences. The most
important of these is something which Marx
never considered in detail because he never
lved to see its tull lowerning: the soviet. the
workers' council, 1 the only truly democratic
form of political life and thus the only road
to human liberation.

The election of delegates trom the work-
place. and the ability to mandate and recall
them at will, is the concrete realisation of
the ending ot the distinction between state
and civil seciety. The state s formed out of
the concrete daily units in which people live
as members of civil society.

Political iife 1s not separated off from daily
life by special elections held once every five
years or 50, and the people who run the state
are not a spccial breed of people, pro-
fessional politicians, who beg for votes. The
people who tun the state and the people
who run civil society are the same.

State socialism

Two other consequences are unportant
because they destrov myths which are
commaon about Marxism. Those whe argue
that the road to socialism lies through
increasing the power of the state, whether
they are rcformists, stalinists or mltary
dictators. and whether they think they are
Marxists or not, represent a quite different
tradition from that of Marx himselt. From
its very beginnings, his theory was concerned
with the destruction of the state as a separate
power.

The myth spread by bourgeois experts
that Marxism is a theory of dictatorship by
the state and thus that S1alinism is its logical
caonseguence, is equally false. We have seen
how, once again from its beginnings, his
theory was concerned to find the conditions
in which democracy could become a hving
reality.

From its beginnings to 11s mature develd-
opment was still a long road. It was 1o take
much practical experience and much theor-
etical work before Marx could claim to have
worked out the consequences of these early
ideas. But the ideas we find in crude form in
these early writings we will encounter agam
in later works like The Civif War in France,
written in the light of the experience of the
Paris Commune nearly 40 years later. (J
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LABOUR HISTORY
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Drinking down the ages

After a fortnight’s selid drinking
tor the New Year, a look at the
history of that most famous
mmstitution—the public house—is
in order. Paul Furness,
frequenter, looks at some
famous historic pints.

Looking through the "What's On’ page ot
Soctalist Waorker the other week T noticed
that two branches met in pubs that have a
socialist tradition. One, The (Gilobe 1n
Dumfries was once the hangout ol the poct
Robert Burns, The other, The Blackamoor's
Head In Pontetract, was one of the carly
meeting places of the Yorkshire NUM in the
19th century. | dlso naticed that out of 13
meetings listed tor Scotland only two of
them arc held in pubs, unfike the English and
Welsh branches where meeting in the local
Community Centre 1s the exception. This
pattern lollows closcly the history of the
socialist movement going back centurics.

Temperance

Up until the 1890's 9% percent of ali trade
umon and socialist mectings were held 1in
pubs in England and Wales. In Scotland the
Scottish temperence movement was closcly
allred Lo the Labour movement, so much so
thal the prohibitionists united with the
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Labour Party and Communists in 1922 to
defeat Churchill in a Dundeg election. When
Jimmy Reid proposed holding meetings in
pubs as late as the "60s, Willie Gallagher
{(boih then ot the Communist Party) was
horrified at the idea. Despite the fact that the
Communist Party was founded in 4 pub in
1921 {the now demolished Yicrorr Hotel in
[ eeds) by the end of the '20s most meetings
had moved to their own halls. When
revolutionary socialists re-emerged 1 the
60s the pub as the meeting place had a
revival,

The histary of political activity 1n pubs
goes back over 600 years. The earliest
recorded mecting i1s perhaps the onc that
took place in a Cambridge tavern following
the arrest of John Ball after the defeat of the
Peasants' revalt in 1381, The War Tyfer in
Dartford (formerly the Rose and Crown) was
the headquarters of that wonderful it ul-
tated revoll.

When the civil war broke out in the |7th
century a network of pubs stretching across
the country served as centres of radical
opposition for the Levellers.

It1 the 18th century Tom Paine rather

cgotistically called the pub the cradle ot

American Independence because he wrote
his ‘Rights of Man' at The Red Lion 1n 5t
John's Street, Clerkenwell, He lived for a
long time at the Bufin Lewes and formed his
debating socicty {The Headstrong Club) al
the ncarby White Hart. Also ot the period
was Lhe radical Willham Cobbett,  his

birthplace is now the William Cobbett Inn at
Farnham. It was Cobbett who brought
Puine’s remains back from America and lost
them somewhere m Liverpoot! He was also
involved with the London Corresponding
Society which was founded and met at The
Hell in Covent Crarden’s Exeler Street (it 18
still there, taned up as The Gilherr and
Sullivan),

The Corresponding Society was never, ds
its name sugpests, centred on London.
Norwich had ats attiliated Revoiutionary
Club at its own Belf with over 200 members.
At one ttme Norwich had over 20 such
radical c¢lubs  all meeting in pubs. In
Nottimgham the Society met at The Sun on
Pclham Street. Nottingham was then one ot
the most radical towns in England. The
Chartists met at fhe Hellingron in Canal
Street, Fhe Seven Strars, Barkergate and Fhe
King CGeorge on Horsebuck 1n King Streel.
Some pubs became named atter the radical
causce—ithe Srandard of Freedom at Skircoat
Green near Haltax, The Cap of Liberty at
Brighton and the fand of Liberty, Peace,
Hope and Freedom near Rickmansworth,

Chartist pubs

The mside of the Chartist pub also
reflected the cause. Atithe Andrew Marvellin
Carlisle {now The Afkion on Botchergate) the
female Chartists met 11 a room decorated
with full length portraits of Washington,
Andrew Marvell, Arthur OO'Connor and
Byron all decorated with flowers and laurels.
Around the room were portraits of Chartist
leaders and the flag of the Female Radical
Associatnion with ity piclure ot a Bastlle
keeper trying (o part a mother Irom her
child. Tae Cap of Liberry in Brighton had
tricolours, swords and red caps of liberty,

Most of the pubs mentioned are still i use,
as s The Crowa and Voolpack near the Angel
in London where the Bolsheviks split from
the Mensheviks in 1903, and which used to
be a meeting place for the SWP in more
recent times. In fact the whole socialist
movement has been interwoven with pubs.
Some Uke The Josepht Arch at Burlord in
Waurwickshire are named alter radicals {in
this ¢ase the founder of the Agricultural
[.abourers” Umond others atter events, such
as The Peierfoo in the Shambles 1n
Manchester, which was the starting point for
that lamous demonstration. The Ship on
Marine Parade, Southend was  the
headguarters of the Nore mutimyin 1797, the
Spithead  mutiny  in Portsmouth  which
oeeurred o few davs baler wus orgamsed
fromfhe Three Tuns.

Other pubs were the locals of sociahists,
The Cricketers on South Parade, Tlastings
was the hangout of Robert Tressell (author
of The Ragveed Trousered Philantiropist). In
Edinburgl Jamues Connolly used to tfrequent
The Meadow Bar und the Bucefewch drms.
both on Buccleuch Street, betore he gave up
the drink. George Orwell was aregularat the
Fitzrov Tavern, Churlorte Street in [.ondon,
the Lord Southampron on Grafton Terrace
was Marx™s local Tor 25 veursand Lenim gave
Trotsky his first taste ol English beer ut £he
Findar of Wubefictd on Gravs Inn Read, The
list could go on and vn, much of which s
walting to be rediscovered and tasted. 3
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THE MOVEMENT: Gay politics

BOOKMARKS
Pink but not red

what 18 shown 1s that not only does the class
divide crack (he gay community periodic-
ally, but when it does, the ‘leaders” and
spokespeople for the ‘movement”  wili

The desire for a ‘gay community’
has stopped many gay people
from becoming invelved in

New this month

0100 Marx—the SWP centenary
badge. 25p {plus 15p postage}).
Bulk orders (ten or more) 20p
each post free.

COTHE GREAT LIE—by Abbie
Eakan. A new edition of the
pamphlet that explains why the
so-called socialist countries aren’t
socialist. 75p {plus 20p postage).
Butk orders (five or more} 65p
gach post free.

EVANS POSTCARDS —set of 16
featuring the best cartoons from
the Jokeworks. £1.60 per set (plus
12p postage}. Bulk orders {five or
maore sets) £1.40 each post free.

Coming Soon!

OF BREAD AND GUNS—Nigeil
Harris' new book on the world
eccnomy in crisis, £2.95 (plus 50p
postage). Bulk orders (five or
more} £2.40 each post free.

BOOKMARKS, 265 Seven Sisters
Road, Finsbury Park, London N4 2DE
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libgration movement, produced by a group
of volunteers. Then 1t had an editor {Denis
[.emon) and a collective, then an editor and
staff, then ina financial take-over, a board of
directors (two including the editor).

Now Denis Lemon has sold the papertor
£50,000 down and £100,000 over {ive years.
Unsurprisingly the paper can't survive with
that sort of drain on its finances so there has
to be a dramatic restructuring. This includes
redundancies. But even this won't be
enough. The deal might collapse. Lemon
might have to take on running the paper
again. Or he might decide not ta strangle the
goose and reschedule the debt repavment.
This stiil leaves three more on the dole and a
sense ot embarrassed puzzlement among
liberal community leaders, plaintively call-
mg on Lemon to give up his claim. Give up
£1060.060.

Beating strikes

The ease with which the three redun-
dancies were lost, despite the apparent unity
of the joint chapels, shows a more fun-
damental trend. During a strike at Watney's
over redundancies and changes in work
patterns, a strike with a very high level of
success in blocking deliveries ot beer 10 pubs
in London, gay people managed to *break
the strike and still get beer in their “gay”
pub’, according to Capital Gay. During the
l.ondon transport strike over increases in
fure prices, job losses and changes tn work
practices last June, ‘thousands of gay people
managed to beat the strike to pet on the Gay
Pride demonstration', again according to
Capita! Gay. On 22 September, the huge
demonstration in support of the hospial
workers' pay claim, *hundreds of gay people
“hid” behind their union banners’ according
to Gay News, and their NGA members broke
the umon instruction of support for the hos-
pital workers, “because gay people have o
get their paper’.

What pays working at Watney's, on
Lendon Transport,. or hospital workers
thought of this remains unrecorded. .But

e unreservedly desert their proletarian sisters
- socialist politics. John Lindsay and brothers in order to side with the bosses,
[ ——— shows how recent develmpmentq indiscriminately (regardless!) of sexual
i : ‘ orientation.
in the gay movement piﬂﬂﬁ‘ class The recession and high unemployment are
T T clearly at the forefront. accentuating tendencies already present in
| — the early gay movement. Capitalism has
B ] ‘Gay managing director sacks gay workers  easily been able to incorporate clubs, discos,
with help of gav lawyers’ ought for once and  clothing, real estate and the media, creating a
= q The Socialist Worker for all lay (o rest the 1dea that_there 1sonebig new market and_ a f'rlissnn of exa_:itement.
. - bookshop happy homosexual (albeit oppressed) Heaven, a4 gay disco in London 15 now a
BOOKMARKS Over 12,000 titles to family. But we are not so lucky. popular nitespot attended by thousands, But
choose from, plus Events at Gay Newstecentlydareasorryre-  outside this market, controlled by the
pamphlets, magazines,| minder of how the heady days of gay liber-  breweries and the record industry, the vast
posters and badges. ation in the early seventies have degencrated.  bulk of young and unemployed have no
Ef{::: ;;‘;g::w“ or Gay News siarted as the paper of the gay chance to enjoy the fruits of gay liberation.

This scene has left women untouched.
There has been little proliferation of gay
soctal outlets for lesbians, and less expansion
ol available literature,

The incorporation of homosexual
pleasure into capitalist commoedity pro-
duction is paralleled by political
Incorporation,

The Tones have had no difficulty (n
exlending the 1967 Actto Scotland and now
Northern Ireland. This leaves the Channel
Islands and the Isle of Man with idiosyn-
cratic legslation.

The GLC has now not only funded gay
vouth workers through the Inner London
Education Authority, but set up a gay com-
mittee, with councillors and seif-appointed
gay actvists. This commitiee 15 serviced by
committee clerks like any other committee,
and amusing reading the minutes make.
Imagine the discussion which once took
place in a smoky envirenment of semi-
Ulegality 1n the basement of an anarchist
hookshop now being discussed in County
Hall, minuted by a commitiee clerk.

Out of this promises to come a large
amount of money for a London gay centre,
with development workers already
appointed, on £9,000 a year. And up to
£100.000 tfor a gay arts festival next June,
along with gay pride week, called, suitably
encugh, Pink June,

The argument we presented in the middle
seventies 15 10 one sense clearly wrong., We
satd that with an economic recession would
come a sharp drift to the right 1n which the
gams of liberalism would be lost. We saw the
rise of the Nazis, police raids on gay clubs,
bookshops and parties as part of this. And
wilth the election of Thatcher in 1979 it
looked as (f the swing to the right would push
the gav movement back before 1967,

This is clearly not what has happened.
Police raids appear to be episodic and idio-
syncratic activities ot individual officers with
no concerted support from on high. The
Mazis have not only been reduced to the mar-
gins of politics, but the open homosexuality
of one of their leaders has never become an

Socialist Review January 1983
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WORKERS UNITE

ssue cven i their uny aireles. Thatcher.

while making no tormal statements herselt

on guestions of homwosexuality, has clearly
miven the go-ahead for the legislative changes
in Scotland and Ireland. The press hus tried
to agitate around Peter Tatchell’s homo-
sexuality, Koen Pivingstone™s statements and
Tony Benn™s support, but o no etfect,
Hattersley, shadow Home Sceretary. has
pramised support for a billb to nuke homo-
sexuality equal in low with heterosexuality
should Labour come to power,

Mechanical

In other words the rather mechantcal
relationship between economic recession
and sexual repression was clearly wrong.
Parallels between the thirtes and now have
not been borne out, Sexuality no longer per-
forms the tunction ol repression which i
carried out then.

[t part this 15 certainly a result of changes
in tamily patterns at large. The incredse 1in
divorce, single parent fanulies, worker
migrations, have all broken down vet further
established wdeas of a ‘natural sexoalnty” and
a ‘matural Gamly hile”

[n part 11 s 3 resulc of the challenges pre-
sented during the high pomt ol gay and
women's liberation. Arguments about sex-
vality, chibd-reaning,  medicine,  anthro-
pology, cannot be retuwmed (o a pre-196K%
stage without major deleats on questions ol
abortion, social scourity allowance, edu-
cation. and o significant change in the lite-
style of laree proportons of the bourgeosisie
and their tanulivs,

In part it s the result of the success of
developing a markel capable of expansion
with the recognition that no major fears for
truth, beauty o civilisation dare unleashed,

And partly it is the recognition that a
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narkel philosophy based on people ‘being
allowed to do what they wish with their pri-
vate property” must at Jeast be ‘allowed to do
wilal they wish wilh their private parts’. This
has the saving grace of preventing periodic
hysteria as the drversions ot the ruling class
are paraded lor the utillation of the Sun.

Butif it 1s true that dramatic moves to the
right from cutside the pay movement have
not vecurred, the moves (o the right among
gay people are greater than we magined.
The number preparcd to tight lor
contentious 1ssues now is much smaller than
len years ago. Itis true that shock troopers’
of (he gay movement were always 4 minonty,
but 1t was they who captured the publhic
imagination and  gave the space lor
acceptability to develop.

That minonity has now shrunk 1o vanish-

ing point. And with it a whole series ol

arguments in sexual politics which have

never tormed the broad base of advance but
which have always involved the maost com-
mitted because they are the most contentious
questions, Tt might appear that arguments
aver children’s sexuality, the construction of
desire, cross-gender, sado-masochism and
pornography are marginal to the major
questions  facing  the labour movement
today, but it was the excitement of these
debates which gave the delermination to
take on the authorities, medical, legal and
clerical. which f(ormed the bastions of
reaction stormed (on vears ago.

Sterile debates

The retreat within the gay movement s a
recognition that these debates are now sterile
unlil therc 15 a major upsurge of struggle
once more invelving the mass of
people—with a tiny number ol actors these
stages become barren—as much as 1t 15 a
maticr of the real lear of the world outside.

There were genuinely a number of people
radicalised during the high point of gay liber-
ation who will bever be able to crawl back
inta the closel. Their activity has also created
the opportunity tor many more (o venture
out. Gay Switchhoard has had more than
one mitlion telephone calls. Some of these
will not be savisfied by nights in 1{eaven and
prospects of mortgaged monogamy.

There have been real advances made
within the labour movement on understand-
ing the realtionship between scxual
oppression and class oppression. There have
been real gains made in the way shop lloor
militants will detend gay pople who are
victimised or who come out. The Gay Rights
at Work Campaign has given many trade
union branches the chance to discuss the
topie, many trade union notice boards have
SCCt posters, many canteen arguments have
been had. This dees not stop NALGO and
TGWU holding conferences on the Isle of
Man nor the NUT on Jersey, both places
where homosexuality is s#/f illegal. But 1t
docs meian that we will be able to build
support for demonstrations breaking the law
it both places [rom dozens of trade union

branches, and pull delegates on  those
demonstrations.

That would have been ummaginabie a tew
VEArs sgo. o

‘Socialism is a new
society of freedom-

or itis nothing.’

SOCIALISM FROMBELOW
by David McNaliy

A short history of |
revolutionary sgocialist ideas,

50p plus 20p postage/
ten for £4 post free

from Socialists Unflimited,
265 Seven Sisters Ad.
London N4 2DE
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SOCIETY: The family

Marx said that the ruling ideas inany society
are the ideas of the ruling class, and there 1s
one such idea in particular that 1s dnlled into
us almost literally from the day we are born,
This 1s the idea that the tamily as we know 1t
— the nuclear family of one couple and their
children, with the breadwinner father and
the domesticated mother who cares for
children, cooks and cleans—is natural and
eternal.

The Holy Family, the Flintstones, the
Three Bears, historical dramas, the Freudian
family—all show the nuclear family as we
know it as the basic unif of society. In other
words, the family officially does not have a
history, 1t has just always been there. If it (5
pointed out that people lived very differently
m the past, historians, sociologists and
psychologists will argue that these different
ways of living were unnatural, and that the
nuclear family was there all the tme,
struggling to be free.

Unfortunately, many feminists reinforce
this denial of a real, meaningful history of
the family by concentrating on just one
aspect of t, male power or patriarchy. It is
true that in all class societies men have
enjoyed power over women and children
within the family as well as holding most of
the power in society as a whele. But to con-
centrate on this alone obscures the realiy 1n-
teresting and significant facts in the history
of the tamily—the facts of change,

Marxism 15 about change. [f capitalism is
ever to be destroyed and socialism 1o take iis
place, it is necessary both (0 understand why
and how societics change, and to go out and
change things. This is the difference between

18

Far from being natural, the
family has a history as tortured
and tortuous as the societies
which have given it form. Norah
Carlin describes the major
changes that have taken place in

‘BEurope.

Marxism and utopian socialism, which may
nroduce interesting and exciting ideas about
what 18 wreng with capitalism and how
society could be different and better, but 15
unable to change 1t because it provides no
understanding of change. The feminist
theory and history of patriarchy reinforce
this utoplamsm.

Class society

The history of the family begins at the
same time us the history of class society.
Before privale property and the exploitation
of one class by another ¢xisted, the famly
did not exist. Many Marxists and feminists
have discussed the origins of the family, but
very often the discussion and the under-
standing stop there, just as the Aistory of the
family begins. It is as if, once the family was
established, there is little more to be said
about it, except that 1t has always been a
patriarchal institution, But if we are to
understand change in the family, and change
in society, there is a great deal more that can
and must be said about 1t.

All aspects of the tamily—marriage, the

ural practice

househald, child-bearing and child-rearing,
personal relationships and moral
attitudes—have underpone enormous and
sweeping changes quite regularly in history.
Even looking at the history of the family in
Europe over the last three thousand years
can show just how important change has
been, and throw a ot of light on the causes of
change.

Two things tn particular stand out from
this history. One is that the tamily has

‘changed with changes in the mode of

production—ihat is, the differcnt sysiems
under which onc class produces and another
lives off the proceeds: slavery, feudalism and
capitalism. The other is that unut quite re-
cently different cfasses in the same society
have always had different forms of family.

To anyone who i1s concerned about the
disappearance of the family under
socialism—either concerned that 1t won't
disappear or concerned that 1t willl—the
history of the family can provide a new pers-
pective. The family has changed so much in
the past that there can be no question that it
must change 1n the future. Just how it will
change is 4 question of who 1s to make the
future and what it 1s to be—a degenerate,
crisis-ridden version of capitalism, or a
planned and humane socialism.

The slave socreties of Greece and Rome
were the first forms of class socicty in
Europe. There are many learned books on
the ‘history of the family in ancient society’,
but they usually ignore one centrally
important fact: onfy the slave owners had
Jamilies. Slaves belonged, as property, to
their owners’ families, and they were not

Socialist Review January 1983
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allowed to marry. If g slave woman had
children, whether themrr father was a ftellow-
slave or not, they belonged to her master,
who could choose to bring them up to work
in his own household or to sell them it he
wished.

The slave-owncrs” families were strictly
regulated. In ancient Athens, the most pros-
perous of the Creck slave societies, the
citizens” wives and daughters were confined
to the home. They shared women’s quarters
with the slave women, who did the shopping,
wishing, water-carrying and any other work
that involved leaving the house. The women
of a citizen’s family had little contact with
anyone ather than relatives {for example at
weddings and funerals), and except on
special days of "women’s festivals® had no
access to the famous public buildings and
civil life of the city. They were not included in
the celebrated Athenmian democracy, which
involved all male citizens.

Slave owners

Most citizen families owned slaves, even if
only aone or two. If a family was too poor to
i1ve in this way—if, for example, wives and
daughiers appeared in public, traded 1n the
market, wet-nursed other women's babies or
did other families' washing—then their
status as a citizen family was seriously in
doubt, which meant that their sons could not
inherit a citizen’s privileges, own land or par-
ticipate in political life.

There were many women in Athens who
were considered to be outside the family:
both common prostitutes {(often employed in
state-owned brothels) and the educated,
cultured courtesans who gave intellectual
dinner parties for the lcaders of Athenian
society, These women were a recognised and
often highly valued part of society, but they
were not part of the family, even it they grew
rich, brought up their own children, and had
otherwise respectable households. Belong-
ing to a family was a privilege, tied 10
property, slave-owning and citizenship.

All citizens™ marriages were arranged by
their families, and what is most interesting 18
the official attitude to sexuality within
marriage. Lowve, passion and sexual
attraction, which are nowadays regarded as
the obvious and most secure foundations for
marriage, were frowned upon between
husbands and wives. Such emotions
threatened the stability of the slave and
property-owning houschold, Male citizens
were agvised to have intercourse with their
wives three times 8 month, to beget citizen
children. More often showed signs of
dangerous passion, less often might tempt
the wife 10 secret adulterous affairs. If a man
wanted sexual satisfaction, he should get
himself a slave girl; if he scught lively con-
versation and entertainment, he should visit
a courtesan; if he hankered after beauty and
kigher feelings, he should devote himselftoa
young citizen boy.

Although all this was at the level of moral
advice offered by philosophers to the
citizens, and we do not know how often i
was taken, it shows that what 1s regarded as
normal and morally correct i personal
relationships in any society depends on what

- the family is seen as being for in that society.

Socizlist Review January 1983

The same philosophers often said, as official
opimien does nowadays, that the tamily was
the basic unit of society. They did not mean
the family as a set ot personaf relationships,
but a sel of property—and slave-owning
relationships. (They called 1 the aikos, or
houschold, and it 1s from this that our word
eCOROMICS Comes.)

In ancient Rome, slave-owning was on a
much larger scale, and the slave owners lived
in large extended families, that is households
which included married sons and daughters-
in-law as well as their parents. The semor
male of the {amily. the patrniarch or
paterfamiiias, had immense power over both
the property and (he people within the
[amuly, including the power of lite and death.

It was cheaper to buy adult
slaves than to rear

their children.

Althovgh women were much more on

display 1 ancient Rome—the Roman
citizens grew very rich on the proceeds of
their empire, and lavished expensive luxuries
on their womenfolk—they had a very low
legal status, reflected in the fact that they did
not legally have personal names. (A woman
was Julia or Octavia because her father’s
family name was Julius or Oc¢tavius, and to
distinguish her from other Julias or Octavias
she had only a mckname chosen by her
father or husband.) Although Roman
women could apparently divorce their
husbands quite easily, this was becanse a
woman was still considered to be a member
of her father’s family even when she was
married and living with her hushand—in
fact, it was her tather or brothers who did the
divorcing.

The main differences between the slave
owners' families in (reece and Rome
reflected the differences in the scale of slave-
owning and the amount of wealth they were
able to accumulate, In Rome as in Greece,
the slaves themselves did not have families.
Except towards the end of the Roman
Empire, when the supply of slaves from
newly conguered areas began to dry up, the
owners did not wish slaves to breed at ali, as
it was cheaper to buy adult slaves than to

rear their children.
In the feudal society which followed the

collapse of the Roman Empire, the ruling
class were the nobility, who owned both the

land and the peasants who farmoed at. These
peasants were nol slaves, they were serls,
which means that though they belonged to
the lord they had families of thewr own and
plots of land which they farmed to lecd
themselves, as well as working on the lord’s
land or providing him with {ood as rent.

The noble family tn the Muddle Ages, the
period of feudalism, was an extended kin
group. This was not a houschold, but a
‘noble house’, a wide group of biood
relations not permanently Living topgether. It
was a unit of power and property i which all
its members had an interest, ncluding the
women, for thev often inhernited property
and political power, Lesser lords were the
‘vassals' of greater lords, which meant that
their familics were linked together by ties of
military service and protection. Tanded
property, military power and political
influcnce were accumulatcd by having the
right connections in this hierarchy ol
overlords and vassals. Wartare was one way
of pursuing property and power; the tamly
was unother.

Alliances

Marriages were alliances made by the
couple's parents, or by their overlords i their
parents were dead. Overlords olten made a
profitable trade out of selling the marrages
ol heirs and heiresses. A young noblewoman
was usually married at or soon atter puberty
(somewhere between twelve and eighteen),
and started 10 bear children as soon as she
was able. A nobleman’s marriage  was
usually postponed until he had done some
military service as a knight, but in the mean-
time he often took a temporary wite of lower
social standing than himselt for
companionship and sexual satisfaction,
recognising her children as his bastards and
having them brought up in his owh or
father's household. When the irme came tor
connections, the temporary wite was
discarded but financially provided tor,

Even legal noble marriages were
frequently broken by divorce. because a
partnership offering better connections
might prove attractive, or an old pohitical
alliance break up. This was despite the long
struggle of the Catholic clergy to outlaw
divorce among the nobility. Couples whao
had been married for many ycars might
suddeniy ‘discover’ that they had broken the
Church’s rules by marrving in the first place,
either because they were distantly related or
because they had been previously engaged 1o
someone else, They would then part and re-
marry, and though the Church regarded the
original marriage as sinful and the children
as bustards, their families and fellow
members of the feudal hierarchy clearly chid
not. -

Actual noble households were targe and
fluid. One couple might own several castles
and they were frequently separated as they
moved around their lands, visited other
lords' households and (for the men} took
part in  military campaigns. A noble
household was fulil ol noble companions and
attendants, blood relations and hangers-on
of all sorts, upper servants to look aller the
children and lower ones to scrve the
household, other nobles’ children receiving
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training in manners or knighthood, and so
on, They all shared a life of much variety bult
little privacy or opportunity for close
cmotional bonds,

Peasant houscholds in feudal Western
FEurape were, on the other hand, nuclear
family units. They rarely included morc than
one married couple and their children, with
the occasional widowed grandfather or
grandmother. This scems 1o have been be-
cause the lords preferred 1t that way., With
the land dwided to small unils, each
supporting no more than a nuclear famly,
they hoped to ger the preatest returns 1n
labour services and rent. They would also
wanl to prevent the formation of peasant
extended families and ‘houses’ ot peasant
kinstolk which might put up some resistance
to teudal exploitation, or simply cause a lot
of trouble by pursuing vielent rivalries and
blood-feuds like the nobility themselves.

Where peasant extended tamibies did exist,
im parts of Scuthern and Eastern Europe,
they grew up when the lords were weak and
divided, or {in Eastern Europe) anxious to
attract peasants (o new land. Since peasant
clanpishness and weak lordship also went
hand-in-hand in China and India during the
Middie Ages, the relationship between
classes 1n feudal society would scem 1o be
crucial to the peasant lanuily pattern.

The purpose of the peasant ftamily
household was to produce encugh food to
stay alive and provide the ford with libour or
rent according o his demands. Marrages
were made when land was inherited by one
partner or the other, and the couple were
usudally about the same age. They formed a
working partnership, to which both partners
contributed, though they might have their
separdate tasks {such as ploughing for men
and poultry or dairy work lor women), but
a1 worked in the fields at some time of the
¥Car,

Village community

Peasant solidarity, in the absence of
cxtended families, was provided by the
village community. The individual tamily,
though @ nuclear unit, was not a private and
closed set of relationships. The men and the
women of the village had their own collective
activities, often separate ones such as
ptoughing on the one hand and washing at
the well on the other. The village community
could and did intervenc when marrtal
relationships got out of hand, in cases ot wile
beating, scolding or adultery. The village
women's solidarity with one another was ex-
pressed ina way of life which later came to be
condemncd as superstition and ‘gossip’.
(This word once meant simply fricnd or
confidant; nowadays 4 ‘gossiping woman' 18
disapproved of precisely because she does
nert respect the poivacy of family affairs}

What changed feudal society and brought
about new relationships between classes was
the increasing production of commodities—
that is, goods made {or sale on the open
market, and not just to provide fora family’s
neecds or a particular customer’s
requirements. At this stage, which saw the
beginning of capitalism, the nuclear tamily
came Into its own as a unit of production.

2

Merchants, who had for centuries been
buying and selling luxury goods and exotic
foreign products, began to take an interest in
the mass production of saleable commo-
dities such as cloth, metalwares and items of
clothing like belis and hats, 1n therr own
countries. They did not at firstinvestinlarge
lactories and machines to improve the
technique of production. [nstead, they
simply encouraged more fambes to produce
the goods in their own homes. As the mer-
chants came to control the supply of raw
materials like wool, metals and leather, and
to menopolise the sale ot the fimished goods,
they were effectively paving these tamilies
piece rales for their labour, They were the
first capitalists.

Merchants began to take an
interest in the mass production
of saleable commaodities.

)
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Under this system of production and ex-
plottation, the whole famuly took part in
production. Artisans’ marriages were
working partnerships, in which the wile had
her recognised tasks—olten working on the
zoods, dealing with the merchant, keeping a
shop for casnal sales, or supervising the work
of servants and apprentices. Late
marriage—rarcly before the mid-twenties
for either men or women—ensured that the
couple had savings and experience on which
to base the partnership.

Though the artisan’s

producing tamily revelved around the
married couple, membership of the tamily
was not limited te them and thewr children.
Servants and apprentices—young girls and
boys sent into the houschold by thetr own
parents, usuallv remaining there unti they
reached marriageable age—were part of the
family household, under the care and discip-
line of the master and mistress,

Children tou voung 1o he put to work were
not a central part of the working household.
In the towns where commaodity production
became widespread, most working wives
sent their new-born children out to be wet-
nursed by peasant women. This was not for
their health™s sake—a large proportion of the
wet-nursed 1nlants died before they were
weaned—but because nursing and caring for
4 young baby would mterfere with the
maother's contribution 1o the productive
work of the houschold. If the children sur-
vived 1o be returned to their parents at the
age of about two, a young girl was usualiy
hired to look after them vontil they were old
enough 1o be s¢t 10 wotk al home or sent out
as a servanl or apprentice to another
household,

Hired labour

commodity-

As commadity production in the towns
grew. more food had to be supplied tor the
market, and peasant lite in the countryside
changed accordingly. Sertdom dechned, and
peasant families were legally tree to compete
with ane another to produce for the market.
The gap between nich and poor peasants
widcned, as successtul families acquired
more land, hired labour to work it, and
showed increasing disregard for the oid
village ties of solidarity and mutual
responsibility. {One indication of this s that
all over Western Europe in the sixteenth and
seventeenth  centuries poor women Were
often accused of witcheratr alter quarrelling
with their better-oft neighbours.)

Though peasant fumilies rarely sent their
children out to wel-nurses, they did hire
young girls to look after them, and regularly
sent their sons and daughters out 10 long-
term service in other famihies. There were
many grades of wealth among the peasantry,
and children were sent o better-oft tamilies
than thelr own &0 as to improve their chances
of saving money. marcying a  suitable
partner, and setting up a successtul family of
their own when they reached their mid-
twenties.

With late marriages, peasant courtship

qas Jong drawn out, and very often ended
with the woman getung pregnant when
marriage—with the prospect of inheriting or
purchasing some land—was 1n the offing,
but befure it took place. Despite the teaching
ol all the churches, Catholic and Protestant,
peasants did not regard sex before marriage
as shametul, and a high proportion ot
peasanl brides—as much as 20 percent or 40
percent it some places—went pregnant 10
the altcr. What way regarded as shameful
was 1o have a child without marriage—when
the father was @ married man, or too poor to
marry, or absconded when the pregnancy
became known—because such a child was
hurden on the comnmiunity.

During this period ot the rise of

Socialist Review January 1983
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The ‘loving’ discipline of the bourgeglsie

—— i

capitalism, the poor could not afford regular
family life, and therec were increasing
numbers of the poor. Married couples fre-
quently broke up because wages were low
and opportunities tfor wage-carning in-
sufficient. Poor husbands ofien left their
families to seck work elsewhere, or simply to
avoid the crushing responsibility, leaving
their wives and children ‘on the panish’,
dependent on the poor rates or private
charity. As soon assuchchildren reached the
age of seven, they were taken from ther
mothers and apprenticed 10 a master or
mistress chosen by the parish authorities.
The permanent existence of a family,
therefore, depended on its success in the
sphere of production, not that of personal
relationships. |

Personal relationships, especially those
between parents and children, began to
receive more atteation in the families of the
bourgecisic—the successtul merchants and
larger employers. The family no longer lived
above the warehouse or workshop, and
wives had less to do with production and
more to do with the care of children.
Bourgeois tamilies developed a more private
and intimate style of life, with separate
rooms for different activities, lewer servants
and mare stress an emotional bonds.

Many historians have claimed that the
early capitalist bourgeoisie led the way 1n
‘modern” personal relationships and in-
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dividual freedom because of this increased

intimacy of family hfe. But from the
seventeenth century until theend of the nine-
tecnth, these relationships were very much a
matter of disciplineg, of authority on the part
of the husband and submission on the part of
wives and children. The bourgcoisie’s
‘loving’ discipline was reinforced by the
threat of Hell and by vartous methods of
physical and mental 1oriure, despite the fact
that wife-beating and extreme child-
battering were coming to be regarded as bar-
barcus. This was the ¢era of *spare the rod and

LOST *° 17
REVOLUTION

llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll

spol] the child’, and of the loving but "dutiful’
wife, Bourgeois women were freed from
productive labour, and then criticised
because they did nothing but consume.
Fathers exercised discipline; mothers were
regarded as naturally too soft on their

chiidren.
The next stage of the risc of capitalism, the

Industrial Revolution, brought sweeping
changes to both production and the family.
The spread of factories, mines and other
large industrial enterprises meant that

almost all commodity production moved
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The majority of producers became wage earners

outside the home and the majority of pro-
ducers became wage-earners. This brought
major changes 1n famity hie for the new
working class, though the most lasting
changes were not the most immediate,

New machinery

First of all, it was women and children
who were drawn owutside the home into the
new factories, starting with colton spinning,
which in its houschold form had always been
an activity of women assisted by children.
Then, as more new machines were adopted
for many different kinds of productoen and
household workers could not compete, men
also were driven into the lactories,

[n some areas. such as Lancashire in the
[X40x, the men were put out of work before
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there were factory Jobs available for them,
and they did not turn to houschold tasks but
became demoralised. The tuct that they were
dependent on women's wages, which were
lower than men had previcusly earncd as
home workers, did not encourage them to
sce the situation as permancnt or acceptable.

To many observers, like Fredenick Engels
in Manchester in 1844, 1t seemed as though
working class family lile was collapsing. But
the re-establishment of the tamily among the
working class was probably necessary lor
survival, Amid the dirt and disease ol mid-
nineteenth century facrory lowns,
housework and hygienc were matters of
physical survival. and the death rutes amonyg
women who worked, and their babies, wus
high. Capualsm provided no alternative
facilities for basic human needs.

In some dareas, such as Lancashire and the
East End of London, the workimg class set up
extended families to  cope with  these
problems. Marnied women continued to
woTtk in large numbers, while home hite was
provided for by the presence o the
household of grandmothers, aunts, and
other relatives. Which tamily  mwmbers
worked and which provided child care and
housework was a matter of convenlence and
job opportunitics.

But in most areas the working class tamaly
became g nuclear famuly houschald in which
the wile left paid emplovment when she
married or had her first cluld, and spent the
rest of her life 11 caring tor the children and
household.

Skilled male workers began to expect, and
through trade union organisation (o pet, a
‘family wage' sufficicnt to suppori their
wives and children. But it would be a mistake
to suppose that this was general among the
workmp class, even though few marned
women worked outside the home. Skilled
workers were the elite of the working class,
and defended their privileged  position
through c¢raft union organisations which
excluded unskifled workers and kept thetr
own numbers down through control of
apprenuceship. Before the 1890s, lew un-
skilled workers were organised, and neither

I® AT o e

their wages nor their bargaining power ever
maltched those of skitled workers.

Most unskilled workers” families lived on
the marging ot poverty or bhelow, especially
when their children were young—all
nineteegnth century soclal surveys mentioned
this, Mothers ol voung children had to
scrape and scrounge, and take in washing or
lodgers to mahke ends meel. What did
provide the unskilled workers' family with
some tinancial relict was that they had large
miembers of chifdren, wha could be put to
work al an carly age (still betore their teens
cven atter schooling became compulsory)
a11d bring in wapes ta help support younger
brothers and sisters. This was the first time in
history that the producing class had had
larpe  numbers  of  children—before  the
Industrial Revolution poverty and
malnutrition meant that only the rich had
mote than one or two surviving early
clnldhood.  But the avergge number of
children born to couples married in the 1860s
was over siX. and more of them survived.

ldeological pressure playved a part in
removing married women from the
worktorce. Social relormers were concerned
about the ‘immorality” of marned women
working alongside men, as well as about the
elfects on their health. They were par-
ticularly agitated about hot or steamy mines
and factories making thin clething
necessary.,  women  were  banned  from
underground wark in mines n 1842, and
from night work 1n textile factories in 1344,
In the 1XEOs attempts were made to exclude
them from forge work in the Midland metal
trades. The reformers did not sugpest alter-
rative work for these women, nor did they
point out that conditions in the mines, for
cxample, were egually barbarous and dan-
gerous tor men. The explotation of male
workers was tor them as much part ot the
order of nature as feminine women and
maotherly housewives.

The respectable family

Middle-class women whose own
houschold duties were lightened by servants
were encouraged to visit workers” homes
with moral and pracuical advice as well as
small amounts of money, lood and blankets.
It was made clear that unless the tamily
conformed to the ‘respectable’ model of
hard-working husband and attentive
housewife. the money, food and blankets
woruld not be available.

Working class men also reintorced the
exclusion of married women from the
worklorce. Forthe skilled worker in the craft
unian it became a point of honour and stalus
to be able to support a wite and children on
his wage, and the secretary ol the TUC
(which was then bascd heavily on crafi
unions) said in 1874 that the aim of unions
should be to see that women returned to therr
proper place at home. For many male
workers, skilled and wunskilled, the
employment ol women wus  seen  as
undercutting their own wages, since wimen
could be paid halt’ as much as men, or less,
tor the same job. Only a commitment to
cqual pay, which became TUHC policy from
1888, could begin (o end this rivalry between
men and women workers.
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But for most working class tamilies there
was little choice. there wias no practical
alternative to the nuclear tamily with many
children during the nineteenth century,
cxcept In those areas where extended famalies
developed., Ofticial policy succeeded In
breaking up the working class extended
farmily by the twentieth century, council
housing, old age pensions and famuily
allowances all reinforced the nuclear family
model by making 1t materially more
attractive.

The end result of these developments was
that the famhlies ot the producers, the
working class, came to resemble the Familes
of the property-owners, the bourgeaisie,
more than at any previous tme n history,
For both, the model was a nuclear tamily
with full-time housewite and breadwinner
father, Ditferent standards of living
{servants, sanitation, housing space and
household egquipment, for example) meant
very differcnt conditions and  attitudes
however, and while working ctass familics
continved to have large numbers of children
into the twentieth century, the middle classes
adopted birth control widely trom the 1870s.

1t now became possible to see the nuclear
family and the separation of home from
work as natural and universal, and it 15 no
accident that 1t was about the end of the nine-
teenth century that psychologicial theories of
human personality based on childheod ina
private, enclosed nuclear family, with all its
tensions and emotional contlicts, developed.

The classic pattern

It should now be clear that the classic
capitalist famly pattern of the nineteenth
cenlury was unigue. The separation of work
from home, the exclusion of marrnied women
from productive wortk, and the drawing to-
gether ol ditferent classes into a similar
lifestyle, were very different from earlier
societies.

What 1s not so often made clear is that this
classic capitalist family pattern has been ex-
tremely short-lived. For the working class, it
lasted for hittle more than one century.

For the family 1s still changing, and in the
last tharty years cnange has been more rapid
than al any previous time since the early
ningtecnth century. Conservatives who wish
to preserve the family see this as a crisis for
the family as an institution. Marxists and
feminists should perbhaps study these
changes more closely as indications of the
strain placed on all capitalist institutions by
the economic crisis and long term decling of
the system.

The biggest change is that half of all
married women are now emploved full-time
or part-time outside their homes. The figure
in 1931 was only %6 percent. Since ‘all
married women® includes everyone from
Princess Diana downwards, the figure for
working class wives must be well over 50
percent. Most working class families depend
on two wages to maintain their standard of
living; very few men earn an adeguate
‘tamily wage’ and women’s wages, though
still shamefully unequal, have risen from less
than half of men's in 1900 to about 62
percent today,

It 15 ironic that wages for housework and
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criticism of the lamily wage became major
concerns 10 the feminist movement at the
very time when the experience of working
class women was changing so radically away
from the pattern of total dependence. A
longer expectation ol life, fewer children
(birth control was already widely practised
among the working class by 193 und earlier
marriage mean that most working class
women are workers both before and after
marriage and childbearing, Their working
lives are still usuwally interrupted by having
young chilidren, and they often return to
paorer jobs and lower wages, but many years
of working life after marriage 15 now their
normal cxperience.

‘The family has always changed
with the economic and social
structure of society...socialism
provides the opportunity to
change
things in a
planned
and positive

?

way.
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Whalt lres behind the other changes which
are hailed by the conservative prophets of
doom as the breakup of the family and
passibly of civilisation itself? The increasing
number of divorces and  single-parent
familics in part retlects the simple tact that
bath men and women live a lot longer than
they did in the past. Before the Industrial
Revolution, a couple who marrned could
expect to survive together tor an average of
twenty years; in 1900, for an average of 35
years; today, the hipure 15 at least 45 years. In
the past, most lone parents were widowed
parcnts, and most children 1n care were
arphans,

But drvorce and single motherhood do
more than redress the balance tormerly
produced by death. They show the strains

placed on marriage and the family by a dis-
integrating and crisis-ridden capitalism, as
well as the far trom universal appeal of a 45-
vear partnership. The family today s nddled
with contradictions; familics break up by
divorce but most divorced partners remarry
i the hope of a better partnership; voung
people rebel against therr parents bul marry
earlier, apparently feeling that family life is
better from the top than [rom the bottom,

The decline ot the welfare state, with
increasingly  inadequate  health  scrvices,
child care facilities and schooling, makes the
tamily seem more of a4 necessity [or most
working class people. Ar the same tume, 1t
submits the famuly, especially women, to
intelerable burdens as work outside the
home becomes a regular and necessary part
af thewr hives. Pelutical parties compete to
tead the defence ol the family, but aff
governments 1n the last twenty years have
operated taxation pelicies which Tavour
married couples without children and
increase the relative burdens of those with
young, dependent children.

The end is in sight

The main attack on the family comes from
the decline of the caphtalist system itsell, not
from socialism or feminism as abstract ideas.
The abolition of the family 1s, to borrow a
phrase, an idea whose ume has come, as it
temporarily seemed to have come in Lhe
1840s. What socialism and [eminism can do
15 point the way ahead to affernatives 1o the
family which capitalism never has provided
and never will. These alternatives will net be
established by compulsion or by preaching
(neither of these have ever worked), but by
offering alternative ways of living—new
forms ot child care, housing, provision of
food and comforts—in a society based on
need instead of profit,

The family has always changed with the
econamic and social structure of socicty, and
it 15 bound to go on changing. Butin the past,
change has been *blind’, unplanned and un-
conscious. People’s ideas of what 15 natural
and what unnatural have becn extremeiy
shortsighted, based on indoctrination rather
than knowledge. Socialism provides the
opportunity to change things in a planned
and positive way, The pairiarchal [amily is
not a monolithic institution, unchanged for
thousands of years, but a scries of
adaptations to changing material conditions
and class relationships. As socialists, we
should be able to say that the end ot all that 15
at least in sight.
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REVIEW ARTICLE:

He says farewell

Ian Birchall reviews Andre

Gorz’s new book Farewell to the
Warkine Class, (Pluto, £3.95).

Andre Gorz has not so much written a book
as failed to write two dilferent books, ¢cach ot
which might have been vseful in its own way.

The tirst book Gorz has failed to write is a
study of the effects of new technological
developments on modern capitalism and the
class struggle. Such a study would be of
enormous importance for socialists. But
Gorz gives us no more than the random
impressions ot a literary intellectual
bemused by technological advance, Startling
facts (*In the post office, automation has re-
duced to three the number of employees re-
quired to sort and cancel 27,600 letters an
hour') are quoted out of context in & style
more appropriate 1o an advertising copy-
writer than to a serious political commen-
tator.

The second book Gorz has not writtenisa
critique of Marxism. Again, Marxists should
always welcome the opportunity to sharpen
their wits on an intelligent criticism, which
challenges the internal logic or the con-
temporary relevance of Marxism. But Gorz
has dope no more than pick up one of the
tiredest of Cold War clichés—Marxism is a
‘religion’, with ‘priests, prophets, martyrs,
churches, popes and wars of rehigion’.
Working class mijitants are denounced for
their ‘rigidity. dogmatism. wooden language
and authontariamsm’.

Aborted books

Gorz has rammed the 1wo aborted books
into one. The confusion s compounded by a
wilfully pompous siyle and a style of argu-
nient that consists in attributing to one’s
opponents views they have never held, and
then spectacularly demolishing them,

However, the working class is not exactly
trendy among certain sections of the Left at
present, and Gorz's book may enjoy a vogue
in certain circles. So it may be worthwhile to
try to disentangle some of the arguments and,
exarning their vahdity.

Georz begins from the changes wrought in
the social svstem by technological
mnovation:

*Automation and computerisation have

climinated most skills and possibilities

for initiative and are in the process of

replacing what remains of the skilled
labour torce (whether blue or white
collar) by a new type of unskilled worker.

The age of the skilled workers, with their

power in the factory and their aparcho-

syndicalist projects, has now 10 be seen as
but an interlude which Taylorism,

“ceientific work organisation’, and,

finally, computers and rebots will have

brought to a close.’

This is all right as far as it goes; but 1t
doesn’'t go very far. Gorz 1s remarkably
vague about when this change occurred;
anarcho-syndicalism was largely dead by the
1920s and certainly none of the skilled
workers [ know has an ‘anarcho-syndicalist
project’.

= ]

All that Marx did, ‘apparently’,
was (o translate Hegel’s history
of Spirit into an equally
idealistic history of the working
class.

w

From this Gorz goes on to claim, rather
sweepingly, that modern society has reached
the end of a process “making work virtually
superfluous’. When  he actually quotes
sources the predictions are more modest—
for example that by 1990 major production
centres in the USA will have achieved a 32-
hour week.

But facts are the least of Gorz’'s worries; he
continues with broad assertions; ... the
abolition of work is a process already
underway and likely to accelerate ... it 18
absolutely impossible to restore tull
employment by quantitative economic
growth.’

Now of course there is some truth {and
pretty obvious truth) in ail this. Automation
is one of the causes of unemployment. But
there are others. One is a world recession,
where workers go idle while workers’ needs
are unfulfilled. Another is the deliberate will
of the ruling class to use unemployment te
break trade union organisation. Any serous
attempt to analyse the current crisis has 10
begin by relating thesc three factors, not by

abstracting one of them.

Instead, Gorz prefers to use his one-sided
analysis as the launching pad for a
moralising attack on a ‘socialist morality’
which, he alleges, ‘equates morality with love
of work”. And from this he goes on to iden-
tify the ‘traditional working class’
(‘untonised, stably employed wortkers, pro-
tected by labour legislation and collective
agreements’) as being no more than a
‘privileged minority’. Once again a very old
half-truth (the conservatism of the most
skilled layers of workers has been a
recognised problem in the labour movenent
since the late nineteenth century)isdolled up
as a new nsight.

In place of work, which 1s disappearing,
(Gorz puts a rather ill-defined notion of
‘autoncmous production’, with a number of
gestures in the direction of cooperatives, the
women's movement, etc. And on this basis
Gorz is able to consign Marxism to the
dustbin. All that Marx did, apparently, was
to translate Hegel's history of Spirit into an
equally idealistic history of the working
class. The historical role attnbuted by Marx
to the working class has no ‘empirical
verification’.

Historical role

Now it is chvious that Marxism cannot be
‘proved’ empirically; otherwise there would
be no need for any argument. Marxism will
only be ‘proved’ when we make the
successful socialist revolution. But when
Marxists attribute a certain historical role to
the working class, they base themselves on a
century and a half of experience, from the
Paris rising of 1848 to the Polish struggles of
1980. All this is simply 1gnered by Gorz; a
couple of quotations from the Grundrisse
suffice to erect a straw person who can be
easily demolished.

At this point some of my more perceptive
readers may be beginning to get a glimmer of
a suspicion that Gorz is an intellectual
‘charlatan. Despite his arrogance 1n dis-
missing most other socialists, Gorz 1s far
from original. Almost every point of value
made in his book was already made a full
hundred years ago by one of the very first
French Marxists, Paul Lafargue, in a
pamphlet called The Right to Idleness.
Lafargue condemns the love of woerk as
‘madness’, looks forward to a three-hour
working day, and hails machinery as the
Redecmer of Humanity.

Another striking indication of Gorz’s
intellectual confusion is his use of sources.
He picks snippets from all points of the
political compass, with no apparent regard

-
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to the contradictions between them. Thus he
quotes with approval Antomio Nergi (talsely
accuscd by the Htalian state of inspining Red
Brigade terrorism}and a fow pages later hails
the “path-breaking’ achievements of Roy
Grantham of APEX. Indeed a strange par
of bedtellows,

[t must also be pointed out that Gorz's
past record 15 not impressive. [n 1966 Gorr
delivered a lecture which began with the
prophecy; 1t 1 unlikely that 1n  the
foresceable fulure (here will be a crisis in
capitalism so acule that, in order to protect
their vital interests, workers will resort (o a
revolutionary  general strike or  armed
insurrection.” When, two years later, ten
million French workers proved him wrong,
Gorz? leapt on to the bandwagon, becoming
an ardent advocate of (he views of the Italian
wlira-lefts in Lora Continug. Now that the
promiscs of 1968 are beginning to fade, Grorz
iIs making sure that his descent from the
bandwagon will be noticed on all sides.

In moderate measure

But bevond all this, the real key to Gorz’s
position is that he is a Utopian. He has, i
moderate measure, the virtuegs of
Utopianism; that 15, he shows us the
possibilities of an alternative to the present
social order. He outlines the leasibility of a
two-hour working day, or a len-year
wortking lile. He shows how an economy
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geared 1o highly advanced technology could
he combined with a society in which there
was 4 very considerable degrece of
decentralisation and sclf-organisation,

But on the key question of how we get to
this desirable state ol affairs, Gore has
nothing 1o say. Having abandoned the
agency of the working class, Crorz has
nothirg to replace 10 with but a ‘non-class of
non-producers’, whatever that might be.
And the extravagant flourishes of
Utoplanism give way to the most abject re-
tormism i Gorg’s conclusion, when he
declares that:

‘In the social and postal services, Iin
local government, the hospitals and
health care centres, all that 15 needed 15 a
simple muustienial directive to ensure that
work 1 one’s own frecly chosen time
becomes a reahity. 1t is a fundamental
reform that will cost pracucally nothing.”
In bidding tarewell to the working class,

Gore also seems (o have hidden farewell to
the world economy, the ruling class and (he
state, Economic trends in France and the
UUSA are ubstracted from the growth of the
working class in the Third World (which
rates scarcely a mention). There 15 no
reccognition of the tact that the class struggle
15 the product, not of a tew dogmatic
Marxists, but of the determination of the
existing  ruling class to preserve  thenr
privileges.

Gorz binhely gquotes an opinion paoll in
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In 1966 Gorz prophesied that the working class would not resort to a general strike in the
foreseeable future. In 1968 10 million French workers proved him wrong
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wlhich, offercd the choice berween Ingher
wages and more free time, a majonty opted
for more (ree time. That, unfortunately, 15
not the choice before us, Those who ritle a1
present want both more sackings and wage
cuts {the Feonomist recently argued that
wiges th the advanced countries are between
8 percent and 24 percent higher than they
“ought to be’). And, despite Gorz's
hatrsplitting  about what constuutes the
state’, 1L 15 clear they will use the whole
repressive machine (o get their way.

When 1t comes to more practical 1ssues
Gorz shows incredible natvety, He hails job-
sharing and flexible working hours  as
inroads into the new society, although as he
himself notes, they lead to greater pro-
ductivity, which 1s presumably why the
employers permit and ¢cncourage them.

Yet amid all the talk of the "abolition” of
work, Gorz does not seem to have noticed
the devastating cffects that waorkers can still
have when they refuse to work. The ruling
class, their governments, and ther
associated lackeys still spend a pood-deal of
their time breaking or avoiding strikes—but
the word ‘strike’ does not appear one single
time in (Gorz's book.

Likewise, Gorz 15 quick to dismiss the
possible role of workers” councils:

*Workers’ councils—which were the
organs of working class power when
production was carried out by technically
autonomous teams ol workers—have
become anachronistic in the giant faciory
of assembly lines and self-contained
departments.’

such a formulation simply 1gnotes the
historical expericnce that in the major
upsurges of workers' councils (Russia 1905
and 1917, Germany 191¥%, Hungary 1956}
these bodies were not primarily concerned
with the orgamsation of producuon, but
with the general cnisis of socrety.

Political flexibility

Yet [or Gorz the overriding advantage of
bidding farcwell to the working class 15 the
palitical flexibility 1t permits. On the ane
hand one can appear infinitely radical,
breaking with old dogmas. Yet at the same
time one c¢an latch on (o anything that
moves—ecology, feminism or any other
flavour of the month. Sccialism may come at
the behest of the Virgin Mary or of
Francois Mitterrand.

[t is noteworthy that among Gorz's
sources, cited with a reverence seldom shown
ta the Marxist classics by their devotees, are
Jacques Attah and Jacques Delors. Now
these men are not just any old academic
hobbledehovs. Attali coached Mitterrand in
¢conomics betore the elections and 15 now
one of a select tric whoe breakfast with the
President every Tuesday. Delors, an ex-
Gaullist, 1s generally recognised as one of the
most right-wing ministers in Mitierrand’s
cabinet. Thesc men, Gorz would have us
believe, understand the realities of modern
society. Yet the Mitterrang regime has run
away from even the modest goal of the
thirty-five hour week, and has contributed to
the workless society by cutting dole
pavments. There is a lesson to be learnt here;
but we can be sure that Gorz won't learn if,
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NEWS & ANALYSIS: The Militant Tendency
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The Militant tendency within
the Labour Party has attracted
a lot of attention from the
media recently. Pete Goodwin
outlines its traditions and
examines its development.

Militunt presents itselt as  the Marxist
tendency within the Labour Parry. 1t com-
bincs enthusiastic and wholehearted mem-
bership of the Labour Party with a constant
appeal to the words of Marx, Lemn and,
above all, Trotsky. Most observers, whether
supporters or critics from both right and left,
se¢c 1 this combination Milirant applying
Trotsky’s tactic of ‘entryism.’

What was that tactic? And how much
simiularity does 1t have with the Mifirant?

From at least the time fic joined the
Bolshevik Party in the summer of 1917 unuil
his dcath 1in 1940 there were three wvital
constants in Trotsky's politics. The first of
course was internationalism. The second was
the beliel that there was no pariiamentary
raad to sociahism; that the socialist revolu-
tion required the smashing of the capitalist
state (and with 11 parliamentarism) and its
replacement by a workers’ slate based on
soviels or workers” councils. The third was
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A tendency to reform

that a swccessful revolution required an 1n-
dependent revolutionary party of the

‘Bolshevik type,

But how shouid such parties be built?
From 1919 to the end of 1923 Trotsky was,
along with Lenin, one of the two key
architects of the Communist International
which formed mass revolutionary parties by
a sharp split not mercly from open reformists
but from centrists who were well to the left of
virtually anvthing to be found in the Labour
Party todav. From Lenin's death m 1924
unti! 1933 Trotsky fought against the
Stalinist degeneration of these parties, tirst
from within the Communist Enternational
and then as an expelled faction outside, but
still with the goal of turning 1t back to its pre-
Stalinist heritage.

Degeneration

In 1933 he recognised that the degenet-
ation of the Communist Parties had gone 50
far that it was impossible to push them back
on a revolutionary road. A new revolu-
tionary international, new revolutionary
parties, would have to be created. But how?
The forces Trotsky had at his disposal were
tiny: in no single country did they number
more than 2 couple of hundred.

The first tactic he employed to try and

increase them was to orient on a number of
simall centrist organisations, like the British
ILP, which had recently split to the left from
Stalinism and Social Democracy. The idea
was (0 win & majorily in these orgunisatrons
to the logical conclusion of their lefiward
move, namely a complete break from their
remaining reformist and centrist elements
and their turning into fully Boishevik
organisations. Events however soon cx-
hausted the perspective. Most of the centrists
soon started shifting back rightwards. In-
dividuals were won, but not organisations of
any size. 'I'rotsky’s supporters still remained
small in number and on the fringes of the
labour movement.

It was at this point, the summer of 1934,
that Trotsky proposed a new tactic tor his
supporters, the tactic of entryism into social
democratic parties. Over the next two years,
Trotsky was to propose entry into the
French Socialist Party, the Belgian Labour
Party, the American Socialist Party, the
British Labour Party and a number of other
organisations. But in each case the mave was
argucd on the basis of the concrete
circumstances in the particular country.

The tactic was first formulated for France
(hence the name sometimes given to it of ‘the
French turn’). The French working class in
1934 was moving sharply to the left. Both the
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Communist Party and the Socialist Party
(the SFIO) were growing and the beginnings
of united action between them had aroused
considerable mass enthusiasm. The French
Trotskyists were weak, largely petty bour-
geois in compositton and propagandist In
mentality. Trotsky argued that they must
take an ‘organic place in the ranks of the
united front’ but that they were ‘too weak to
¢claim an independent place’.

Sa they must enter one of the two mass
workers’ parties. In practice that meant the
Socialist Party (because the regime of the
Communist Party was such that entry into 1t
was impossible).

The basis of the entry should be stressed.

Firstly, the extreme weakness of the
Trotskyists precluded any serious
alternative.

Secondly, that thers was a serious and
rapidly leftward moving left wing in the
socialist Party.

No basic concessions

Thirdly, that there were 10 be no
concessions on the basic revolutionary prin-
ciples to which Trotsky and his supporters
adhered. As he put it 1n one of his first
articles advocating entry:

‘Naturally the lLeague (the French

Trowskyist organisation) cannot enter the

Socialist Party other than as a Bolshewik/
Leninist faction ... Openly posing the
gquestton of admission, the League will
say: “Our views have completely vin-
dicated themselves. The united front is
getting under way on the rails of the
masses. We want to participaie actively.
The sole possibility for our organisation
to participate in the mass united front
under the given circumstances 15 by
entering the Socialist Party. Now as never
before we consider it to bc more necessary
than ever to fight for the principles of

Bolshevism, for the creation of a truly

revolutionary party of the proletarian

vanguard and tor the Fourth Inter-

national. We hope to convince the
majority of the Socialist as well as the

Communist workers of this. We will bind

ourselves to pursue this task within the

framework of the party, to subject cur-
selves to its discipline and to preserve the
untty of action.™

Should there by any doubt as to what
Trotsky considered to be ‘the principles of
Boishevism® at the time we give one other
quote from the same article:

*The task of the Bolshevik/Leninist does

net now censist in the repetition of

abstract formulas on the united front ...
but in the formulation of definite slogans,
concrete activity and the perspective of

struggle on the basis of the policy of a

mass united front. It is the task of the de-

fence to set up soviets and hasten their
transformation inte organs of the struggle
for power.’

Lastly, entry was conceived of as a short,
sharp operation. Again let us lock at the
French case. The Trotskvists entered the
Socialist Party in the summer of 1934, By
June 1935 Troisky was {according to his
secretary Erwin Wolf) arguing with his
French supporters that ‘the SFIO chapter
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was almost closed” and that they should
orient themselves to creating an independent
revolutionary organisation cutside the Socal-
1ist Party. In July the first Trotskyists had
been expelled from the Socialist Partyand by
the beginning of 1936, after more expuisions,
entry was at an end. During those last six
months Trotsky waged a very vigorous
polemic with those of his I'rench supporters
who considered there was still more 10 be got
cut of remaining in the Socialist Party and
wanted to make various concessions and

manoeuyres in order to stay in.

After the war the international
Trotskyist movement faced a
crisis of perspective due to the
prolonged boom and the
unexpected stability and
expansion of Stalinism.

Each of the other entries Trotsky pro-
posed was on a similar time scale. Asheput it
in December 1935 in a letter to hus Polish
supporters advocating entry into the Polish
Socialist Party:

‘Entry into a reformist centrist parfy in
itself does not inctude a long perspective.
It 15 only a stage, which under certain
conditions, can be limited to an episode.”

That, then was the entry tactic as ad-
vanced by Trotsky. How does AMilitant
compare with it? First of all the angins of the
Mifrtant tendency,

From 1944 to 1949 Ted Grant, the
Mifirant's founding father, was a leading
member of the Revolutionary Communist
Party (RCP), an organisation outside the
I.abour Party, which counted in its ranks vir-
tually all British Tretskyists of the time
(including Gerry Healy and Teny Chiff).
After the war, the RCP, along with the rest of
the international Trotskyist movement was
faced with a crisis of perspective due to the
'unexpected and proloenged post war boom
and the unexpected stability and expansion
of Stalinism.
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There were a variety of responses to these
unexpected developments. The majority ot
the international Trotskyist leadership, most
notably Ernest Mandel and Michel Pablo,
refused to acknowtedge the post-war boom,
confidently predicted imminent slump which
would produce mass radicalisation of the
reformist parties. They therefore advocated
entry intc these parties. Butl with a crucial
difference from Trotsky's ‘French turn”. Far
from entering under the cpen banner of
Bolshevism, Mandel and Pable advocated
Trotskyists going i and ‘developing with the
rvthm of the mass struggle’ te formng a left
reformist tendency which would develop
along with the anticipated masses around 1t
into a revolutionary one. Their instrument
for this in Britain was Gerry Healy., He
entered the Labour Party along with a
minority of the RCP and established the
paper Socialist Outleok tn 1948,

Post-war stabilisatinn

Grant, along with the rest of the RCP
majority, rejected the more extreme fantasics
coming from Mandel and Co. They
recognised the boom (though they had no
nation of how prelonged 1t would be), they
rejected the i1dea of entering the Labour
Party to prepare the way for an imaginary
left wing, and they persisted with trying to
buitd an independent party. But by 1949 posi
war statilisation had taken its toll evenona
fairly sober independent party-building pers-
pective. Continuatly declining, the RCP
wound itself up, with most of its leadership
about to quit politics and with the remainder
of 1ts majority under 1nstructions from the
Fourth [nternational to fuse with the Healy
group still pursuing its mad chase after mass
radicalisation 1n the Labour Party.

Grant apparently was unhappy about this,
At the time he had ne illusions about the
development of a mass left wing in the
Labour Party and he was very rapidly ex-
pelled from the Healy group (as were the
SWP's predecessors, about to become the
Socialist Review group).

S0, when Grant joined the Labour Party .
in 1950 1t was with neither Trotsky’s 1934
perspective of a short, sharp struggle to re-
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crutt a  signilicant number of  lettward
moving workers 10 revolutionary politics,
nor with the Fourth [niernational’s fantasy
of preparing lor a mass left wing in the near
future, nor, indecd with Afilirant’s present
perspectives, Rather, he and his friends,
joined with the same attitude that the
Socialivt Review group did—with no illu-
sions about any dramauc gains, or long term
perspective, but because, given the boom,
there was no alternative.

That single difference

Indeed it could be argued that in 1930
there was very little to separate the handtul
of people round the Sociafist Review group
and the handtul of people round Grant,
apart from thee different analyses ol the
Stalinist regimes.

That simgle dificrence, however, was 10
have its consequences, A decade and a haltf of
Bowom, operating in a reformist party, takes
s toll on even the best theoretically
equipped ol revolutonaries. The  grean
advantage ol the theory ol state capitalism
was that it kept eyes constantly focussed on
the real working ¢lass, The great drawback
ot the theory of degenerated workers’ states
is that it substirutes forms for that living
class. There s always the danger that that
formalism spills over trom the analysis of
Russia. [ Stalinist Russia is a workers” state.,
then why should not the Labour Party, with
ity decaving wards and  1ts  incrcasingly
middle ciass membership, become tAe mass
party of the working class.

That is exactly what happened ta Grant,
By the next tme cither hissupporters orours
had any serious opportunity of growing, in
CNIDY and the Labour Party Young Socialists
in the carly sixties, Grant had alrcady
developed a tar greater emphasis on the
Labour Parcy than us. [t was not however vt
sutticient to preclude a rather uncasy
coaperation between us inthe production ol
the paper Young Guard in the Labour Party
Young Socialists in that period.

The real parting of the ways came with the
election  of the Wilson government i
October 1964 (the month, incidentally when
the paper Miliignt was luunched). As the
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anti-working class nature of this government
became apparent there began a small bul
signiticant exit from the 1.abour Party to the
felt as welt as a speed up ol the more general
decay of the party organisation, including its
vouth wing. New possibilities opened up [or
revolutionarics  lirst of  all 1o various
[ragmented industrial struggles against the
libour government, and then in the Vietnam

and student movemeants.
S ——————

If Stalinist Russia is a workers’
state, then why should not the
Labour Party, with its decaying
wards and its increasingly middle
class membership, become the
mass party of the working class?

oo

For revolutionaries like ourselves who re-
garded the Tabour Party as an uncongenial
but necessary refuge during the boom, the
lessan was quile clear—exit from the Labour
Party. [f opportunitics lor revolutionary
recruitment inside (never good) were dimin-
ishing, and opportunitics oulside opening up
then any rationale tor being in the party
disappeared. The very rapid growth ot our
organisation berween 1968 and 1972 was
vindication ol this perspective.

Milirart however remainca tirmiy inside
the Labour Party. This was justilled on the
basis that a leflward moving working class
would always return 1o the traditional party
of the working class (although that 1s exactly
whut did not happen in the pertod 1964 to
1974) and that revolutionaries had to be 1n

there waiting tor them {presumably even it
that meant forcgoing other possibilitics of

growth in the meanwhile).

Fven accepting the argument at revolu-
tionary tace value it was a signilicant break
from Trotksy™s lformulations on the entry
tactic. In practice however 1L entailed a lot
more.
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The long term perspective inside the
[.abour Party which Mifitant was advancing
al least from 1964 requires above all else that
you stay  in. That requires thal your
supporters be the best party workers, the
best canvassers and s0 on. And it requires
that vour ‘revolutionary” politics should be
formulated tn such a way as to have an echo
in vour environment on the one hand and on
the other so as to avoid provoking expulsion
hy the bureaucracy.

So arose Miliiant’ s most vistble feature: 1ts
‘MMarxist  programmes’ for g C‘socahst’
Labour government, crowned by the ‘nation-
alisation of the 200 monopolies’. I fits with
the ‘resclutionary’ style of the wards and
Oeneral  Management Committees  {and
indeced may do rather well in them: ascarly as
Qerober 1968 T'ed Grant was writlng that
the three milhon votes cast for the resolu-
tton trom Liverpool of the Marxist left at the
1968 {[Labour Parwy} conterence represents a
muodest success tor the methods of Marxism’).

(In the other hand it Tudges the guestions
which would immediately bring revoluuon-
aries inte sharp and tatal conilict with the
Labour Party burcaucracy (and indeed, the
niass of the membershipk the questions of a
revolutionary party and of sovict power.

[n carlier times, and especially with regard
to foreign countrics, that fudging leant
towards Mifiranr’s revolutionary past. Thus
in a 1968 Mifitant pamphlet, The French
Revolution, 1118 argued:

‘In the situation that existed (in France in
May [968)—with three times the number
of workers on stnike as in 1836—all that
was necded was For the Party ol the mass
of the working class to boldly se1z¢ power
and set up the proletarian dictatorship.
The way to this has already been estab-
lished by Marxism. [11 Russia in 1917 the
workers had their own democracy—
soviel democracy—which was able to
challenge and crush the bourgeois
democracy,’

Just a programme

Flsewhere in the pamphlet there 15 still 4
fudge:

‘Had the troops been able to sce a clear
lead trom the workers a genuinely
peacelul revolution would have been
more than possible. Peaceable not in a
parliamentary sense bul because  the
forces of reaction would have been 100
wenk Lo resist)’

And even for France in 1968 the 1ssuc was
presented as whal the ‘mass party ol the
woarking class’ ceufd have done ifithad had a
‘Marxist programme’ rather than in terms of
building an independent revolutionary party.

Even in 1968 Afilirant would not have been
s0 bold as to what it ssid about Britain,
(Labour Party burcaucrats are more toicrant
aboul talk of the revolutionary road in
forcign countries). But the slide since then
has gone beyond fudging to an open and
avowedly reformust interpretation of the
same  ‘Marxist  programme  they  were
advocating when they still had some links
with their revolutionary past.

The ‘dictatorship of the proletarat’™ is
abandoned. *We don’t believe in 1t’ stated
Peter Taatfe on the Meet the Press television
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programme last Autumn.

Soviet power and smashing the bourgeois
state are not mentioned inthe 1981 pamphlet
Mifitant: What we stand for. Instead it s
clearly stated that;

‘An entirely peaceful transformation of

society 15 possible in Britain, but only on

condition that the full power ot the

Labour movement 15 boldly used to effect

this change.’

The transformation is to be carried
through by the passing of Mifiranr’s "Marxist
programme’ through an Enabling Bill in
Parliament.’

Any remaining ambiguities are clarified
by Peter Taafe 1o his article on *Marxism and
the S1ate” in the June 1982 1ssue of AMilftant
Inrernational Review:

*However in the pages of Militani, 1n
pamphlets and in speeches, we have
shown that the struggle to establish a
socialist Britain can be carrted thtough in
Parliament, backed up by the colossal
power of the labour movement outside.
This, however, will only be possible on
onée condition: that the trade unions and
the Labour Party are won to a clear
Marxist programme and perspective, and
the full power of the movement 15 used to
effect the rapid and complete socialist
transformation of society,’

The chosen vehicie

Of course once the need to smash the bour-
geois state and the need for soviet power has
been abandoned so too is the need for an In-
dependent revolutionary party. The Labour
Party is the Mifitant’s chosen vehicle for the
parliamentary road to sociaitsm, and they
reject absolutely any possibility of sphtting
or being forced to split from 1t. As a recent
typical editortal response to the witch-hunt
puts it (in Militant 25/6/82):

‘The witch-hunt will never succeed,
Militant supporters will fight tenacipusly
for their right to put forward their ideas
and policies as Labour Party members.
Moreover, they will gain the support of
the vast majority of Labour and trade
union members. With their help, Milizant
supporiers wili continue 10 work for the

Labour Party, to recruit workers into it,-

to canvass for it, and above all to argue
for socialist policies within 1t, Marxism
has always been a trend of opimion within
the Labour Party—indeed it was the
major trend in its early days—and no
amount of bureaucratic diktats will drive
Marxism out.’

So far from being a revoluticnary group
entering the Labour Party, Miitant today 1sa
left reformist tendency inside it, accepting its
fundamentally parliamentary basis, but
committed to turning it to the left.

In modern terms it is a rather peculiar left
reformist tendency. Few left reformists in
Social Democratic parties today would
claim to be Marxists, Fewer still, whether in
Social Democratic or Communist Parties,
would advance the perspective of a total
nationalisation of the economy at one singie
step. Most accept one varicty or another of
‘alternative economic strategy’ which M-
tant still firmly rejects.

But Mifitant’s current political position 1s
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by no means novel. A clue to 1ts pedigree can
be found in the apparently quite extraordin-
ary assertion in the last editorial we guoted
that Marxism ‘was the major trend of
opimon’ within the Labour Party in its early
days. Now of course with regard to the
Labour Party this i1s nonsense, whether the
claim i{s made for real Marxism or even
something that labelled itself Marxist. But so
tar as the pre-First World War parties of the
second International outside Britain are
concerned then 1t 15 certainly true that some-
thing that called itself Marxism was the
major trend of opinion.

The centre of that trend was the massive
German Social Democratic Party (SPD). Tis
leading spokesman was the editor of SPDY's
theoretical journal, Karl Kautsky, a man
internationally regarded (including by Lenin
at the time} as ‘the pope of Marxism’.

Karl Kautsky, leader of the mass German
working classe perty, the SPD, which
collapsed in the tace of World War |.

What did Kautsky's ‘Marxism” consist ot
He decisively rejected a piecemeal reform-
st strategy as proposed by the ‘revisionist’

Eduard Bernstein at the turn of the century,

He most emphatically regarded the mission’
of the SPD as the total transformation of
society. But this was 1o be achieved by a
parliamentary majority of the SPD national-
ising the whole of industry, and instituting
various reforms in the upper echelons of the
state.

The paralle! with Mifitant’s current pers-
pectives 15 almost exact. With one exception.
Kautsky regarded the SPD as already able to
implement such a parliamentary trans-
formation once 1t achieved a majority.
Militant believes that the Labour Party has
to bie won to its *Marxist programme’ before
it could achieve such a transformation,

Nor do the parallels between AMflitant's
and Kautsky’s ‘Marxism’ end here. Kautsky’s
‘Marxism' in addition to travelling along a
parhamentary rcad was also extremely
fatalistic. The crisis of capitalism of its own
accord impelled the masses to ever increas-
img support for the SPD} which must in-
evitably provide it with its majority and ss-

conguest of power. Any reading ot Mifitant

finds it peppered with similar sentiments.

For Mifitans the downturn in class struggle

over the last few vears 15 an illusion. Their

reaction to the last Labour Party conference

15 typical. As Militanr {(8/10/82) put it:
“This year’s. conference marked a move-
ment 1o the right at the top of the Labour
Party. But at the sume aume it reflected a
continued swing to the left within the
Labour movement.’

The whole illusion of Kautskyite *Marx-
ism’ burst wide open with the First World
War. [t was this that led revolutionaries like
Luxemberg, Trotsky and Lenin to call [or
the building of new revolutionary parties,
based on the perspective of soviet power,
sphitiing not merely from the Dennis Healeys
of their day but also from the whoie
Kautskyite tradition. The fundamental
rationaie for that spht causes acute embar-
rassment for leading AMifitant supporiers
teday, as a glance at the recent Socialist
Warker interview with LPYS chairperson

Laurence Coates amply shows. Jusl how do

you square the circle of advocating politics
which are exactly the same as Karl Kautsky's
while claimurg on your left flank that you
stand in the tradition of Lenin and Trotsky?

Danger signs

Reterence to the capitulation of the SPD
in the face of the First World War may seem
rather wild with regard to the AMifirant 1oday.
But the danpger signs are already therc when
it comes to some of the more ‘touchy’
questions of the present class struggle in
Britain. Militant’s record over the Falklands
war has already been documented in this
magazine. It goes alongside Mifitant’s long-
standing record on Ireland, where it has long
refused 10 campaign for Troops Out and
regularly portrayed Republicans as “sectar-
ian' twins of the Lovyalists, Mifirant (10.12.82)
was criticising Ken Livingstone tor trying to
provide a platform for Sinn Fein in London.

More important, two pressures sumiar 1o
those that worked on Kautsky’s SPD are at
work on the Militant today, working to con-
tinue 11s rightward evolution.

Kautsky's ‘Marxism’ increasingiy existed

In the SPD as a decorative cover tor the con-

servative trade union burcaucrats who in
reality ran the party. Nothing quite so grand
with today’s Mifitant, But its recent, very
successful, turn towards Broad Left trade
union pelitics 15 bound 1o exercise an
important influence on Mifitant itselt, 1t 1s
geing to be pulled 1o the right by 1is refusal 1o
criticise the bebaviour of supporters and
friends 1in the trade union bureaucracy.
Kautsky’s *‘Marxism’ was also very con-
cerned with ‘legality’, with refusing to
countenance any ‘adventures’ that could
bring down the wrath of the German state on
its organmsational gains {this after all was the
only thing that could interrupt the inevitable
march of history). Of course Militanr does
nat have that sort of legality to contend with,
But 1t does have the ‘legality’ of the Labour
Party. All the signs of its behavicur in the
current witch hunt are that i1 will make
further concessicns to that legality te avoid
what for 1t 15 now unthinkable, exit from the

party.
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FILMS

Polite disobedience

Richard Attenborough’™s film Gandhar was
one of the major releases in December. {1t
coincided with the two day protest at
Greenham Common and 1t 1s as certain as
night follows day that many OND activists
and supporters will see the film. and sec in it
a practical and moral jusulicatuon of non-
violent ¢civil disobedience. 1t s essential that
these views are retuted.

Four months apo | wrote an article on
what lay behind the pohties ot Mahiatma
Gandhi {(SK 5:832). [t is worth belabouring
the maaun poant. Despite Gandhi's claim that
non-violent civil disobedience (sarvagraha)
had a umiversal moral foundation, it had in
fact a very specific material origin. It was the
only means by which the Indian capitalst
class could gam a mass base tor their cam-
paign for mdependence from the Brtish
without the risk of those same masses trying
tor take over the whole operation.,

Gandhi's ideology of sarvagraha was the
mechanics of achicving this. Unfortunitely,
this ideology ettectively limited the mass
base of [ndian nationalism to caste Hindus,
# lact 1o which the makers of the Alm appear
to be utterly oblivious.

Political coincidence

Throughout  his  career  Gandhi was
financed by most of the leading industrialisty
of west India. These included the Sarabhais.
textile magnatesin his home state of Crujarat.
and the Birlas. the second largest industnial
group in the whole of India. They made sure
that he never lacked money, and he regulariy
consulted with them.

'This is not to say that thev created Gandhi,
W hat huppened was the coincidence that s
politics happened to fit thewr pohiucal re-
gquirements. with the added bonus that he
posscssed considerable skills inorganisation
and propaganda.

Thev came together between 1917 dnd
1420, recognised that they needed each
other, and staved together untif the end in
1948, But these people. and their crucial
rofe 15 Gandhi's's polities, are also com-
pletely absent trom the film,

It s crucial to realise the nature of
Gandhi's stratepy, which was summed up as
Pressure-Compromise-Pressure. The Indian
capitalists wanted an independent state.
After 1917 the British had conceded that at
some time it the distant futare they would
get one. The aim of the Indian capitalists
and Gandhi was simply to advance that date
as miuch as possible.

So each of Gandhi's mass campaigns
(FU20—22. [930-33. 1942) occurred at & time
ol crisis for British capitilism, Each cnisis
ruplured some of the imperialist links with
Britain {mwo World Wars and the De-
pression). and so each strengthened the
[ndian  capitalists. At cach cnisis  they
measured their strength against the British
(Pressure) to get closer to independence

L1

(Compromise).  Although  the  Bnush
weathered cach crists, the Indian capitalists
left each crisis period much stronger than
thev had ¢ntered 1t

So the objectives, methods, and nming ot
mass civil disobedience were determined by
the interests of Indian capital. For instance,
it would hiave made much more sense 10
launch the second movement in [W2R, a vear
of massive working class struggie. and when
there was a4 mass campaign of protest against
a British Parliamentary Commission that was
touring India. rather than wait unul 1930
But linking workers struggles with the
campaign against the British was the one
thing that Gandhi consistently rejected. He
always argued for socuul peace between
[ndians.

He did so because he did not want to
change the social order but simply to replace
the Britsh rulers by [ndians. He slwiavs in-
sisted that his supporters obeved the law

and always argued that the British had a
perfect legal right to arrest them, only
protesting when the British went beyond
legality by brutalising prisoners. Atter arrest
his supporters were instructed to cut them-
selves off from anvthing that was happening
outside and simply and passively awiit the
dav of their release.

The passivity of non-violence. then. was
not really intended to exert a moral in-
Aucnce. despite what Gandhi said. [t was
intended to make sure that the campaign for
independence did not threaten the socul
order. The most apt memorial for Gandhi s
the state created by the people who he
helped to power — as vicious and oppressive
A capitalist state as any on garth.

Civil disobedience involves accepting the
rule of your oppressors. In India. it meant
accepting the legality of British rule and the
British police. At Greenham it meant a
passive acceptance of the role of the Thames
Villey pohice.

Compromises

A real testival of the oppressed is one that
disperses the oppressors and destroys all
their warks., All civil disobedience gives in
the end is a festival of the comprornsers. in
CND's case the partisans of a non-nuclear
NATO, whose vision of the foture 15 a
robbers” pact with the Warsaw pact.

When it comes down to it, all cral dis-
obedience witl bring us 15 a squahd deal
hetween Reagan and Andropov. and other-
wise leave us in the same condition as before.

What we want is what happened in Enda,
and what was omitted from the film. Mass
action by workers. whichab it had becn har-
nessed could have driven the British from
India ycars before they were, and which
could have created a different independent
[ndia. Mass action by workers here now
could prevent the deployment of Cruise and
Trident and could cripple Bntish invelve-
meitt in NATO. That's a better vision for
the tuture than lving in the road waiting
vour turn to be carted otf to Newbury police
skatiomn.

Barry Pavier

The making of this {1lm was not cncouraging
tor the hopes of a good anti-racist, anti-Raj
tilm. During its filming in 1981, sixty Indian
members of the production team com-
platned to Sir Richard Attenborough (the
director/producer) of racist abuse by their
British colleagues. Earlier, in January, whle
Attenborough was filming the Jallianwala
Bagh Massacre sequence, they had goncona
one-day strike to extract an apology alter the
Indian special effects technician Arun Pati)
was slapped by his British supervisor. All
through hlming the British crew received a
weekly expenses allowance of Rupees 2550
(£140) while Tndians gol a maximum ol
Rupees 1400 (£77). In some grades Indian
stalf were paid as little as Rupees 200(£11) a
week! While the British workers were put up
in posh hotels, the Indians weren't even paid
overtime rates [or working from Sam to
Spm, or later. All this while the Indian
National Film Development Corporation
wits pouring in over 214 million pounds of
government subsidy.
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| Report from Afchanistan,

Crereard Chaliand,
Penguin Books, £2.25.

This book has twi big virtues. 10s
short and it's very well written. Bul
the politics are a b bizarre. The
lirst third ot the book describes
Afghanistan before the coup of
April 1978 Chaliand was never
there belore [978 and scems not to
have seen the scholarly studies pub-
ltshed since. 5o he teels free (o say
the soctety wasn't feudal but
traditional. | don’t want to get into
arguments  about  what  ‘leudal
means, but political power certainly
was in the hands of the big
landlords. Chaliand says 1t was
traditional because he wishes Lo
downplay the defects of the old
SOCIELY.

The reasons tor thisemergein the
last part of the book., Here he says
that Russian multtary strength and
aggressive foreign policy are the
major threat to the world and to
peace today. Peaceful co-existence
is over. So Europe and the West
should seize the opportunity and
aid the Afghan resistance. If we
don’t fight them there we might
have 1o closer to home.

It's not surprising anvybody
should say (hat. What™s surprising
15 that Chaliand is the author of
nrevious books sympathetic to the
insurgents in Guinea-Bissau, the
North Vietnamese peasants, the
Kurds and the Palestinians. Now he
scems to be trying to persuade
Western governments to fight the
Russians. It's not at all clear why.
Perhaps he’s pouen lost in some
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sort of Goaullist Maowst fairyland,

CH course there 18 a tempration
for anvhody  who supports the
Advhan resistance Lo try W line up
the Woest in thar support. Bu
Keagan and Mitterand are no more
friends of the Afghans than
Andropov. They're just [urther
away. [hey cojoy g pood gucrilla
war 0 Afghanistan, Keeps the
Russians on their toes.

Where Chaliand is good 5 on
military strategy. He's clearly been
intar guerilly war for years, and has
interesting thies 1o say about the
resistance. Like evervbody else, he
complaims that v hopelessly split

and has totally inetlicient chains ol

command, Like everybody else he
faits to notice that the Atphans
don’t want to be part of a united
state or to have chaimns of command.
Thart's part of what they're hghting.
But he does give a good potted
guide 1o the Factions.

And he makes sense of Soviet
tactics, Heg  says that trom the
beginning they deaided not to ey Lo
conguer the countryside, It would
take half a million men and tie them
down like the Americans in
Vietnam. Instead they decided o
garrison the towns and hold them
for twenty or thirty vears.
Meanwhtile they wait for a new
peneration of Afghans to accept the
Soviet pocupation as tact.

The resistance has been able to do
little to blunt this strategy., They
don't have the immlitary strength. the
weapons or Lhe orgamsalton. But
they do have the overwhelming
support ol the countryside. It's a
question of how long they can hold

oul without winning.

[ think the answer s a long time.
And Chaliand is right that there's
little hope of breaking the deadlock
in Atghanistan atselt. But there’s
every praspect of breaking the hold
ol both the Russtan and Americin
regimes in Europe in the nexi
decade. Thar's why we shouldn’ be

asking our governments (o arm the
Afghans,

Isum, thas s aninteresting book
It ovor oare ry¥ing looostay closely
abreast of current midiary develop-
ments i Adphamstan. (hherwise,
forget it,

Janath:ian Neale

Black and a woman

‘Ain’t I a Woman:
Black women and feminism® by
Bell Hooks, Plute paper £3.95

This book is American and s
addressed 1o the American
Women's movement. [t sets out (o
expose and reconcile two lacts. One
that American black women are
oppressed as women, that the black
movement 1s sexist and male
dominated. Two, that the Women™s
movement is and always has been
racist and dominated by whiter
upper and middle class women. Ity
not an optimistic book, as DBeil
Hooks says:
‘For ten vears now I have been
an active femurust ... Irutially 1
bkelieved that the women whao
were active 1n feminist activities
were  concerned about  sexist
oppression and its impact on
women as a collechve group,
Bur [ became disillusioned as [
saw various groups of women
appropriatnng feminism to serve
their own opportomistic ends,
Whether it was women
university professors crying
sexist oppression (rather than
sexist discrimination)to attract
attention to their efforts to gain
prometion ... Or women writers
superficially exploring feminist
theornes 1o advance therr own
careers ... ['eminists themselves,
as they attempted (o take
feminism beyond the realm of
radical rhetoric into the sphere
of American lhife, revealed that
they remained imprisoned in the
very structures they hoped to
chanpge ... 11 did not serve the
interests of upper and middle
class white feminists to discuss
race and class.’

Ms Hooks examines the history
of black women in American
society from slavery to black power,
demonstrating how they were and
are oppressed by stereo-typing as
black mamas or the emboadiment of
evil and sexuality. She also des-
cribes the racist history of the early
women's movement through the
19th century to the more subtle
racism of today.

I 1852 1in Akvon, Chio was held
the 2nd Annual convention of the
women's rights movement. Against
cries of *‘don't let her speak’ from
the white audience the black activist
Sojourner Truth spoke apainst the
ideas that women were 100 weak
and gentle to be equals with men.
It's a great speech from which the
title of the bock comes and deserves
quoting. It s also the cry that
Sojourner Truth shouted at an anti-

slavery raily in Indiana baring her

breasts to prove that she was a

WO,
‘But what's all dis here talking
"hout? Dat man ober dar say dal
woman needs to be helped lnto
carriages, and hitted ober
ditches, and to have de best
places ... and ain’t | a woman?
[.ook at me? Look at myarm! .
I have ploughed, and planted,
and gathered 1nlo barns, and no
man could head me — and ain’t
I a woman?! 1 could work as
much as any man (when [ could
get i1t), and bear de lash as well
—ain't I awoman? I have borne
five children and 1 seen "em mos
all sold oft into slavery, and
when 1 ¢nied out with a woman's
grief, tione but Jesus hear — and
aim't [ a woman'

That response ol ‘don’t let her
speak’ from the white audience at
the women’™s rights convention was
tvpical of the time. From the 149th
right to the 2th  century the
women's movement of America
was openly racist. But as Relil

CASTRO, CUBA
AND SOCIALISM
by Peter Binns and
Mike Gonzalez

What did Castro’s
revolution achieve?
Does it provide a
model for the Third
World? This
pamphlet gives the
ANSWErs.

750 plus 20p
postage/five for
£3.50 post free
from Socialists
Uniimited, 265
Seven Sisters Rd
London N4 2DE



Hooks shows the 60s reborn
feminism remains as racst and
white dominated as ever, f more
subtle, to the point where few black
Or poor women are involved in it.
Al the same time she shows how the
black power movement of the &fs
became one wherg women were

only accepted in the role ol wives
and mothers oppressed by the black
super-macho.

As T said before this is not an
optimistic book especially as Ms
Hooks having proved and demon-
strated her two points fails to see
any way out of the dilermmma, Allshe
15 left with s to urge and plead =
change of heart by feminists;

‘Resolulion of the conflict bet-
ween black and white women
cannot begim until all women
acknowledge that a feminist
movement which is both racist
and classist 18 4 mere sham, a
cover-up for women's con-
tinued bondage to materalist
patriarchal principles, and
passive acceptance of the status
quo. The sisterhood that s
necessary for the making of
feminist revolution hegins
with (he individual woman’s
acceptance that American
women, without exception, are
sacialised to be racist, classist,
and sexist, in varving degrees,
and that labelling ocurselves
feminists does not change the
fact that we must consciously
work o rid ourselves of the
legacy of negative sogialisation
WE must  assume  res-
ponsibkility for eliminating the
forces that divide women.’

You feel that even Bell Hooks
feels this exhortanion has a hollow
ring to it after her description of
what's wrong with both the black
and women’s movements, The
book ends with an acknowledge-
ment that hers 15 a voice in the
wilderness. Yet it is at least an
honest attempt to tackle very real

problems and contradictions. But
the attempt fails, Hooks never
breaks out of the contradictions
that she describes.

Though Ms Hooks uses the word
class quite a lot and even the word
‘classit’ there is no understanding
of class socicty., For warking class
read poor. A view of society com-
prising of class conflict, classes
making and remaking themselves in
struggle 15 a million miles from this
book. Bell Hooks is very well aware
of oppression, both racism and
sexism, she descrihes [n some detail
the wuses of racist and sexist
ideniogies to divide and delude, but
she has no over-all framework to
put oppression mmto. The words
‘capatalism’,  ‘imperialism”® and
‘Classes” are usced but only as swear
words against society. There 15 no
understanding of what these words
meat, how capitalism works, or
how oppression is connected.

The cther main problem with the
book 15 1s use of words, It is wrnitten
It a jargon (patriarchy,
imperialism, capitalism etc) that is
never explamned and that mystifies
rather than clarifies, Key nouns —
women, men, whites, blacks — are
used confusingly: at times she uvses
‘'women® o mean all women at
other times women influenced by
feminism, sometimes the (wo
definitions are used in the same
paragraph. [t leads to no end of
confusion, but it is not just a
quibble with words, Hooks sub-
stitutes  women-fermminists for  all
women in the manner that some
Trotskyists use the word "worker’,

Hooks gets herself ina great con-
fusion with these key nouns as she
gives them political attitudes and
stances. Women are made (o have
collective attitudes and beliefs, Jt
leads her to state 1deolopics as il
they were collective decisions of a
Broup:

‘By fluunting their sexual lust
for the bodies of black women
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and their preference for them as

sexual partners, white men

successfully pitted white women
and enslaved black women

&gainst one another.’

Hooks makes evervone
accountable for the ideologies of
soctely, as if groups such as women,
men, blacks , have a collecuve
attitude. Rather than analyse the
elfects of 1deas and their interaction
with people she places the in-
dividual or a group as the ones res-
ponsible. The pernictous 1dea that
black women represent sensuality
and ¢vil becomes a conspiracy of
white nen to play off black and
white women against each other.

This means that she then gets
trapped in the contradictions of her
own making. Having accepted that
men are to bhlame for women's
oppression and that women have to
crganise scparately, she then
describes  in  detail how  white
woimnen have taken over the feminist
movement and how racist they are.
She shows how black women’s ex-
perience of oppression is different
from middle class white women's
oppression and  how  they are
appressed by white women.

But by using oppression and its
effects as the only criteria there s no
reasaon why black women should
work with white women who are
both racist and ‘classist’. Hooks
gets trapped by her own tools of

analysis. She wants to argue for a
NON-TACIst Women's movement to
fight for a ‘femimst revolotion” but
within the terms of her analysis ali
she can dio s urge and plead with the
privileged white women 1o be

altruistic,

With no matenalist base to her
arguments she both gives too much
credence 1o, and 15 trapped by the
seemingly all-powerful influence of
idectogy. After all why should
nuddle-class white women agree to
ber pleas? At the very end of the
bock she accepts that hers is a small
minority  voice shouting in the
wilderness:

‘We, black women who
advocate femimst ideology, are
ploneers .. We hope that as they
[our sisters) see us reach our
goal — no longer victimised, no
jonger unrecognised, no longer
afraid — they will take courage
and follow’

And so the book ends with
Hooks as a gallant pioneer trusting
that somehow, she doesn’t know
how, the rebirth of the women’s
movement will occur and sweep
forward to a “temimist revolution’.
If ever there was a book crying oul
lor a materialist base 1o underline
her descriptions ol oppressive
ideologies, for a marxist ¢lass analy-
515 to put the contradictions of
appression inte it, this is the boak.
Noel Halifax

Euro-Narodnism

What is to be done?
Nikolar Chernyshevsky
Virago, £3.95

Mikolar Chernyshevsky was an in-
tellectual who paid for ns beliefs
with his life. Nota quick easy death,
but 25 years im the stinking prisons
and exile settlements of the Fsar’s
penal system. His bravery and will
power influenced a generation of
Russian revolutionaries, in¢luding
[.enin and Victor Serge,

[ must confess | was somewhat
surprised to discover that Virago
were publishing his novel What isro
be done?, a point [ shall return to
later.

It is important to rermember that
this novel is only part of the revol-
utieonary  activity of the author.
Chernyshevsky was a Narodmk
whor contnbuted regularly to the
progressive Journals of his time,
Though a utopian he made the
move Fowards materialism at a time
when the working class in Russia
did not ex1st as an agent of social
change.

His underground activibes led
him to be incarcerated in the Peter
Paul fortress where, in 1863, he
wrote his only novel. Aftergighteen
months he was exiled in Siberia.
He was not to return home until a
tew months before his death in
1889,

For a book written i 1863 1t 15
amazingly prophetic and advanced
in 1ts ideas. Chernyshevsky argues

st =LA

for the complete tiberation &
equahty of women as part of a
sociely  buillt on  reason  and
enlightenment,

He paints a beautiful utoman
drecam of a land of plenty and com-
plete  human co-operation. He
behevesitis possibie toachieve this
by willpower and education. Now
betore the working class existed as
a universal agent of change that s
progressive, and the dream often
precedes reality.

In Chernyshevsky's time those
who escaped from feudal ansto-
cratic telanonships to find eco-
nomic independence 1in the towns
were mainly middle class. Their
break with fevdalism and the wish
for liberal freedom brought them
into conflict with the Tsar's ab-
solutist  regime.  Therefore  to
Chernyshevsky the hife style and
mtellectual pursuits of these people
appeared to be the material that
social change would be made of.

It was not until L8RY that the first
Fussian  Marxist  {(Plekhanov)
argued that the only revalutionary
maovemenl that can triumph 15 that
of the workers. In 1889 Lenin's
pamphlet proving ‘The develop-
ment of capitahsm 1n Russia’
appeared, ]

The Russian Revolution of 19H5
proved without doubt the existence
ot the working class as a revol-
uticnary class. Once again the
dream had preceded reality.

MNarodnism could no longer play
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a progressive role, the will power
and life style of the intellectual was
not enough, Now this brings us full
circle to the pomt taised at the
beginning of this review, why has
Virago published ths?

[n 1 nutshell, ELURC)-
MNAROIINISM, For the novel, in
isolation from the struggle and
development ot the  Ruossan
Revolutionaty Tradinon. loses its
revolutionary essence. 1t is no fault
of Chernyshevsky's that what was
progressaive in 1863 15 notsoin 1983,
To believe in Soctahism in 1863 re-
quired grest courage. vision, and
will power. But History plays cruel
tricks on ndividuals and  therr
works, tor what Lenin found in-.
spiring now  appears  dull  and
tedious 1o the 20th century reader.

The book 15 a call
consciousness-raising and the pur-

suit of life style as a way to change
the individual and sodety. Now this
15 exactly the kind of activity the
Virago co-operative caninduolge in,
and unlike Chernyshevsky they will
not have to suffer 25 vears of hard
labour for the privilege.

Unless you are the kind of peamson
who enjoys wearing a hair shirt,
vou catl give this a mass as it s dull,
dhdactic and borimg.

If vou would like to rediscover
the  revolutionary  kernel  of
Chernyshevsky. Victor Serge wrote
& marvellous tribute to man "Barth
of Crur Power’. chapter 23.

[f youo wish to save Narodnism
from the hands of the Euwro-
Naradmks (remember what they
did to Gramscr) then Chif's "Lemn
Vol. 1. Chapter 7 1s time and
money far beteer spent.

Andy Strouthous

Three real bargains

Journeyman Chupman Series

it would be difficult to find three
books more diverse than those
published in  the Journcyman
Chapmanserics. At£1.95each they
are a real bargain and all well worth
buying.

The Time of the Toad by the
celebrated Hollywood screenwniter
[alton Trubo s perhaps the most
mtriguing. First published a4 a
pamphlet 1in 1949 1t is 4 powcerful
blow by blow account of the anti-
communnist witchhunts that ook
place in Hollywaod shortly after the
second world war,

Dalton Trumbw was certainly
well qualified to write about the
siptyect, he wis hmmself made
famous as onc af the Hollywood

10, a group of film people who were
blacklisted and some even im-
prisoned for refusing to co-operate
with the House Commitice of Un-
American Activities.

The Novel on Blue Paper 15 the
tirst printed versionof an unfinished
novel by Willlam Morris, For all
those interested in the work of
William Morris the book 1s 2 must,

The lastof the senies. The Twelve
arid the Scythmans, by the Russian
revolutionary poet Alexander Blok
1s worth getting if only for the mag-
nificent  1llustrations by Yurn
Annenkov.

[t 15 a2 wonderful example of art
responding passionately to a revo-
lutiom and the people who made it.

Peter Court

Intellectual indigestion

Fabianism and Culture
fan Britain
Cambridge University Press £19.50

The Transformation of Intellectual
Life in Victorian Britain
T.W. Heyck

Croom Helm £14.50

Professor Enc Habsbawn long ago

remarked that those who study the

Fabian Socicly ‘most sooner or
later have discovered . .. that they
were wasting their time,” He was
right but the Fabians continue to
gttract a crop of books and docioral
theses. This is partly because of the
crazy logie of the acadermic world
but also because the strand of
socialism they represented is, un-
fortunately, alive and well.
Margaret Cole’s “official” history
of the Fabians recorded their vast
achievements in gaining office and
today everyboedy from Tany Benn
to Shirley Williams is, or has been,
a member of the Fabian Society.

socialist Review January 1983

The continuity of SUCCEsSION IS Not
unbroken but it is ncvertheless real
cnough.

This vision of the role of “intel-
icctuals’ 1s one which is familiar in
the twenuoeth century. It is common
to ali those schools of ‘socialism’
from Pol Pot to Tony Benn in which
enlightened individuals will lead us
to the promised land. It obviously
has nothing to do with the self
emancipation of the working class.

The anly difficult question to
answer here s what on carth such
people were and are doing mixed
up with the working class.

As far as the Fabians were con-
cerned, they tried very hard not to
get mixed up with workers. They
opposed the foundation of the
Independent Labour Party. They
were unenthustastic about the for-
mation of the Labour Represent-
ation Committee. They spent far
more of their time and energy trying
hard to influence, and indeed enter,
the Liberal and even Tory, parties

than they did tryving to relate to
woarkers.

The problem they faced was that
aithough the buurgeotsic had won
power centuries ago it had com-
promsed with the older anstocracy.
The structure of intellectual life was
donninated by privilege rather than
merntocracy. People who spoke
with cockney accents like Sudney
Webb were very much the excep-
tion at the Colonial (Mfice. One of
the tasks of the bourgeois revo-
lution, the ‘career upen to the
talents” had never really been
carried out in Britain.

But the bourgeoisie had no in-
tention of ever finishing things off.
It got along quite well with the
present set up. A few mntellectuals
did not matter very much. Any
attack on privilcge would stir up
the working classes in a maost un-
desirable fashion. Consequently the
Fabian pleading fell on deaf ears.

In the Fabian scenano it was the
job of the working class to provide
the muscle for the completion of
the bourgeois revolution, 1o put
Sidney, Beatrice, George Bernard

and their acolytes into the sort of
position to which they were entitled
by their talents. The Chmese
Mandarin was always a  very
attractive figure for Shaw.

But if that was the negative side
of the story, the positive side was
cven nastier. The Fablans came to
political maturity in the epoch of
inter-impenalist ovairy. They quite
simply believed that private capical
wis not very good at preparing the
pation and its empire for the
struggles that this entalled. So they
became the advocates ol state
capital, of social reform in order to
improve the quality of the working
class, and the vigorous defence of
empire.

They were pursuing their own
class goals. Any relationship with
the working class movement was
always something of a tactical
alliance.

That basic vision undcilies the
alternative planners and economic
strategists of today. The modern
Labour left is in good part the direct
descendant of the Fabians,

Colin Sparks

A new reformism

Lucas Plan - a new trade unionism
Hilary Wainwright and Dave Elfio
Altson & Bushy, £2.90

[n times of no easy solutions any
‘new’ deas can recaive a welcome
in the movement. [n a period like
the present refarmist salutions can
often appear revolutionary in con-
tent. Hilary Wainwright 1s a tireless
campargner for ‘workers plans’
Over the past seven or eight years
she has been involved in a varicty
of attempts to find a way from the
present impasse by “radical’ alter-
natives to the crisis. She is also a
hne writer capable of understand-

Solidarity with

ing and expressing the frusirations
and worries of rank and Ale trade
unonists: what she is not is a revol-
uticnary socialist,

Rather a harsh judgement on
someons who continues to speak
from the platforms of the far left? |
think not, what she represents 15
the degree to wich many {former
self-confessed revolutionaries
(Hilary was for a number of vears a
member of the [nternational
Marxist Group) have drifted to the
right into the matnstream of
Rennite reformism. Indeed thilary
could be regarded as one of the
ideologists of the "new’ reformism.

SOLIDARNOSC: THE MISSING LINK?
by Jacek Kuron and Karol Modzelewski
The classic '‘Open Letter to the Party.’
Written in 1865 and still the best
revolutionary analysis oL Eastern Europe

from the inside.

£2.00 plus 35p postage

SOLIDARNOSC: FROM GDANSK TO
MILITARY REPRESSION

by Colin Barker and Kara Weber

How did Solidarnosc begin? What did it
do? Why was it crushed? This book

provides the answers.
£1.95 plus 35p postage

mBoth from Scciallsts Unlimited, 265
- Seven Sisters Rd, London N4 2DE
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This is shown very clearly n her
new book co-authored with Dave
Filiot the Lucas Plan. .. a New
Trade Untonism in the Making?.
The book itself 15 an extremely In-
teresting and 1n places moving
account of the smashing ol the
f_ucas Shop Stewards Combine
Committee by the joiat effarts of
Cthe Company. the downturn. and
the Labour and Tory Govern-
ments, [ use the word “smashing’
deliberaiely because regardless of
the gloss put upon the events
desenibed and the talk of a “new
trade uniomsm” there s no doubt
thatthe I ucas Combine Commuttee
wors Tiiken to the cleaners by man-
deements and the leading militants
described in the book victimised.
Vike Coolev, o omany ways the
focal figure of the book. and &
widely respected sociabist mulitant
in NWorth London for many years.
now  shares o job with Flilary
wainwright warking for the GLCs
“‘department ot alternative plans.”.
Fight grand g vear cach for two and
a hutf disvs o week can't be bad, but
[ wonder if Mike wouldn't prefer to
be buck at his drawimng board at
L ucas, particularly since nne of the
main avhicvements of the GLC
Unit this s ear his been 1o persuade
Lhe stewards at Associated Auto-
o in North London 1o form
workers co-operative rather than
o f1eht for thear jobs,

Constder the  illusions being
podidled by Waimwright and Co.
that 1t wibl b possible given a sym-
mathetic government (preterably of
course led by Tony Benn and Eng
Hetfer) tor workers to gradoally
assume control of their workplaces
through the medium of “alternative
plans’

The plot would run roughly as
follerws. A Labour Government of
the “lett” would be elected and they
would pluce at the hands of the
worhing class the means of coerving
the camtalist elass into implement-
ing workers planning.

Thus on page 2600

“The importanee of political sup-
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pert from within the elected in-

stitutions of the present political

system rests on two teatures of

Government in Britein — and

parliamentary democracics in

other modern capitalist  so-
cieties. Firstly. the povernment’s
riple in the econwmy: the govern-
ment controls either directly or
indirectly much of the finance
which enables capitalist industry
to flourish but which could be
used 1o support moves towards
workcers self-management:
Secondly, the elected povern-
mant has 2 legitimacy in the eves
of the majonty of people. over
and above any economic institti-
tion or tnterest . . . A supportive
government then is a potentially
powerful ally tor workers in in-
dustry with propasals for organ-
ising thewr work place to meet
social necds. This s why the
initial support of the ministers of
the Dpt. of Endustry was so 1im-
portant in helping the Lucas Plan
to get off the ground . .. The re-
verse of this dependance of the

Lucas workers Plan on govern-

ment support for its implement-

ation 15 that the hostility which
the Combine later faced from the

Labour Government when the

Plan was rcady nearly destroyed

the Combine, and with it the al-

ternative Plan.’

This from a writer who just three
or four years ago was a contributor
to the major “left’ alternative of the
late scventies “Bevond the Frag-
ments’. The naivety is fnghtenng,
Does Wainwright really beheve
that Labour Governments are in
the business of challenging capital-
Ism’s power at the point of pro-
duction? The answer 15 un-
fortunately a capital YES! Listen
to the following gems of socialist’
theory.

‘What 15 needed then is an
alliance bortween a4 so¢ialist
rovernment and those work

place and locally bused organ-
isations which could create this
counter power o the cxtra-

parliamentary  strength  of
capital. In the short term this
apphes to socialist controlled
local and county councils. In
Sheffield, Greater [.ondon and

west Midlands, Left Labour
Counctllors  have taken the
initianve tn ¢reate such

alliances™

In the latest edition of *Capital
and Class’ Wainwright compares
the GLC with the Parns Com-
mune . . . 'Nuoff sawd.

If they were only wrnting (or
rather re-writing) reformist theory
[ don't suppose much damage
would be done, after all why read
Wainwright when Kautsky and
Robert Owen arc still im print.
What s dangerous about these
peaple is their pretensions to act as
political advisors to groups of
workers who are finding themselves
in struggle over redundancy.

The story of the Lucas Combine
is spelt out in admirable detail, and
I would recommend our comrades
to read it All the [essons of the
downturn and the scventies are im-
plicit in this book. The story of the
late seventies is there and let me
say also as an engineer 1 have great
admiration for the work that those

workers put into that struggle.

They showed great courage and
imagination. what they lacked was
a clear political leadership, and that
was their downfall. The Lucas Plan
is an excellent bluepnnt for trans-
forming Swords into Ploughshares

after the Revolution. The problem
we face is getting oursclves 1o the
point where the revotution s on the
agenda. In order to get to this
happy state we need to fight to in-
crease workers' self-confidence in
themse!vos and their organisations,

This means destroying any 1l
lustons they may have in Parliament
and its abtlity to legiskate “socialism’
from above. [t means animpiacable
struggle  against  all forms  of
Lhopanism. There never was the
least chance that the Lucas man-
agement would accept the Workers
Ptan, tiere never was the least
chance that the Labour Govt,
would do anything other than com-
promise with Capital. For the
Gerald Kaufmans of this world
‘workers power’ isn't cven in their
vocabolary.

At the bemnming of this article |
said that reformist solutions can
pften appear to be revolutionary
and rvevolutionaries can e¢ven be
madc to appear conservative. The
truth is, comrades, we can offer no
easy routes to soecialism, nor should
we ever try to confuse the working
class into pretending there are . ..
workers plans are a mace idea. our
society shits on nice ideas, Lueas
Aerospace and the Labour Gov-
ernment shat on the Lucas Plan.
Wainwright and Elliot admut this,
theirtrouble isthatthey don'treally
undcrstand it.

Jim Scott
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Toad in a hole

Wildwaod
Jan Needie
Coronet, £1.25
Very few agricultural cebelhions
have had the impact and success,
albeit temporary, of the Wildwoaod
nsurrection e P97,

In a labour Tlorce noted if
anything for its docility, the raising

Has the Labour Left got

the answer?

Find out with these three Socialist

Worker pamphliets:

THREELETTERS TO ABENNITE

by Paul Foot

50p pfus 20p postage/ten for £4 post free
THE LABOUR PARTY:MYTH AND REALITY

by Duncan Hallas

38p plus 20p postage/ten for £3 post free
WHY IMPORT CONTROLS WON'T SAVE JOBS:

The socialist case

by Nigel Harrlg and Duncan Hallas
25p pius 20p postage/ten for £2 post free

WA/l from Socialists Unfimited, 265 Seven Sisters

Rd, London N4 2DE
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ol an armed militia and the
storming and seizing of a manor
house, renamed ‘Brotherhood
Hall', to be used tor and by the com-
munity as a whole. The Insurrection
was brought on by the effects of a
SEVEre winter, mass uncmployment,
and the calious, despotic behaviour
ol the local land-owning gentry. It5
end came only when one of its
leaders defected and led the
insurrectionists inlo a (rap.

The underlying causes of its
demise, its conceptian of hberation
coming from a small military elite
detached from the community 4s a
whole and the crving need for a
revolutionary party based in the
working class, are never really dis-
cussed in the book. But at least two
of the participants lcarnt those
lessons, subsequently going to the
midlands to orpanise m industry,
and incidentally starting a small
brewery to fund thewrr work.

Without a doubt those two.
Boddington Stoal and Trorathy
Ferret, formed the political
backhone of the storming of "Toad”
Hall’, removing the despotic Toad
and his cromes, Ratty, Mole and
Badper from the backs of the
Wildwooders {or many months,

And il vou have never read Jan
Needle's re-write of Wind in the
Witfows from the point of view of
the Ferrets, Stoats and Weasles you
really should. Martin Adams

Socialist Review January 1983



TELEVISION

Getting all wired up

Cabling Britam [or television
reception 1s part ol the race to
keep ahecad in the new
technology. Marlta Wohrle shows
that it v unlikely to benetit the
rest of s,

The Thatcher Government has given the
grcen light ror the cabling of Britain. Cable
television s bemng introduced while there (s
a dehiberate runnming down of public services.
With a government pledged to push basic
services 1t the private sector. the con-
struction of cable nctwork must be wholly
fnanced by poivate companies. And that
means that while the consumer will ultim-
ately payv tor the cable service. the sort ot
voods 1t produces will almost entirely be
dictated by profit.

A tully Nedeed cable television system in
Britain would me:in that towns the size ot
Nottingham would have around 3 separate
cable nerworks scrving specific geographical
aredas and communities, s well as the four
existing hroadcast networks. [L.ondon could
expect to have anything up to [O0 different
channels. Those with the something 1o gain
from this "media revolution’, from the goy-
crnment to advertsers 1o a bunch of liberal
vegetartans calbng themselves Community
Communication (ComCom).  have wel-
comed it with starryv-eved euphoni.

They argue thal there will be more choiwce,
th:t there will be more opportunity for edu-
cational programmes, that an abundance of
lixcal channels will be available tor com-
munity propgramming and the airing of dis-
parate pohtical vionces, and that house and
car buying and cven the weckly groceries
cin bhe done m the comlort of the hiving
rooom. The lew arcuments agamst cable
merely prumble abhout hours of untram-
melled pornography . the threatened moral
wiell-beimng of the public and declining
standards of taste.

Nothing new

Cablews clearly not gome to he innoviative.
Whole channels will be given over e old
maovies or sitcoms, sport, Blanketv-Blank
rip-ofts, cven advertising. [T it goes on cable
it will have to be praven safe. The cost
margins that will tace operators will not have
them scattering seed on good but unproven
ileas. The large and profitable companies
that produce the independent televiston we
witch now will be producing the samc cul-
tural goods. And there are many maore
private sector entreprencurs with a grecdy
ceve on cable. Wall Street and the city are
cxtremely interested in the cable business.
In America it has atready been proved that
bz business is willing Lo take the gamble and
invest the necessarily huge amounts of
capital,
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And cable will be expensive. The cost of
wiring Britain’s more urban halt will be
around £3 milllon. Tt will cost around £3X)
for a local link into each home. Those who
will pav the initial costs will be the adver-
tisers. The financial growth projected tor
cable tefevision will mean cable conglomer-
ates. and the advertising companics behind
them. will be some of the most powertful
companics in the country — as powerful as
the Amencan car industry was 1n the 1950
and 19605, The distinction between pro-
gvrammes and commercials will break down.
While the so-called local and community
services will be carrying cultural goods made
by multinationals ruther than by local work-
ing peaple.

Cable will only open up the way for
minority  broadcasting 1t the minority 15
large. vocal and rich. Evenif operators were
to allocate free channel space (out of
generosity or because they are torced to by
law) programming will still cost about £15 10
200,000 an hour. [t subscriptions and adver-
tising won't pay that leaves public or private
sponsarship — und the public purse 15 cer-
tarnly not forthcoming,

Pay for TV

Cable’s oot in the door of Mr and Mrs
Average’s home is likely to be ‘pay TV,
Access 1o cultural goods will be linked o
being abie to alford it. Qutput for the edu-

cationally deprived (the great potential for

broadeast education} is not hkely ta flourish
in a medium which the people thev are aimed
at can't attord or can’t recerve it beciuse
they are too thin on the ground.

The new medium will mean a whole host
of new scrvices. but they will be of the Tele-
shopping. -disting and -voting varety., And
the number ol jobs to be created out of this
new ofl-shootolinformacion technology will
be minimal. The Greater London Coungl
calculates that cable relevision will destroy
morg jobhsthan it creates. Ancstimated s 500
jobs that would appear an TV production
would be swamped by the 12,000 jobs lost
due to American imports and vicwers turn-
ing away from the BBC and I'TV. With the
number of independent companies. largely
with non-umonised  labour, the strong
position of the ACTT. maimntained by a
monopoly of a highly skilled white-collar
sector, will be seriously undermined.

Areas in which jobs might go would in-
clude offices and the postal networks,
because cable TV networks. used as com-
putcr networks, would specd the advance of
ofhce  automation  and  celectronmic mail,
Intcrachive  television, (essentiallv bemng
able to talk back to the telly), is part of the
nformation revolution™. Tt has iy uses, tor
example in learnimg a foreign language, but
will be dominated by thines ike the already
preparcd Dedly Mirror (MirrorVision) ser-
vice with Marge Proops giving advice.

But what ot the consumer™? The reality s

that there will be as many TV sets ina home
as there are people living mmit. The consumer
cleetronics industry 1s currently tryving to
peat the recession by selling second and even
third sets into Brtish homes. The Japanese
are trying to sell us the idea of lngher defini-
tion television and wide screens the size ot
the living room wall,

Cable and video are only other ways of
watching television and they suffer the same
limits as domestic television and the way 1t
centralises tnformation. TV orders the world
into producers and consumers, polincians
and peoplc, those that are vocal and those
that are not. Electronic interactive television
s not a substitute for participanon in collee-
tive discussions of the issues of the day. The
wav we watch TV will become more frag-
mented and alienated. With hundreds of
channels to choose [rom, the hkelihood of
watching and discussing the same pro-
grammes as your workmates (or even mem-
bers of the same household) becomes even
MOre rTemaote.

it has possibilities

Though cable television Inoks like be-
coming another alicnuting tool in the hands
of capitalists. it doesn’t have to be so. It has
possibilitics far beyond the immediate tencts
cnvisaged by the Hunt report. A common
carrier system. not unlike the ordinary tele-
phone, could help by allowing people to
communicale through the cable nctwork,
providing a very useful visual link. And
wresting the control from the tiny handful of
profit-orientatcd companies  would  1m-
mediately release a vast and powertul com-
munications network to the people.

Public ownership of the means of pro-
duction and a genuine diversification ot 1n-
terests will create a situation n which the
full potential of cable could be reabsed.
Cable could increase the number and types
of cultural goods and allow access to dif-
[erent sorts of experience that could be dis-
cussed and shared. But as 1t stands. cable
will widen the inequalities of access (o tech-
nology and culture and simply widen the
information gap. O
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Abolish private property

‘If vou socialists had vour way. no-one would
have their own house, ever vone would have
to use the washeteria. ac 1 hohdavs would
be a1 week at a state-run holiday home ut
Margate. . .

When we talk about the abolition of
private property as the be<is Tor soctalism,
whit often comes comes back s the reply
that no-one would be able to own things of
their own, like a colour telly or a washing
machine.

[n many ordiniry people’s minds, €s-
pecially under the influence of Thatcherism,
the right of the capitalist to profitis the same
as the right of the council tenant to own his
or her own home. By the same token,
soctalism” becomes the oppaosite. Abolishing
private property would theretore seem o
include abolishing the right o one’s own
house.

A social power

All this s based on a fallacy — o long-
standing one (Marx deals with 1t i The
Conununist Manifesto of 1345), but a fallacy
nonetheless. When Marxists talk about the
abolition of private property they mean the
abolittion of private property as a sociaf
power over other people.

For instance, owncrship of a house as
somewhere to live inis in reality no different
from ownership of the lood vou eat in order
to live, Clearly. there 15 no guestion of
abhalishing that, though the wide mequabties
ot distnbution would have to be overcame,
But the person who owns ten propertios,
only one of which he hves in while vsing the
nine others to charge rent. s 0 ditlerent
posttion. Not necessartly a caprealist in the
techmical sense, of course: but certatnly
somenne whose ownership obf private pro-
perty s 4 social power,

What Muarxists have rather more m imimnd

Iv pniviate property as the manifestation of
the antaponism between capitil and lubour,
Marx puts it thus 1 The Commuonist
Manifesto: ‘Does wupe-labour create any
property lor the labourer? Not a hit. It
creates capital, e, that kind of property
which exploits wage-labour, and witch can-
not increase except upon conditon ot be-
getting a new supply of wape-labour for tresh
exploitation,’

The pomt Marx s making ts that workers
don't create directfv for themselves - a
woman working in a textile factory couldn 't
live on the clothes she makes, Nor could she
¢xchange them tor tuins of meat produced in
another factory. Workers are excluded trom
owng¢rship or control ot the products they
themselves create. They neither possess the
tactorics nor the machines and toois needed
to make things. In that sense they are
PrOpery.

The consequence of their propertylessness
1% that they have no option bat to sell them-
selves day in, dayv out 1o a boss in exchange
[orawage, They have noindependent meuns
of their own out of which they can teed and
shelter themselves, They have no night to
appropriate to themselves what they pro-
duce und exchange it with what others
have prodoced.

The hoss. on the other hand, by virtue of
his ownership. duly sunctified by the law.
has exactly that right. He can turn his profits
either into fresh capital or into conspicuons
CONSUIMpLon.

Lor wiges return to the workers only part
of the value of what they have produced -
cnough. eoenerally speaking, to maintam
their existence and that of the next gener-
ation. This includes not only the busics -
food. clothing, for example —but the Kind of
personal  possessions that  socialists are
someltmes accused of wanting to do away
with: cars, washing machimes, TVs, ete.

The fact thit the extenr ol such personal
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possession  has  starthngly  altered  since
Marx’s ume proves not that capitalism has
changed its spots, but that mature capitalism
requires a different kind of worktorce from
the one it required a hundred and ftty yvears
ago. A washing machine. because it cuts the
amount of time requited for necessary
houschold drudgery, significs the possibility
of greater. rather than less, exploitation of
the workforce.

(That, of course, is not an argument for
the abolition of the washing machine, Bur
the advent ol this and other obvious benefits
Jdoes not alter the essential point — that
workers are propertyless because by defi-
mition excluded from ownership and control
of the mcans of production. )

Much the larger part of the value of what
workers produce 15 pocketed by the capi-
talist, who adds 1t to his total amount of
private property. alongside “his” tactory, s’
machines and "his” investments. The wage
form conceals this cssential antagonism and
confusces what is meant by ‘private property’

The fact that the mdwvidual caprtahist has
been replaced in muny imstances by a salaned
managing director or state burcaucrat proves
ol that “private properey’ has been slowly
whittled away since Marx's day. but that the
torm of the antagonism between labour and
ciapital has changed. Much property may
now be “coilective” or public’ — but workers
are stll excluded from control over 1t n
exactly the same way as they were over thetr
hosses” property in the nineteenth century.

Real enjoyment

The basic relatonship, no matter how
muny IV or how few indiadual bosses there
are, 15 unaitered, and will only alter when
‘private property has beenababished; when,
in other words. capital ceases to exert an
antagonistic soial power over the very
people who produce it

A that poini. of course. real enjovment
of personal possessions can begin, No doubt.
many kinds of communal torms of lite will
be adopted as a solution to the narrowness
ot private existence. Bur there 15 no reason
to belicve that collective control over pro-
Juction will prevent people trom having a
telly in every room (and a video as welly ot
thit s what they want,

[n Marx’s words:

"We by no means intend to abolish this
personal appropriation of the products of
labour, an appropriation that s made for
the maintenance and reproductton of
human life, and that leaves no surplus
wherewith to command the labour ot
others. All that we want to do away with,
i~ the miscrable character ol this appro-
priation. under which the labourer fves
mcrely to merease capital, and 1s allowed
o live only 10 so far as the mterest of the
ruling class requires it.

‘In bourpeots society, hving labour s
bBur a means tooincerease accumulated
labour {(1e capital—GJ) In Commurnst
saciety, accumulated labhowr g5 hut a
means 10 widen, (o enrich, to promate
the existence of the labourer.”

{rareth Jenkins
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