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THE ECONOMY

Pay claims and inflation

Fach month through 1952 the
CBI announced that the
average level of pav settlements
was falling, By December the
CBI said the average was 6.1
pereent, Stuart Ash looks at
what 15 happening and at the
prospects tor 1983,

1he OB has a poy datibank which rmoomitors
pay seltlements I Priviate sector companes
inomanutfacturmg industries. Duaringe 1952 0t
ased the results of s survevs (o dnnounee
month v nwonth that devels ot settlements
were fulling stewdily over the vear, [ [owever,
e the Henres released i Janwiry Thes sear i
sins that the averape tevel dropped trom 7
porcent a1 the last quarter of 1951 o 61
percent i the last guarter of [Y82) So the
drop oser the sear wos less Lhan one pereent,
Llasdly o droomate Ligure. given that the
gl rise i ntlation fell from 1.0 percent m
Dieceriher 18] o 34 percent in ecember
JUs2

First phase

e Loclis that durig the st olhuse of the
CLOKOD-X2), pav sertlements  in
nuanutacrurme  ndustries slamped  well
helow the rate of mllation with Hghts over
Jobs ar tear of the dole having a decisive
eliect onexpecations, Quire alotolworkers,
partweularly i engmeerimeg have had o
decept lemparary Ireeres on pay or deals
around five pereent when indlation was more
than Lwive Live percent.

Bt not evervone has had ro sufter such
cuts 1 real  fake-bome  pay {real—atter
dueountng tor intlanoni, § he impact of the
recession has been uneven and you cannot
genertitse from the experience ol the worst
hit sectors of engineering. Some companies
NDave given ncreases nearer the rate of
milation, but then such deals have been done
m the context of tough new productivity
clauses and union agreement (o jab losses.
Some nanagements have ruthlessly bought
radical chianges in manning and cfficiency by
danghng the carrot of real pay increases,

The pieture is now changimyg, ushered in by
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Though the private sector has matched
inflation, health workers were forced to
accept 4.5 percent

the government’s sucoess 1 bringing the
annual risemanituton down 1o thve pereent
dhe six month rise moantlation trom Janc to
December 1952 was qust (0.8 ol o pereentage
pirtnt, The sovernment is jubilant that s
has been achieved but we must emphasise
thar ar s the consequence of o comnplete
cillapse of world commaodite prices i the
depths o recession aod Tevels of uneiploy-
ment that are withowt precedent for Iy
Maudrs,

Despite this falt o inflaton, wage in-
creases tave notiallen to theevels hoped tor
b the government. Earcly tasr sutumn the
Tories announced o vash idmit policy Yor the
public sector of 2.5 percenr in an atiempt Lo
push cxpectenons down even further, Bul
the COBI has now told us that halt of 4l
private sector manutaciuring pay deals have
been for more than ntlation.  Their
Pratabank savs that most settlements 1n the
st three months of 1982 woere between five
and eight percent and rhat 40 percent of the
recorded settlements were Tor increases that
were nigher than the previous settlements
bwelve months betore.

The government’s policy s to drive ull
seltlements down during 1983 and it doesn't
ike the fact that the private sector is
matching inilation m its settlements. One

reasan tor the government™s disguret s Ul
inflation will start to vise again from its floor
ol Nve percent in the second hall of 1953 and
workers” expectatons might start 1o rise in
step. The Torwes are therelore out 10 {oree
pay deals below five percent wherever i can
in the public sector. The health serviee
workoers tave already been toreed to aceept
increases of 4.3 percent irom this Aprl. Dhe
counctl warkers have been offered fat s
mcreases of L3250 worth 4.5 pereent on the
paty blle The crvil servanms have been wold
they can have whatever they ke o long s
it 38 pereent. Teachers have been told thar
thew' Il he lucky tiv get anvthing more thin
thres percent,

Assault on pay

1 he trade uinon bureaucraey s paralvsod
by the wssaonlt on puhbic sector pav. The
resolutuen passed at st vears TUC anoco-
ardinale unwn action e the pubhlic sector
ks o sk Lo
artvale sector are o dillerent, Terry Duetty
led the Conted
resitlted an the 38 percent sertlement of the
matinal  encineering agrecment, o
nesottatien ahich was oree impertant and
neaw tooks ke being serapped worhon o vear

IRESTE headers m the

e the negotiaiions shich

STt

There dre conupany level negoetiatnens
where Dy merenses are wss gloomyin elec-
trontes, pharmaceutivals, chemicals.
firanee. brewog and even bus ol ruechamau
craneerine. But owhile quite laree nombers
ol workers may keep pace with milation
durmeg thes wear, the cotlapse ofemploviment
tnomanutacturme fooks set to continue wilh
dovengeance and voung workers wil] be Lhe
subect of 0 mwgor eftensive o vouth pay
rates, The EETPD has reached apreemernl
wilh the clectowal comracung emplosers on
AW ond ot old o sevle
dapprerticeship wrd cut the pay rares Qo ne
sntrants at 16w Y2988 down [rom Y3102,
Simalar agreements are bhemg sought
cngineering and construction,

Lhere will be no fight back this vear from
withim the trade gomon bureaueracy but there
may well be more than a few skormishes by
organised workers at lactory level hghling
tor a few pounds more. Pay clioms and
seltilements oy ook rather flat at the
imornent, but thes could chiange. As the
coonanucs corrcspondent of The Times said
on 20 January:

"The povernment s hoping that muost of

thie crucial pay Jdeals 1o the present round

will be out of the way by lue sprioe when

the rate of ntlation—aftter falling o

abrout five percent—is expected to rise)”

wcheme o

'Days of Hope

THE GENERAL STRIKE OF 1926;

A Socialist Workers Party pamphlet by Chris Harman and Duncan Hallas. Single
copy: 65p plus 20p postage/ten for £5.50 post free. Availabie from Socialists

Unlimited, 265 Seven Sisters Road, Finsbury Park, London N4 2DE
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NEWS & ANALYSIS: CND
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Demonstrators at the 1980 Welsh Tory Party Conference. Wil CND be able to generate the

same enthusiasm in 19837

Stopping the bomb

The success of the Greenham Common Peace Camp and the results
of recent public opinion polls have given CND a new lease of life. A
campaign and an issue which were losing momentum are back in the

cenire of the stage.

The growth ol opposition to Cruise and
Pershing mussiles, not just in Britian, i
cansing a major headache for NATO's rulers,
Hardly a day passes withoul a press report of
some new. and probably  contradictory,
statement from a politician or general cither
m Europe or the USA,

Even the government ol Canada, that
supposedly “non-nuclcar’ member of
NAT{, 15 in trouble over 1ts decision to
allow the US to test-tire Cruise missiles on
one of s mussile ranpges whose features
rapproximate closely to an operational env-
ironment’ —arce sunilar (o northern Europe.

For the US government, the stakes are

Socialist Review February 1953

particularly high. The 1ssue 15 no longer
simply military, Since the last years of the
Carter administration the US povernment
has had two major objectives in Europe. One
was to pul pressurc on the Russian economy
by pushing up arms spending and forcing the
Russians tostretch their tottering induostry o
breaking point inan attempt to match them.

The second was to use the stll-
overwhelming weight of the US mulitary and
economic machine to whip some of 11s more
recaleitrant atlies into line. The growth ot the
West German economy. and its close trading
and financial links with the Eastern blog,
meant that it was less and less willing to Kow-
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tow to Washington on every little guesnion,
By raising the mnternational temperature a
few degrees, the US hoped to be ableto force
them back into the subordination of the
1 950

The process could be seen very cledrly in
the NATO governmerts™ responses to the
Polish eoup df état ol December 1981, Reagan
pushed hard for an aggressive stance Lo-
wards Russia and Poland, trving torexample
to stop the expart of construction materials
for the Siberia to West Germany pipehne,

The West German government, and cven
the normally tame British, just had 1co much
at stake to agree. That nime round Reagan
lost, caught out by hupe US gratn sales to
Russia; John Brown's and the rest continue
to export US-designed equipment for the
pipehine.

The decision o impose Cruise and
Pershing on (he population of Western
Eurcpe 13 now part of that politcal struggle
within the NATO camp. Of course Reagan
and his advisors want the missiles instalied
s0 that they can be used: the *theatre nuclear
war’ 1s now a publicly admitted part of 1S
policy. But from a purely military point of
view the deplovment of these weapons 1s not
decisive,

Under pressure from the peace movement,
even the political hardliners and mulitary
zombies are starting to admit that the
military case 15 not vital, Protessor Michael
Howard, an  academic apologist for
militarisol, recently argued that the decision
was ‘a totally unneccessary prece of over-
insurance’. Even without these parucular
nuclear weapons the USA would still have a
vast arsenal ranging tfrom air launched
Cruise missiles 0 a new generation of
nuciear bombers quite capable of carrying
ot any conceivabie military rask.

Military softens

Even the US military, the hardest of tha
hard, are starting to sotten their negotiating
position. They are guestioning the inflex-
tbility ot the US “zero option’, which calls tor
the USSR to remove all its S520s in return
for the non-deployment of the new 17§
missiies in Europe. They are now canvassing
other positions which give the Russians a bit
more room for manocuyvre,

The central argument is now a political
one: the Eurgpean governments must be

LOST

REVOLUTION

seerl W pul domestic political embarass-
ments second o the orders of the White
House. Anything else would signal o
weakening of the *Western Allance™. The LS
would be seen to be losing the grip over a
core region of the world which 1t has held
since 1945,

Whatever public and private doubits
seclions of the ruling class or ex-Field
Marshals may have on the siting of Cruise,
the Tory Government at least is firmly com-
mitted to US policy.

They have been prepared to tace out i
number ol potennally very embarrassing
sniualions in the pursuit ot loyalty, The
relocation of the main US headquarters from
CGrermany to Britain was a public statement
that the theatre war sirategy was a Serious
one—and the Tories defended it. The refusal
of a ‘dual key' to Cruise was a public state-
ment that it will be the US ruling ciass that
calls the shots 1n a nuclear war—and the
Tories defended it. They have naited their
colours to a mast which stands over
Oreennam Common,

Public opposition

Growing public oppoesition to Cruise
means that they face something of a crisis,
The appointment of Michael Heseltine, who
might have done nothing for Toxteth but
apparently looked very good doing it, was
announced as the appointment ot a man who
could fight CN[Y". The tact that he seriously
considered a public debate, in tront of an
audience, with CNID 15 a remarkable step for
a government minister, and one which shows
that the Tories at least take CND seriously.

S50 (oo, increasingly, docs the Labour
Party. The prospect of a general election
focusses the reformist mind wondertully on
any possible vote catching wheerze, and they
have noticed that opposition to Cruise 1s one
ol the tew things which they have to say
which connects with what people are worned
about,

It 15, of course, a evnical manocuvre, The
lust Labour Party Conterence might have
voted overwhelmingly tor unilateral nuclear
disarmament but 1t also voted sclidly for the
Healey wing of the party. The people
actirally making the decisions in the Labour
Party today are the same people who ran the
tast  Labour government and secretly
modernised the existing Polaris system.

Special offer to Socialist Review readers

W£3.95 (plus £1 postage, £2 maximum for
bulk orders}

lenclose £........ (postage included/cheques
payable to Socialists Unlimited). Return to
Socialists Unlimited, 265 Seven Sisters

Road, London N4 2DE.

They have been very caretul, again with an
eye 1o votes, nol to fight on nuclear disarm-

ament, which is not too popular, but on the

issues of Cruise and Trident.

Even it they win the next clection, and the
signs are that they will not, thenitis an open
guestion as to whether they will stick to any
of the wvague promises they are making
today., They might—just——stop Cruise on
the grounds that 1t is unneccessary for
‘security’ and they might just cancel Trident
on the grounds that it costs wo damned
much for a collapsing economy. But 1t 15
virtually certain that they will not scrap the
existing nuclear systems and absolutely
certain thiat they will not take Britain cut of
NATO.

Whether the Tories face a serious political
¢risis over Cruise, whether they will call an
election and gmive Labour the chance to play
its shady trump, and whether that will win
the trick, even what will happen should
[Labour win, are all imponderable. We
cannot answer these questions here and now.,

We can say with some certanty what the
decisive factor 1 mmfluencing that outcome
will be: the central 1ssug s the strength and
iype of the opposiiion,

CND today 15 undoubtedly the organis-
ational leadership and political focus of the
anti-homb movement. The various com-
promise movements like the World Peace
Council and the European Nuclear Disarm-
ament movement are at the present moment

marginal. This is to the goad, since CND s at-

least firmly identificd with unilateral nuclear
disarmament.

Looking less rosy

It we look a bit closer, things start to lock
less rosy. The evidence 15 that at least up to
Christmas 1982 the organised cadre of CND
was declining in numbers and activities. In
part that reflected the difficultics of pro-
viding meaningful activity lor the new and
energetic people who were attracted to the
campaign 10 thetr thousands two vears ago.

Because CND as a national organisation
did very Dittle apart from organising two
demonstrations a year 1t wus very difficuelt to
build an active and mmwervenuomst local
grouping.

What 1s more 1t seems that thosc who
remmained orgamsationally involved with
CND were becoming more and mare *middle
class’. This term needs to be used with
caution, since many i not most of the people
we are talking about work for their living,
often in fairly sentor white collar jobs,

What s certainly trueis that the number of
manual workers involved was never very
high and CND has made noeffort to increase
it. In addition, those white collar workers are
often members of (rade umons but seldom
trade union gctivisis. The tendency was, and
still 15, to see 1he problem of the bomb and
the problem of the workplace as separate
and distingt.

The prool of this 15, sadly, easy to find.
The number of trade union banners on any
ol the big CND marches has been pitifully
small. Sanizy, old and new. devotes little
space o trade unions and even that 1s more
likely to provoke angry letters denounging
‘vlassism” than anything else. Trade Union

Socialist Review February 1983
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CND is a shadowy and tnactive body: any
good ideas are quickly squashed by the
national feaerstup. The number of work-
placc CNID) groups 15 Liny and most have
been set up by revolutionary socialists,

The active membership of CND s maddle
class In the sense that it sees workers and
workers™ strugples as, at best, a uscful
adjunct to the struggle against the Bomb and
at worst a rotat trrelevance.

What is more, a good proportion ol this
active membership ts maving Lo the right.
Take the example of NATQO. This has been a
CND target for many vears and the cons-
atution of OND states gquite clearly that
Britain should withdraw. For some two
vears there has been a strong tendency to
downplay NATO 1n tavour of maore
‘realistic’ demands.

Mutual dissolution

Faced with a challenge over this at the
19€1 conference the leadership finally agreed
to produce a pamphiet siating the CNLD case.
This they did only weeks before the 1952
CND conlerence. In the mecantime there had
been articles in Sanfry arguing that the CND
position was not really for British with-
drawal but [or the muwal dissolution of
NATO and the Warsaw Pact.

In the event, the 1ssue ot whether CND
shouid continue 10 campaign ggainst NATO
was discussed formally at the 1982

Socialist Review February 1953
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Michael Heseltine's appointment as Minister of Defence shows that Ihe Turles are

beginning to take CND seriously

Conterence. Despite a plea from the blessed
Edward Thompson the conterence voted 1o
continue the campaign. What was important
was not the size of the opposition vote or
their defeat but that one of the central planks
of CND should be up for discussion at all.

In sum, whatever 1ts size, CND does naot
imspire contidence in its ability to lead what
Is bound to be a very hard-fought struggle.

That, however, 15 not the end of the argu-
ment. The 1ssues raised by the tight against
the Bomb are too impaortant to be ignored
simply because the leadership of the move-
ment is oo feeble to be capable of winning.

A very large number

The movement ot which CNbD 1s the
leadership 1s much larger than the active
membership ol the organisation and 15 1
rmany ways healthier, There can be no doubt
that the ssue of opposition to Cruisc 1s cap-

able of mobtising a very large number of

people indeed.

The Greenham Common demonstraton,
i the middle of the winter and in the middle
af the sticks, #nd mobthising very largely
women alone, after all pulled around 30,000
peaple. The Easter demonstrations will be
very much larger.

It 15 also true that apposition to the Bomb
s very much maore working class than the
active membership of CND suggests. The
opinion polls, for what they are worth, show
conclusively that mass opposition to
Cruise—and indeed support for the other,
harder, aspects of the CND programme—
tind their strongest support amongst manual
workers. Indeed, @ moment’'s thought aboul

the sheer size of CNI) demonstrations con-
firms that there simply are not enough
trendy vicars and vegetarian separatists to
fill Trafalgar Square to bursting poinat.

This support, however, is very passive. Up
until now CNI} has not been able 1o offer
any way in which the mass of 1{s supporters
could be organised other than the occasional
demonstration. There 15 every sign Lthal as
the datc for the installanon of Cruise
approaches more and more supporters ol
CND are looking for a more active means of
OPPOSIton,

The rise of ‘Non-Viotent Dhirect Action’ s
in part a reflection of this. It provides some
sort of activity which involves rather more
than the occasional outing to London and
hstening to lots of worthy specches.

The idea of such action has a venerable
traditiont in the anti-Bomb movement. As
carly as April 1957 —belore the [oundation
of CND itself —the Lmergency Comnuttee
for Direct Action Against Nuclear War was
formed. Amongst its leaders were many who
had organised small direct action sit-downs
in the early fifties and others like Bertrand
Russell who were to lead later actions. 1t was
this commutee which launched the first
Aldermaston March.

Firmly respectable

Although CND was formed dircctly out of
the initiatives of this and simikar groups, and
although its tounding conterence on 17
February 1954 was followed by 10400 of s
supparters marching to Downing Street and
getting into trouble with the police, the

organistion iself was firmly respectable.

Lh



During the whole peniod of the first wave
ot CND, including the time when 1t seemed
to be winning inside the Labour Parnty belore
their crushing deteat in 1966, there was a
continual undercurrent of Dircct Action.
The leadership of CND» always found this
strategy uncomiortable but the 1960 confer-
ence passed a resolution stating that partic-
ipation in direct action was ‘not iicompat-
ible’ with membership of CIvD.

The famous examples of direct action
from that period werc organised nothy CND
but by the *Committee ot 100°. The official
leadership of CNIY denounced the formation
of this group as the ‘grealest possible
mistake’.

Direct action

The Commiutee of 100 was able 1o
organise quite substantial examples of direct
action. For example, it called tor sim-
ultancous demonstrations on 17 September
1861 1n T.andon and at the US submarine
base at Holy Loch. Befare the
demonstration 36 leaders were arrcsted.
Thirty two retused 10 be bound over and
were senl (o prison. Twelve thousand people
turned up in London and 1314 were arrested,
Three hundred and fity one were arrested at
Holy Loch.

The sttuation today s somewhat different.
The CND leadership are now formally com-
mitted Lo direct action although active
support for Greenham Common was forced
on them by the movement wmsell.

There are sull sufficient parallels tor us to
be able to lcarn some lessons [rom the first
wave, The drive to direct action was always
present in CND although it grew to mass
proportions after the defcat at the 1961
Labour Party conterence ciosed the parlia-
mentary road to disarmament. 1t was not,
thercfore, responsible for the first collapse of
CND.

On the other hand, despite the hostility of
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the CND leadership, the two strategies were
not incompatible, Direct action absorbed
the energies and time of the most committed
and potentially troublesome activists and
allowed the otticial leadership a clear field (o
set on with their preferred busingess of
tobbying in the backrooms of the lLabour
Party,

Much more importantdy, the record shows
that both the partiamentary road and the
direct action road were dead ends. The
courape ol those prepared to go to jail rather
than pay their tines is not in doubt, but that
courage was in no way enough to shake the
state.

The most committed activists were the
oncs that spent the most time m jail. They
were therefore automatically cut oft [rom the
mass movement which supported them. And
the threat of heavy repression meant that
committing aneseli ta direct action meant to
sacrifice a great deal all at once. It was not a
stratcgy which encouraged mass
participation.

Even when 1t managed to mobilise large
numbers ot people, there 18 no evidence that
it seriously threatened the state. The police
and courts were quite happy 1o fill the jails.
Even it the movement could have mobilised
50 many people that the jails were crammed
o bursting peint there is no evidence that the
state would not simply have butlt more jails.
That, after all, was exactly what the Briush in
India did when the patron saint of direct
action, Gandhi. mobilised a much larger
number of people. |

Both  (the parlilamentarianism  of  the
leadership and the direct action of the more
determined militants can hive logether be-
cause bath are based on the idea that it is a
question of people of pood will standing up
tor what they believe 1s right. Neither 15 &
class stralegy.

But the direct action sirategy coniains 4
rational kernel which is lacking from the
teadership perspective., The focus on
paritament i1s based on the idea that some-
body else will stop the bomb for you. Direct
action 15 founded on the 1dea that the bomb
can only be stopped if vou are prepared to do
something yourself.

This vital differcnce means that the possi-
bifity exists of the anti-bomb movement
developing a strategy that can win. The issue
at stake Is what concrete meaning the slogan
‘direct action’ has in practice.

Will lead to defeat

Today there is nodoubt that the demant
meaning is ong which can only lead to defeat.
The leading proponents of direct aclion are
pacifists: that means that they are as opposed
to class war as they are to nuclear war. Many
are also feminist separatists: that means that
they sce the idea of class unity as nterfering
with the self-organisation of women.

Bul 1o say that these are the dominant
ideas 15 not 1o say that every last one of the
30,000 women who went to Greenham
Common last December, of the thousands
maore who will go next time, agree with every
last dot and comma. Rather there 1s a spec-
trum of opinion ranging {from enthusiastic
endorsement to a vague disquiet. There was
and still s an audience for the 1dea ot direct

action as direct workers’ action. A {iay pan
of that audience is also open to revalutionary
ideas.

It is important to be clear about the fact
that thar audience 15 very small and very

unconfident. One of the reasons tor the size”

of the mobifisdation around the bomb is that
there is very little else going on. People who
would be caught up in the class struggle in a
period ot working-class advance look, tn the
present period of retreat, for another outlet
for thetr discontent with the system and their
political energy.

Unless you are a revolutionary socialist
with a perspective which accounts for the
downturn, the 1dea ol a workers’ struggle
against the bomb, however attractive In the
absiract, seems verv remote from the current
sitiiation. 50 however uneasy you might feel
about the politics of the currcnt Icaders of
direct action it s difficult to argue with any
confidence tor an alternative direction.

Unless that small number of people are
given confidence and direction then it is
likely that thc pacthist arguments will
dominate the campaign untl it 1s deteated. It
is therefore a matter of some importance that
revolutionary socialists try to find ways of
relating (o the minority who still think in
terms of class.

The primary mechanism for winning those
arguments 1s not likely to be the formal or-
ganisational structure of CND. CND
supporters with a sertous commitment to the
working class are more likely to be found in
the workplace and the trade unions than in
the local groups.

Win modest support

That is not to say the branches are of no
importance; not only are there individuals
who are prepared to relate to workers but
very few of the groups are so actively hostile
1o the working class that they will refuse even
the idea of trade union work. It1s simply that
they are unlikely to actually undertake such
activities themselves.

Rather. the key to winning active working
class support for CND is to be found in
parallet to the oflicial structure of the or-
ganisation. As the campaign to win support
for the Newbury Court picket on 13
February shows, it 1s possible to win at lcast
modest support in the trade unions foran ac-
tivity which takes place on a work day.

Modesty has to be the key word for any
such activity. Any idea that the substantial
warking class opposition to the bomb which
cxists today can be turned overnmight mto
working class activity against the bomb s an
even greater recipe for disaster than a
strategy which seeks to ignore workers. [t
will undoubtedly have the effect of
demoralising its advocates when they fail, as
they inevitably will, to win the *general strike
to stop the bomb’ or whalever nostrum 1s
adopted.

The force of the argument which runs:
“The mimers cannot even fight redundancies
s how the hell do you expect them to stop
the bomb?" 15 considerable. It can only be
answered by practical sieps which show that
it is possible to start to build working class
opposition. That means beginning with what
can be won today—cven if that s only a
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resolution of support for the Greenham
Common women,

There 15 no doubt that gudience for the
soclalist answer to the problem of how to
defeat the bomb will be casier to winan direct
proportion to the number of trade union
delegations  outside the court on 15
February,

Litde victories like a delegation te support
a CND activity do not simply help Lo shilta
laver of the movement towards a realistc
stratepy, They are also a smalt contribution
to the dilticult task of rebuilding the working
class movement as a whole,

Renewing confidence

or the cxperienced activist who has
cxpenenced three or four vears ol retrest and
defeat on pav, jobs, productivity and the
rest, a small victory in CNID s important [or
rencwing  confidence. For the  vounger
workers and those lor whom OND
represents thetr first politecal involvement,
arpuing for a resolubon on Greenham
Common can be an introductuon 1o trade
Union activigy,

If the attempt to build trade union support
tor fighting the bomb has (o start from a
recognition of the real state of the working
class movement and trom a recognition that
the degree of organisational support {ron

socialist Review February 1953
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Bertrand Russell addressing the flrst rally
of the Committee of 100 in 1961.

QDutside the coniral of CND the
X Committee of 100 was able
L to organise guite

: S, substantial examples
4 of direct action.

CND itself will be limited, 1t also has o start
from a recognition of the real state of the
anti-bomb movement itself. Whatever s
failures, weaknesses and limitations, there
can be no doubt that CNIY 1s and will con-
tinue to be for the forsecable future the
political (ocus of any campagn.

The initiatives of CND will continue to be
poles around which working class 1nvaly-
ment will be built, Many of these inniatives
will be of a kind which makes the task of
winning support from the workplace
difficult. This wiil not be because any
organised force in CND is hostile to such
support but simply because none of their
perspectives recognise its vital importance
and are thus blind to the obvious tactical
consequences which are necessary to
MAXIIISC SUPPOLT,

Greenham Common provides a classic
example. Weargue elsewherc in this issue the
problems of the peace camp strategy. It
would be betler if the energy and courage
which is going into dancing on top of siloes
went into foreing the TUC to get olf s back-
side and actually attiliate to CND.

But that is not 2oing to happen 10Morrow
and., whatever its shortcomings, dancing on
the siloes is the current tocus of the
movement. Any small campaign inside the
(rade unions for TUC affiliation wilt be built
out of support for women of Greenham

Common and not in opposition to them,

The possibilitics are there for at least a
small shift in the direction of the campaign.
[t is most important that such a shift oceurs.
Not only is the 1ssue of great importance 1n
itsclf—socialism or barbarism is a concrete
question In  the struggle against the
homb—mbut is one which could develop into
a major political crisis capable of upserting
the Tories™ plans,

That shitt can only be achieved by the
detailed arguments over the centrality of the
working class. The debate around tactics
over the bomb very quickly raises much
maore general issues over the whole of
politics.

The way in which argnments about war
and peace lead on to other questions can be
seen in reverse in the way in which Thatcher
has been able to use the war in the South
Atlantic [or her domestic political ends. The
ruling class is only too keen to generalise
when the question of the national interest (s
sharpened around armed conilict.

That process can work in reverse as well.
FFrom direct action to the nature ol the statce,
trom nuclear deterrcnce to the class nature of
the Soviet Unwon, 1t 15 possible to make links
which go to the core of revolutionary politics
without intellectual contortions.

Open to arguments

There is a minority inside 1the anti-bomb
movemen! which is open to those arguments.
Both of the imajor currents in the movement
try to avoid confronting the issucs, The par-
llamentary wing shitis to the nght to try to
avold the awkward questions of NATO and
national delence. The direct action wing
attempts to block off all political discussion
by reducing the fight against the bomb to a
moral gquestion.

Reality keeps on upsetting those con-
venient little schemes. Moral protest runs up
against the brute power of the state. Parlia-
mentarianism rans up against the brute
power of the Labour Party nght wing. Today
(hose problems are only apparent to a uny
number of people involved in the campaign
but as the arrival of Cruise draws nearerand
the barrage of argument mounts, par-
ticularly from the Torics, the cracks will
widen.

The danger 15 not simply that CND will
continue to follow a strategy that leads into
the wilderness bur that it will lose the
argument altogether. A slight straw n the
wind which that apparently uniikely
possibility can become a reality is given by
the results of opinion polls.

These should be treated with caution, but
they clearly show that there are two opposite
developments  taking  place. While the
number of people opposed to Cruise 1s
growing, the number in favour of unilateral
disarmament is actoally falling. That
contradictory result  shows that not
everything 1s running CND's way and that
there is  considerable  contusion to be
overcome.

That contfusion can be overcome n a
number of ways. The Tories have been
prepared (o spend £1m making sure that its
OVETCOME el way, We have 1o make sure
that It 15 OVCrcome our way. O
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NEWS & ANALYSIS: Peace camps
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Enthusiasm is not enough

The peace camp at Greenham
Common has raised questions
about what tactics are necessary
to stop Cruise missiles, Jane
Ure Smith and Marta Wohrle
show the weaknesses of women
only protest and non-violent
direct action,

For the greater part of 1982 anti bomb activ-
ity was at a low ebb. CND groups contracted
and national membership ceased to grow.
Meanwhile, attention began te focus on a
smali group of women who had set up camp
outside the Greenham Commeoen Air Force
Base in Berkshire. They marched there from
Wales in the autumn of 1981, And, following
their example, other peace camps began to
spring up, most of them including men.
The arrest of the women at Greenham
became a public event. The television
cameras whirred as Tony Benn, Edward

Thompson and the Bishop of Salisbury

turned up to give evidence on the women’s
behalf. When the women were sent to jail, a
chord of sympathy echoed throughout the
ranks of those opposed to the bomb.

That was the beginning of a new phase of
the movement around CND. With less than

8

twelve months before Cruise rssiles are due
to arrive, direct action al Greenham has
become a major tocus tor the campaign.

More than 30,000 people wrned out to
surround the base at Greenham on 12
December. Two thousand women stayed
overnight to blockiade the base next day. The
predictions are thar much larger numbers
will turn out at Easter to demonstrate at
Greenham and Faslane, the submarine base
in Scotland where there is also a pecace camp.

This new phasc of the movement raises a
number of new arguments which socialists in
the campaign have not had to deal with
before.

Without question

At OCNIYs annual conference last
November the leadership swung into gear to
support the first Greenham demonstration
as a women onfy protest. The majority of the
delegates accepled this without question and
calls {from a munority for a proper debate on
the 1ssue were ncatly swept aside by the chair.

[n workshops at the conference there was
much talk about women being allowed room
to ‘expand their space’ and develop specit-
wcally "female’ forms of protest in opposiion
1o ‘'male’ tactics which have dominated anti-
establishment protest in the past. Any dis-
cussion of how we actually stop the missiics
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was tost beneath a welter of words about
women’'s self development. Feminism
dppeared to be rhe central issue for the
Campaign.

Feminist arguments have indeed held
sway in the campargn since then, but not
because CNDY activists are committed above
all else to the fight for women’s rights.
Events have forced the arguments to emerge
rather differenily.

Women turned out in large numbers to
surround the basc in December. many
certainly spurred on by the excitement of
women taking a lead. But in general the feel-
ing around the nine mile perimeter of the
base was simply one of enthusiasm for
action. There was little hostility to men nor
to socialist argument dbout the most effect-
wve tactics, Feminism was very much a
secondary ssue on the day.

Indeed the teminist movement was far
trom united in its arguments. Some women
felt a certain disquiet with the protest,
arguing the campaign tor peace was a diver-
sion of the proper concerns of the femipst
movement. Spgre Rib, the best-known
feminist magazine, was critical in a number
of respects. One member of the editorial
board commented:

“The carnival atmosphere was very joyful
and especially welcoming for children, but 1
had my strong doubts about non-violent
dircct action, 4 passive resistance, in the fuce
af such a violent piece of military hardware
as nuclear weapons.'

Another member of the Spare Rib collect-
ive had this to say after the blockade of the
base the next dayv: *Incredibly after being
roughly shifted by the military police, some

Socialist Review February 1983
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women shouted back, “"Don’t vou realse
we'te doing it for you,” and singing “give
peace 4 chance” at them through the gates. it
secmed there was no room to volce Anger al
the brutality of the British police and army,
and no memory of its history.’

But since those December demonstrations
the Greenham women have staged a number
of stunts, which hiave kept the nuclear issue
in the headiines and themselves at the lore-
front of 1the campaign. The most spectacular
of these was the invasion of the base atdawn
on New Year's day, when 44 women scaled
the wire and danced on the parnally con-
structed missile silos, making a laughing
stock of military securnity.

The fact that thesec women have taken the
initiative in the campaign when nothing else
seemed to be happening, and have been will-
ing to camp in freezing, muddy conditions
outside the bases, has led many 10 beheve
they are somehow above criticasm.

Basically peace camps have made people
feel guilty. To feel thatif you are unwilling to
abandon hearth and home lor a dranghty.
tent and thermal underwear then your
commitment must lack sirength, What righi
have you therefore to criticise? [L1s the same
argument that permeates the left from time
(o time about the issues of racism and
Narthern Treland. If you are not willing 10
spentd your time physically defending Asian
families trom racial assault, orit you are not
willing to fight above all clse 1o get the Brits
out of Ireland then you don't have the moral
strength that tt takes. |

Because people feel oo guity to CrRITiCLs e,
the tactics pursued by the Greenham women
go unguestioned. And because these ractics
are essentially  expertments in “female’
protest, teminism has remaingd centre stage.

Some indication of the support for the
women-only tactic can be gleaned trom the
coverage of eventsin the press. The Guardian
sparked ofl a tierce debate by printing two
letters which argued that it was divisive o
exclude men, and theretore wrong. A torrent
of replies poured in asserting that women
must be allowed to do their own thing.

Exhilaration

First hand accounts from women who
were involved i the blockade have filled the
pages of the left press. Most women write of
their exhilaration at being involved inaction
for the first time in their lives. They express
the sense of joytul solidarity which made the
slogan ‘sisterbood is powertul’ the catch-
phrase of the carly women's movement: 'l
feel | know a diflerent kind of power now, a
different sort of political acnon—stronger,
more permanent, more ahve.”

Many men have bought a slice of the
argument as well, agonising as 10 what their
role should be. The consensus is expressed in
a letter to the Leveller: “There were times on
Sunday when [ (ound it ditficult—being a
man and only helping, hidden away {rom
this huge. joviul confident throng of women.
But as 1 adjusted. 1 felt an amazing $piril
being generated, strange and new 1o me.

‘1 remember the tence en Sunday night, lit
up by thousands of candles. flickering in the
grass at the foot. Women setting oft trom the
camp to hlockade the gate at 6.30 in the

Socialist Review bebruary [983

morning, and ar the end of the day, secing
women dancing round the fire. singing,
whooping.

‘[ realised | could only help that spirit by
keeping my head down and making tea.”

Al credit is due to the women for therir
initiative and tor the resolve of those who
were arrested to go to jail rather than be
bound over to keep the peace. But an admir-
ation for their style should not be aliowed to
hecome a reverence for their tactics. Thereis
an urgent need now to look critically at the
women’s major tactic—non violent direct
action—and to question the assumptions

and arguments that lic behind it. Only then
can we reconsider the guestion of how we -

stop Cruise and bring about unilateral
disarmament,

Non violent action

I.ct us return tor a moment to the debates
of the CND conference. A motlon
advocating non violent direct action as a
major tactic for the campaign was passed
overwhelmingly. The proposer, 1n summing
up, had this to say:

*Non  violent  direct action 18 about
attitudes. not just acttons. It is about struc-
turcs and how we break down patrarchal
society.’

These words are in many ways a short-
hand statement of 4 view that many pcople
on the left subscribe to today. The devas-
tation of industry and the ever-lengthening
dole queue have produced a crisis of con-
fidence in tradilional methods of working
class protest. Precious few bevond a handful
ot revolutionaries believe that the working
class has the power to change the world.

The mainstream of the women’s move-
ment have ceased 1o believe that the struggle

tor equality s part of the class struggle as a
whole. Marx has been edged aside by Frend
in an argument which says that patrniarchy,
male dominance, not the capitalist system, is
the real problem. Elbow men oul of their
positions of power, they argue, and the
world would be a different pliace. This1s one
of the main assumptions behind non violent
direct acuon,

The theory of patriarchy assumes that
male violence is responsible for producing
society’s ills, It is only too easy to look

- around vou and single oul male violence as

an cxplanation for evervthing from wars and
the arms race to rape and domestic brutality.
By contrast women arc said 1o 1o be—e¢ither
by nature or conditioning—  passive
and non violent. It is these qualities,
feminists argue, which must now be asserted
to dismantle a violent world.

The women at Greenham share a diversiy
of opinion on how to stop the missiles, but
they are unitied in a belief that passivity and
non violenee must play a significant part in
the fight against Cruisc. A recent survey of
public opinion suggests that their actions
have made more people think tavourably
about disarmament. But te influence public
opinion is onc thing, to get 1id of the missiles
is another. Are these pon violent tactics the
key to stopping the bomb?

Potential violence

The obyious socialist argument against 4
rigid adherence to non violence 1s that the
outcome of any protest cannot be predicted
in advance. The situation 15 always poten-
tially violent because Lhe police will always
ultimately resort to strong arm tactios to
‘protect” property and assert control. Any-
one who has cver stood on a picket ling
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Grunwicks 1877: The tact that many feminists did join the picket line suggests they saw beyond the blanket stalement ‘men are the enemy’

knows how swiftly the heavy ling of blue
maoves into action 10 ensure that manage-
ment and scabs get through.

Women at Greenham—some of whom
were dragged by the hair and flung in ditches
despite the police’s ‘sofily sofily’ approach
on 13 December—willingly concede this
point. Bui they still argue non violence is the
right tactic.

They argue the blockade of the base was a
triumph and point to the very small number
of arrests on the day. 1f it had been a mixed
protest of men and women there would auto-
matically have been a great dealof aggroand
massive arrests, they claim.

In the sense that the blockade has made
many who saw it on their televisions more
confident and enthusiastic about becoming
involved in the campaign, the evenl was
undoubtedly a triumph. But it does not
necessarily follow that women-only, non
violent direct action is the best way to stop
Cruise.

The barrier to accepting that this might be
the case, 15 most often a belief that male
power shapes the world. It is the basic
argument that should be dealt with first.

Male power

A belief that male power shapes our
society inevitably must mean defining men
as the enemy. Yet the day to day struggle for
women's equality presents problems for this
assumption at every turn.

Take for instance the nurses—predomin-
antly female—who tought long and hard last
year for a decent wage. Surely their dispute
was part of the fight for equality. Yet who
should a nurse see as the enemy? Werc the
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men who fought alongside her as much to
blame for her low wages as Norman Fowler?

Or to take another example: the Grun-
wicks dispute six years ago when a group of
Asian women battled for union recognition.
On one side of the picket line was a huge
number of predominantly male trade union-
ists. On the other an equally huge number of
exclusively male police. There was quite alot
of viclence. Yet the theory of male power is
not much use in explaining the situation. It
can only lead you to reject both sides as an
indistinguishable bunch of male thugs. A
feminist who accepted the theory could only
abandon the struggle altogether.

No explanation

But the fact that many feminists did join
the {Grunwicks picket line suggest they saw
peyond the blanket statement *men are the
enemy’. They saw a need to understand
feminist 1ssues in terms of class.

The distinctions then fall nto place.
Norman Fowler belongs to a class whose
economic survival currently depends on
holding down the wages of workers—both
male and female. The police were at Grun-
wicks 1o ‘protect’ the property of factory
boss George Ward and to make sure his
scabs got through the gates each dayv.

[t 15 no casier to ¢xplain nuclear weapons
than it 15 to explain Grunwicks or the health
workers’ dispute without secing them in
terms of class, The male power argument
runs into trouble straight away. [sa miner or
a water worker to blame for the arms race in
the way that Reagan and Andropov arc?
After all they are all men. And what about
Margaret Thatcher? She’s a woman so
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doesn’t that complicate the argument still
further?

The argument quickly becomes
nonsensical in these terms. Quite simply,
nuclear weapons cannot be explained as 4
product of male power. The only way {o
make sense of them is 1o see them—along
with other conventional weapons—as the
means by which our rulers defend their
profits, their raw materials, their factories
and their oil wells which lie beyond their own
frontiers. :

The current crisis has meant instability
and a shitting of political alignments within
the spheres of influence the world powers
like to claim as their own. Their response has
been to produce a new generation of deadly
weapons and to threaten more openly tO use
them. Pershing, Cruise and 882{s are there
to defend our rulers’ wealth abroad, which is
the basis of their power back home.

In ather words they are there to defend
class rute. Like Grunwicks and the health
dispute, nuclear weapons anly make sense
when seent in these terms.

Men also threatened

But let us return to the events at Green-
hatmn Common. An acceptance of the idea of
male violence has led many women to argue
the blockade was a triumph simply because
there was no ‘muale’ agegro and very few
arrests. But it also prevents them from
looking more closely at what they are irying
to achieve, The fact that the ordinary men
around them are no less threatened by the
holocaust is completely obscured. The tact
that nuclear weapons serve only the interests
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of the ruling class is equally blurred from
View.

A discussion between tounder member of
the Creenham peace camp, Helen John,
CND chairperson Joan Ruddock and ex-
CND fulltimer Sally Davison, published In
Marxistn Today illuminates the arguments
further. Joan Ruddock, when asked about
the non violence tactic, had this Lo say:

‘There is a4 growing awareness that this
way of behaving is not only geod in itself, but
is actually something (hat wins in situations
where the peace movement is forced through
no action of its own into confrontation with
the authorities.”

A situation which wins? But we haven't
stopped any missiles yet. What does Joan
Ruddock mean?

She sees non viclence as a winner because
it has so far gained a favourable press and. b
the opinion polls are anything to go by, 4
sympathetic response from the public at
large. Tt theretore (its very neatly mto UND's
strategy ol winning public opinien to its
ideas. The unspoken assumption is that af
sufficient public supportis won to the idea of
disarmament, then governments must auto-
maticaily concede,

Cautious strategy

It is a caullious striteey whereby you try 1o
cause the least possible offence. Dlon't
mention NATOQ, an issue which 1y bound (o
cause disagreement. Violence and arrests
turn people of i as well, so the thinking runs.
So in fact the non violence goes nicely with
CND's reformist illusion that the estabhsh-
ment will hand over its missiles without a
fight.

The non violence arguments also serve 1o
block off any real appruwsal. of that estab-
lishrment whose power we must challenge. In
the Maryvism Teday discussion, Helen John
had this (o say:

“When vou can make a policeman chal-

lenge his role by just sitting there and delving
him, while being pleasant and polite, he

really does have to look at what he’s there to
do. He is trained to deal with violence, with

aggression, but on the whole he's not trained

(o deal with non violence.

This comment is very similar Lo that of the
CND delegate who talked about changing
attitudes and breaking down patriarchal
structures. The two are arguing that oblique
ferninist tactics arc stepping stoncs towards
hoth disarmament and a fundamental
restructuring of society. A painless reform of
the system.

But the truth of the matter is that it a hand-
ful of coppers do go home from Greenham
paralysed by ‘role confusion’ and end up
lcaving the foree, it won't change things.
Others will simply step in their shoes.

At various (imes in history substantal
sections of the armed [orces and police Aave
beenn led to ‘challenge their own role’. In
Russia 1917, in Spain 1936 and in Portugal
1974 large numbers of soldiers sided with the
masses in the uprisings that took place.

But these were fierce, viclent upheavals
that shook society at ils roots. State power

was in question ¢ach time. Only a struggle of

that intensity is capable of winning sections
of the military away [tom their allegience to
the class in power. The rank and file of the
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armed forces can be won over in a situation
of class war when they are confronted with
the possibility of having to shoot down their
own brothers and sisters and tfriends.

But akthough individual members of the
srmed forces can be won over by argument,
and although in a situation of intense class
struggle many will besitate to shoot intoe the
crowd, they have to be convinced thatif they-
refuse the orders of their officers they will get
away with it. The power of the military hier-
archy rests on terror over soldiers as much as
on terrot over civilians. To break that hier-
archy means to break the armed power of the
officer corps.

Trotsky put the point extremely well:

“The critical hour of contact between the
pushing crowd and the soldiers who bar the
way has its critical minute. That 1s when the
grey barrier has not yet given way, still holds
together shoulder to shoulder, but already
wavers, and the officer, gathering his last
strength of will, gives the command: “Fire!”
The cry of the crowd, the yell of terror and
threat, drowns the command but not wholly.

‘The rifles waver. The crowd pushes. Then
the officer points the barrel of his revolverat
the most suspicious soldier. From the
decisive minute now stands oul the decisive
second. The death of the boldest soldier to
whom the others have involuntarily looked
for guidance, a shot into the crowd by a
corporal from the dead man’s rifle, and the
barrier closes, the guns go olt by themselves,
scattering the crowd into the alleys and
backyards.

‘But how many times since 1903 1t has
happencd otherwise! At the critical moment,
when the officer is ready to pullthe trigger, a
shot from the crowd.. forestalls him. This
decides not only the fate of the street skir-
mish, but perhaps the whole day or the whole
insurrection.’

Holding the system

All that may seem a far ery from the peace-
ful restructuring process Helen Johnimphies.
But the ‘special bodies of armed men” who
make up the state are there to make sure the
system holds together and the bosses keep
their bombs. They have the violent means 1o
do so. Toe talk of challenging that power non
viclently is the road to certain defeat.

The anti-colonial struggle in India also
provides some intercsting insights into the

danpers of concentrating on the non violence
tactic before all else. The arguments are
important, since Gandhi’s pacifism tends to
go uncriticised at Greenham as well,

Each time the movement launched a new
offensive against the British in the twenties
and thirties, Gandhi proclaimed that the
action should be non violent. When violence
inevitably broke out, Gandhi would call the
action off. And each time the movement
collapsed into dircctionless, sectarnan blood-
letting between Hindu and Mushim. The
obsessive focus on non violence blurred the
objects of the campaign and threw the move-
ment into disarry. The British quickly learnt
they could rely on Gandhi's moral authority
with the movement to coal things down for
them and so given them time to shapeevents
at a pacc to suit themselves.

Obscure the struggle

An obsession with non violence could
have similar consequences {or the anti bomb
movement here. There is a real danger that
an unquestioning acceptance of the politics
and tactics of the Greenham women could
obscure the nature of the struggle and take
the focus off what kind of movement we need
to build. It's just what our rulers would like
L see,

The new enthusiasm generated in the
movement by the events at Greenham 1s a
very good basis for building the campaign in
the next few months. We should aim to
involve as many people as possible in the
demonstrations at the base. At the same
time, we necd to begin arguing that direct
action is not something which simply
happens at Greenham Common of cutside
Newbury magistrates’ court.

In the days before the first world war the
phrase direct action was used 10 refer 10
strikes and occupations. That is a meaning
we should think about reviving today. We
need to be arguing with people at work and
at union meetings that they should get
involved in the Easter events at the bases.
But we also need to argue with people who
up to now have only bcen active on the
question of the bomb that they should be
involved in the direct action of everyday
struggle over wages and jobs. In that way we
can lay the basis for @ movement capable of
taking on the powerful forces we tace. [
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FIGHTING THE BOMB

Detente economy

Hardly a day passes without
some new Russian proposal for
the reduction of nuclear
weapons in Europe. The
capitalist press says it 1s all a
trick. Mike Haynes shows how
they have very real and
extremely unpleasant reasons for
being sincere.

During the carly 1970s it seemed that both
the United States and the Soviet Union were
trying to outdo one another in their vocal
commitment (o ‘detente’, Now it 15 only the
Soviet Union that continucs to voice that
commitment. Soviet propagandists asserl
that it 1s the position ol the tnited States that
has changed and they are right, But what is
the basis of the Soviet Union's own position?

Commitment to detente was really an
agreement about power shanng based upon
a ruthless determination on each side 1o de-
fend its superpower status, But this was nota
deal between equals. Built into detente was
an implicit recognition of the Soviet Union
as the weaker party. The Soviet leadership
wanted both recognition trom  the
Americans of its spheres of imerests and
moderation in the arms race whose cost 1t
was increasingly unable (o bear. As a resuit,
when detente began to break down, first
Brezhnev and now Andropov have been
forced to try and moderate the new cold war
at all costs,

Their problems

To see the probiem the Soviet leadership
face we have to look at the world as it
appears through Andropov’s eves ITom the
Kremlin. What he sees first is 4 huge burden
of defence. The lack of legitimacy of Soviet
rule in Eastern Europe and the uncertain
support of large sections of the Russian
population mean that the Soviet armed
forces have to be always ready for a policing
role to maintain Soviet rule,

This is one of the reasons why the Soviet
Lnion continues 1o build masses of ar-
moured vehicles, military helicopters and es-
peclally tanks. Western military experts
recogrise that these would literally not iast
tive munutes in a conflict with the west but
they are wonderfully efticient at putting
downn a discontented population as the
people of Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Poland
and certatn cities in the Soviet Union know
to their cost.

At the same time Andropov has to share
the Soviet leadership™s continuing concern
about the threat of destabilisation in its
sphere ot influences along its southern
borders. In particular he cannot altord not
to confront the threat of 1slamic nationalism
which mightalso (and to some extent already
has) infect Russia’s own Moslem population.
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Already the Soviet Union has been pulled
into Alghanistan to avert instability and 1t
now finds uselt bogged down there. But the
threat needs to be contained along a huge
border area.

The Soviet Union has also to defend itsell

as a superpower against the other super-
powers. Andropov’s problems here are in-
creased by the sheer size of the Soviet Union.
Its area is bigger than that ol NATO
{mcluding the United States} and China
together. It has sometimes been said that the

size of the Soviet Union is a source ol

strength, The reality 15 that the logistical
problems it brings place a massive ¢xtra bur-
den on defence,

Moreover the detence of this huge land
mass has to reflect the challenge of a number
ot competitors. The major superpower clash
15, ot course, with the United States and its
NATO allies. But from Andropov’s view this
(s not a single threat. He has to take account
both of the Amencan fingers on the triggers
and the fact that Britain and France have in-
dependent nuclear weapons. This gives them
4 possible rogue role in western imperialism
and so long as they each have the capacity to
destroy large parts of the Soviet Union in-
dependently, Andropov cannot afford to
look at the west as a single bloc,

If he then turns his attention eastwards he
finds  himself confronted with another
enemy —China—the ‘halt superpower’.
Western commentators tend to ignore this
threat but Andropoy cannot. One quarter of
his army (some 46 divistons—half of them in
full combat readiness) arc there to cope with
the Chinese threat. A tfurther quarter of his
tactical air-force s there to assist them,
stationed in range of Chinese targets. Fvena
major patt of the nuclear arsenal of the
Sovict Union points 1o the east. _

Probably one third of the current 8520 de-
ployment is targeted on China and another
third 15 located so that it can be switched
trom west to east to meet any threat.

Andropov’s problems are sct not simply
by the absolute size of the defence burden.
The real difficulty is that the Soviet capacity
to support the burden is so poor and getting
WOTSE,

The Soviet economy 15 much smaller than
the American economy. The exact difference
depends upon how you measure output but
SOvIel output 15 somewhere between a half
and threc-quarters of total American output.
Therefore simply to match American arms
spending would consume a much larger
share of Soviet resources.

It we compare the economic power of
NATO as a whole to the Warsaw Pact the
gap 1s even greater. Currently Warsaw Pact
output s between 30-40 percent of NATQ's
oulput.

But this type of comparison is misleading
45 Andropov knows full well. In fact the
other Warsaw Pact members help the Soviet
spend about one fifth the amount that
buropcan NATO spends on defence.
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Proportionally then, Andropov is con-
fronted by the need to carry the whole
Warsaw Pact to a much greater degree than
the US supports NATO. Of course, the

Russian economy cannot do it and even if
one takes the highest western estimates of

Eastern bloc military spending they always
come out less than NATQO spending
rcurrently about three quarters of NATO).

Unlortunately tor Andropaov his problems
do not even stop here. The smaller s1ze of the
Soviet economy retlects its relative cconomic
backwardness, I1s oulput s lower because it
15 less developed. This is crucial for its
nucleiar capacity. Not only are nuclear
wedpons systems horrendously expensive
but they call on the highest levels of tech-
nlogy.

Technology backward

The Soviet Unton can provide this to an
extent, though even 1ts most advanced mili-
Lary technology seems some years behind the
west's. But for a backward economy to mecet
these demands means that the real costs are
even greater than they at first sight seemn.

The more backward vou are the greater
the costs. For example when China was
getting 115 nuclear programme going it was
said tn the 1900s to be consuming a quarter
of the country’s entire electricity output!

Russia 15 1in a weak position. By way of
comparison it is relatively much weaker than
was Germany against Britain in either 1914
or 1939. And Andropov's problems are
getiing worse. At the same time 4s the new
cold war threatens to send arms spending
spiralling  upwards the whole Soviet
gconomy has been siowing down, Today its
growth rates are some of the lowest ever and
less than many advanced western countries.
It 1s faccd 100 with trving to cope with the
waorid recession which of course is not only
directly attecting the Suviet economy but in-
directly places a greater strain on it through
the requirements on the Sovict Union to bail
out Bastern BEurope, [J
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FIGHTING THE BOMB

Reagan and Thatcher constantly
justify their armament
programmes by pointing to the
size of the Russian military
machine. Mike Haynes argues
that in fact nobody in the west
really knows how much the
Russians spend on arms.

There arc two ways that can be used to
calculate the Soviet defence effort. One 1s to
count the men and arms themselves, But the
problem here is that you do not get a single
comparable figure. You cannot add up men,
tanks and nuclear warheads.

What we need then 18 a common
denominator—the obvious one is money. II
we add up the cost of the men, tanks and
warheads we will get a single figure that we
can then use to compare Russian and
American arms eltorts or what proportion of
resources are laken up by the ‘burden of
defence’ in Russia.

This sounds fine. Why is 1t then that when
the C1A does these calculations it comes out
showing that Soviet defence spending 1s 30-
50 percent higher than American spending
and that this consumes between 12-13
percent of Soviet cutput? And why, when the
independent Stockholm International Peace
Research Institute does the same calculation
it finds spending about equal and taking up
G-10 percent of output? And why, when &
leading American economist checks the
CIA’s calculations he concludes that 1t s
quite possible that Russia spends less than
America?

Root of the problem

The root of the problem 1y that it s not
gasy to count the cost of defence. In the first
place we do not know how much arms and
warheads etc cost in Russia, therefore we
have to cstimate or guesstimate them. The
core ot the C1A's method s sumple—it asks
what it would cost to produce key parts of
the Soviet defence eflort in the United States
and it thus gets & dolltar cost of Sowviet
defence.

But unfortunately there 1s a problem herc,
The United Statesis a developed country and
the relative prices charged there reflect this.
A developed country has tots of capital and
high technology which 15 relatuvely cheap.
Liabour on the ather hand is less plentiful
than capital and therefore refatively dearer.
In the Soviet Union, which 15 much less
developed. 1t i1s the other way around.
Capital is short and therefore relatively dear,
Labour is plentutul and therefore relauvely
cheap.

As a result the Soviet defence etfort has a
much larger labour input {four million
compared to America’s two million) and a
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The forces on the ground

much smaller capital inpot—Iless advanced
and high cost weapons. But if you now value
the Russian defence effort in Amencanterms
vou will automatically produce a high figure
pecause, for example, you will assume you
are paying every cheap Russian soldier high
American wages and buying every expensive
warhead at the relatively cheaper American
prices. The costs will obviously seem much
higher when compared with the Amcrican
ctiort!

There is another problem—having got the
dollar cost of Soviet defence you will then
need 1o turn it into the rouble cost to see how
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big a burden it places on Soviet output as 4
whole. But you cannot simply use the official
exchange rate to turn doblars into roubles.
This onty reflects the vatues of goods traded
and defence goods are not traded. So you
must calculate your own special dollar-
rouble conversion rates for defence. Accord-
ing to the independent American economist
Franklyn Holzman, the CIA has got these
rates so wrong that it makes the Sowviet
defence burden proportionately much
greater than the American eflort.

These are technical problems but they are
politically very important. In 1976 the CIA
suddenly announced its calculations of
Soviet defence costs were almost 10{ percent
in ecror! This led to various horror stories
about America being overtaken and it paved
the way for the increase in arms spending
under Carter. It 1s still used by Reagan to
support his pleas tor more money for the
military.

In fact the real meaning of the CTA’s cal-
culation was exactly the opposite! [t was not
that they suddenly found huge stocks of
Sovier weapons that they had missed. Ninety
percent of the revision, they said in the small
print, was due to a revision of their costings
of the existing defence effort. In other words

‘they were now saying that it cost the Soviet

Union nearly twice as much as they had
previously thought to produce the same
amount. Or to put it the other way Soviet
defence was only half as efficient as they had
allowed.

The myth grew

Some economists saw this straight away,
but most politicians did not. The C1A was
happy not to correct them. So the myth grew
of how the Soviet Union's defence cffort had
been underestimated when in truth s
capacity to bear the burden of defence had
been overestimated. This was the way to win
a bigger defence budget in Amencan—the
way to get cantracts [or your firm. And even
today it is still widely believed though at last
more people are getting wise to the trick.

But don't despair, the CIA has another
one up its sleeve. It has now declared that its
earlier assessment of the Soviet economy was
wrong. It appears that it is not falling apart
at the seams. In factitis just as ramshackle as
ever—whalt has changed agaip are (he CTA'S
methods of calculation.

Before those who have illusicons about the
successes of planning get too ¢xcited now
that they apparently have the CIA on their
side, think what is happening. If you revise
upwards the cost of Soviet defence and then
revise upwards your gstimate of the strength
of the economy, presumably you get a
stronger and more dangerous defence effort,
Once again more arms and weapon systems
are justified.

We cannot afford to be duped by western
intelligence. This is why the technicalitics are
important. The efforts of the C1A and other
intelligence bodies may sound impressive
but they are not and they should not
intimidate us. As Professor Phillip Hanson
of Birmingham University said ot their
efforts: ‘Rolling the dice to determine the
Soviet defence burden would have been
about as reliable, and a lot cheaper’, d
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MARX CENTENARY

Marx and philosophy

"The philosophers have only
interpreted the world in various
ways; the points is to change it.’
So runs the famous eleventh
thesis on Feuerbach, written by
Karl Marx in 1845. Noel Halifax
continues our series on Marx by
showing how the critique of
philosophy was central to the
development of his thought.

Philosophy as a subject of study is today the
pursuil ol the odd individual or academic
and as far as most people are concerned is
marginal, If not irrelevant, at least in
England. Few people know or care of its
existence and it has almost no impact on
society. But such a state of affairs has not al-
ways been the case.

In Germany 1n the first half of the 19th
century phulosophy was a central and can-
troversial subject. The spread and victory of
capitalism indicated by the French
revolutton caused a crisis in both material
conditions and accepted world views. In
France such re-evaluation of the world took
place 1 political debate, in England in
economics and in Germany in philosophy.

History in thought

“As the ancient people have experienced
their pre-history in imagination, in
mythology, so we Germans have
experienced our future history in
thought, 1n philesophy. We are
philosophical contemperaries without
being historical ones ... What In
developed pecples is the practical conflict
with the modern state institutions, in

Germany, where these institutions do not

even exist, it 1s a critical conflict with the

philesophical retlection of these in-
stitutions .., [n politics the Germans have
thought what other people have done.”

(Marx's Jntroduction to «a Critigue of

Flegel's "Philosophy of Righe’ 1844)

In part this was due 1o the highly
repressive nature of the Prussian state where
censorship made political discussion im-
possible. Bul 1t was alse a reflection of the
backwardness of Germany at that ome,
where industrial capitalism and the factory
system were only just beginning to develop.
Though yet in its infancy capitalism was
sweeping aside the old accepted views and
concepts, and causing a search for a
philosophy that could describe the emerging
world order.

Both Kant and Hegel struggled to produce
such philosophies, Kant became, and largely
remains, the philosopher of liberal
capitalisim with his rationalism replacing
religlon as the justification for the present
order.
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Hegel: Society pro

Hegel was a more ambiguous writer. By
the 18205 his was the dominant philosophy
in Germany (he died 10 1831) and Berlin the
centre of Hegelian thought. Its main concern
was to explain the progress of history and
society, emphasising that the present is
simply a stage between the past and futurc
and always in flux. Not only 15 society
dynamic and ever changing but the change s
10 be understood as a dialectical process.
That 15, reality 1s made up of dialecticaily
related contradictions the resolution (or
negation) of which gives rise to 4 higher form
of society {or spirit) with a new set of contra-
dictions.

Hegel saw socicty as the product of wdeas.
It was the struggle berween differing ideas
that created the state, family etc. As Marx
pointed out, Hegel was able to describe the
dialectical process of society but he did so 1n
terms of ideas, he put the relationship bet-
ween Ideas and society the wrong way round.
It 1s not the *absolute spirit’ that creates
social conditions but the social conditions
and their contradictions that grve rise to
ideas. Because of the stress on ideas as the
pivot of world history both Hege! and the
later Young Hegelians placed great emphasis
on religion, as the creator of past and present
society, and of course on the central 1m-
portance of philosophy.

Hegel himself was far from being a revolu-
tionary but the nature of his writing, like
much of phiosophy, was obscure and
abstract and open to hughly differing inter-
pretations. From the 18305 to the 40s the
pupils and young ftollowers ot Hcegel
attempted to apply Hepgel’s philosephy more
closely to the real world. As a consequence
they were (o argue and finally dissolve as a
movement by the mid 40s. but it 15 from
those trows that both Marx and Engels
emerged to transform the ideas ot the Young
Hegelians into historical materialism and
Marxism.

The Young Hegelians were a mixed
bunch; after Hegel's death their differences
increased as they clarified their ideas to-
wards trving to torm g philosophy of action
as vpposed to abstract contemplation. They
wished to produce a radical critique of
society that would transform society in line
with their created ‘spirit’.

‘To begin with, the Young Hegelians tried
to incarporate a relormed religion into their
world view, but this became increasingly
difficult. The break with religion in any form
was marked by Bruno Bauerin 1842, and in
his later bitter attack on Christianity, From
then on the Young Hegelans considered
themselves to be athelst and one of their
main funcuons to eritically demolish existing
rehigion.

Because they all considered ideas as the
crucial creator of society, they argued fer-
vently about religion, so much so that Marx
nick-named them the Holy Family and
individual Young Hegelians atter saints. Itis
also because they placed so much emphasis
on having the night ideas, devoid of any ac-
lion, that they were so beset with arguments.

Bauer's critique of religion was part of his
view of the development of worid history. He
saw history as the dialectical progress of
humanity’s self-consciousness. Each epoch
of history produced an idea which becomes
separated off from its creators (the minds of
men and women), an alicn force which then
acts on people. So present day religion
represented a past level of conscicusness
alienated off, and now a hindrance to further
development of sclf-consciousness, Chris-
tianity was then both 4 progress on previous
religions and a necessary development, yet at
the same time the worst of all religions since
it was the most alicnated tfrom people.

[n effect Bauer replaced Hegel's *ideal and
spinit’ with sell-consciousness. The purpose
of philosophy was to help develop self-
consciousness, the next step being for people
to become aware that it was they that had
created God not the other way round.

De-bunk religion

S0 Bauer's solution to alienation was to
secularise the state and de-bunk religion.
Marx was critical of Bauer though agreeing
with his ‘man made God’. In particular Marx
crticized Bauer on the Jewish question when
Bauer argued that the only way to end
oppression of Jews was for the state to be
torally secularised and for Jews to give up
Judaism. Marx argued that the sccularisa-
tion of the state was not enough to end ser-
vitude and that religious alicnation was not
the root of the problem but merely a
reflection ol palitical alienation.

Marx showed that religion was not the
only or ¢ven prime example of alienation,
that 15 separating off the creation of the
human mind, which then appears as an alien
force that oppresses its makers. The state is a
far more important example of the same pro-

cess. In s fnreduction to a Critique of

Hegel's Philosaphy of Right Marx expanded
his views of rehgion:
‘Man makes rcligion, religion does not
make man. Religion 1s indeced the sclf-
consclousness and self-awarencss of man
who cither has not yet attained to himself
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or has already lost himselt again. But man
is no absiract being squatting outside the
wotld. Man is the world of man, the state,
society. This state, this society, produces
religion’s inverted attitude Lo the world,
because they arc an inverted world them-
selves.

‘Religion is the general theory of this
world, its encyclopaedic compendium, 115
logic in popular form ... ity moral san-
ction, its solemn complement, its
universal basis for consolation  and
justitication ... Thus the struggle against
religion 1s indirectly the world whose
spirtual aroma is rehgion,

‘Religious sulfering 1s at the same time
an cxpression of real sullering and
protest against real suffering. Religion 1y
the sigh of the oppressed creature, the
feeling of a heartless world, and the soul
of soulless circumstances. Jtis the opium
ol the people.

*The abolition of religion as thellusory
happiness of the people is the demand for
their real happiness. The demand to give
up the illusion about their condition 1s a
demand to give up a condition that re-
quires illusion. The criticism of religion s
therefore the germ of the critcism of the
valley of tears whose halo 1s rehgon,’

Break with Hegel

The germ of criticism that Marx saw in the
rejection and  cxplanaton  of  religion,
sprouted in the form of Feuerbach’s critigque
and break with Hegelianism, With his book
The Essence of Christianitv m 1841 (yet
another critigue of rehigreon) and his later re-
writing of the same book, a definite break
with Hegelianism was made. From then on
the movement as such 2]l apart, moving
cither towards socialism or COmMmUnIsm or
to pure individualism,

As Fngels later wrote of the book:

‘The spefl was broken and the “system”

was shatered and thrown aside, the con-

tradiction resolved: for it existed only in
the imagination.”

As with Bauer, Feuerhach sees man as the
creatar ol religion:

‘Man is the beginning of religion. Mun 1s
the centre of religion. Man 15 the end of
religion’,

In place of Buuer's ‘sell-consciousness’,
Feuerbach puts humanity and particularly
‘species-being’. Species-being is what 1s scen
as distinguishing man from animals. e/ she
is aware of themself not only as an tndrwvidual
but as a member of the human species, a part
ol a collective. The perfect man/woman and
socicty can only be created 1t they act
together, Later itn his writing, Feucerback
replaces  the word species-being  with
COmmuUniLy,

Opposed to all previous idealists who
thought of philosophy as 1deas, scparate
from people, T'euerbach gives the ultimate
judgement and subject of his wntings not the
self, not reason, but men and women in their
manifold qualities.

Not only this but philosophy stselt s
nothing more (han a new religion and just
another alienation of the human mind.
IFeucrbach solves the problems of philo-
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Feuerbach: Man as the creator of religion

sophy by saying that the problem 1510 part
the existence of philosophy. wo have to
change society to solve the magined
problems of philosophy.

‘SMun should become the subject matrer

of philosophy and philosophy itself

should be abolished.”

In the debate between the followers ol
Bauver and Feuerbach which crupted in
1%42/3, Marx and Fngcls saw ['cuerbach as a
positive break with Hegelianism and a
declaration lor socialism. As they wrote in
1844 ip their polemic against the Young
Hegelians “The Hofy Famify'

‘Real humanism has no more dangerous

cnemy 10 Germany than the spiritualism

or speculative idealism that puts spint”

or “sell-consciousness™ in the place of

real, individual man’
From 1844 Maryx and Engels began ther
long work together with a critique of both

the Young Hegelians and Feuerbach in The
Holv Family, Theses on Feuerbach, Economic
and Philosophical Manuscripty and most
completcly The German fdeology. In these
warks they both develop a cringue of what
went before and declare their own “philo-

sophy'  of historical matenalism  and
Communism.
It is from their disagreements with

Feucrbach in particular that Marx and

Engels created marxism. As Engels later

noted:
‘More than any other, German socialism
and comtmunism had their origin in theo-
retical presupposttions. Of the avowed
representatives of its relorms, there is
scarcely a single one that has not come to
communism via Feuerbach’s dissolution
of Hegelian speculauon.’

Working class

Like Feuerbach, Marx saw the solution (o
philosophy i abolishing it
‘Hitherto men have constantly made up
(or themselves {alse conceptions about
themselves, about what they are and what
they ought to be. They have arranged
their refationships according to their
ideas of God, ol normal man. ete. The
phantoms of their brains have got out of
. thetr hands, They, the creaters, have
bowed down before their creations ... Let
us revolt against the rule ol thoughts. [et
us teach men, says one. to exchange these
imaginations for thoughts which corres-
pond (o the cssence of man; says a second
to take up acritical atuttude to then says
a third, to knock them out of their heads;
and-—existing rcahity will collapse.’
Marx argued here in The German ldeciogy
that these “innocent and childlike fancies’
only mirrored in philosophy the wretched
real conditions in (ermany.
In place of the vague and idealised ‘man’
which was the centre of Feuerbach’s wrniungs
Marx places the working c<lasses. Lor

Feuerbach only thinks of men and women in

an abstract way:
‘He (Feuerbach) sull

remaims in the
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realms of theory and conceives of men
not in theirr existing conditions of life,
which have made them what they are, he
never arrives at the really existing active
mern, but stops at the abstraction “man™
and gets no turther than recognising “*the

true. individual, corporal man™, than
love and fricndship, and even then
idealhised. He gives no criticism ol the

present conditions of fife ... when for
example he sees instead of healthy men a
crowd of scrofulous, over-worked and
consumptive starvelings, he is compelled
to take refuge in the “higher perception®
and in the 1deal’s compensation in “the
species”, and thus to relapse into idealism
at the very point where the communist
materialist sees the necessity, and at the
same time the conditions for a trans-
tormation both of industry and of the
social structure.” (German Tdeolos vy,

I'euerbach and his followers became
known as ‘true socialists” and i their
behaviour tulfilled all of Marx’s criticisms.
Rather like the SPGB of today they preached
the goodness of socialism and community,
disliked the class struggle as such and in an
elitist way were appalled by the reality and
conditions of the working class. They saw
themselves as an ennobled elite with the truc
knowledge, whose task was to educate the
masscs. [hey concewved of themselves as
separate from the circumstances which they
sought to change.

“‘The materialist doctrine {Feuerbach)
concerning the changing of circumstances
and upbringing forgets that circumstances
are changed by men and that 1t 1s essential 1o
educate the educator ... This doctrine must,
thercfore divide society into two parts, one
superior.” (Theses on Feuerbach).
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Material base

In other words Feuerbach fails to under-
stand that the “materizl base” with which
men and women mteract, 1s not the relation-
stiip of dynamic human beings against a
stattc sociely, 1t 15 a dialectical relationship,
Men and women make society which in turn
creates men and women. Marx also criticised

et
ffa
S

Kant: the liberal capitalist's favourite
philosopher

Feuerbach for failing to take partin the class
struggle or any form of political activity, He
saw Feuerbach’s attitudes as a conseguence
of his failure to be politically active.
Feuerbach ignored economics, history and
iction, while cortrect *theory” could only be
made by a combination of theory and prac-
Lice—praxis.

Using the Young Hegelians' notion of
~alienation Marx applied the concept not to

tie realrn of idcas such as religion, but to the
very process ot capitalism itself. His move
from CGermany to Paris and later Fngland
also saw Marx concentrate increasingly on
BECONOIMICS, in part because he believed this
to be the core of the capitalist system from
which all else was to be understood and
related, and in part because the arguments

that in Germany were centred on philo-

saphy, in England took place in economics.
In his writings 1he alienation of the worker
became a key Marxist concept, implicit in his
other writings but expiicit in The Economic
and Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844,

The idea of alicnation, of creating a thing
that becomes alien and hostile 1o its creator
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wias the key 10 understanding the worker's
relationship to capital, Both the worker and
the capitalist can only exist if the other does,
velr they are encmies whose interests are
opposcd. Society thus exists by this con-
tradiction the resolution of which can only
be the elimination ol the svstem as a whaole
by revolutton and the creation of a new
social system not based on exploitation. It is
the Hegelian dialectic of society with flesh
and blood people in place of ideas or ab-
stracted ‘man’.

The core of the system and its effects on
workers 1s that it creates their alienation.

‘Labour becomes an object, an exterior
existence ... independent and alien ... the
lite lent to the object confronts the
worker, hostile and alien,’

The more the workers work the more they
give their power and energy to an alien force,
capital, so that the products of their very
being are alicn and hostile. The consequence
of this 15 that:

‘He 15 at home when he 15 not working
and when he works he 1s not at home. His
labour is thereforc not voluntary but
compulsory forced labour. 1t is therefore
not the satistaction of & need but only a
means Lo satisty needs outside itself. How
alten it really is, is very evident from the
tact that when there is no physical or
other compulsion, labour is aveided like
the plague. External labour, labour in
which man externaliscs himself i1s a
fabour ot self-sacrifice and
maortification.’

Alienated labour

So in capitalism alienation is the product
not ol religion or the acceplance of ideas but
of the very system of production itself, To
end alienation the system of production has
to be smashed, the dialectic finally ‘negated’.
In the process of working the workers create
the conditions of their enslavement. It is the
place where their potential power lies yet is
the place where Lheir creative powers are
transformed (0 alien objects. This alienation
1s not limited only to work—it produces
alienated people and an alienated society.

‘When alienated labour tears from man
the object of his production, it also tears
him from his species-life ... 1t alienates
from man his own body, nature exterior
to him, and his intellectual being, his
human ¢ssence ... The infinite de-
gradation in which man exists for himself
is expressed in his relationship to woman
as prey and servant ... the secret of this
relationship finds an unambiguous,
decisive, open and unveiled expression in
the relationship of men to women.”
Marx's philosophy transformed the
tdealist and speculative dreams of the Young
Hegelians and the wishlul preaching of the
followers of Teuerbach to a philosophy of
action in which the subject of philosophy is
the working class and the task of philosophy
to advance and guide action towards the
scizing of power by the working class. Its
task 15 to describe and plan towards an
elimination of the endless process of aliena-
tion which in capitalism we are all doomed
0. Marxism is essentially a philosophy of
praxis, that is of action,
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THE ECONOMY

Fluctuating
[or'tunes

Politicians of both left and night
blame the banking system for
the crisis of capitalism. Pete
Green argues that the banking
crisis is only part of the crisis of
the system and that the banks
can’t be reformed, or made to
behave in the interests of the
‘nation’.

One of the hallmarks of reformisn 1s a ten-
dency to blame the ifls and evils of the system
on a particular group of ‘bad’ capitalists. In
Britairn the City and financial capital have
long been an cobvious target. Indeed. in
Labour Party demonology British bankers
have ranked sccond only to toreign bankers,

Of course, the City does provide a haven
for all sorts of crocks, gamblers and Fton-
educated layabouts. September 1982, for
example, saw the Alexander Howden
insurance broking scandal, involving some
of the most respected Figures in the Lloyd’s
insurance market. Apparently thesc
characters siphoned off $55 million through
obscurc companics in Panama and
Licchtenstein into their own pockets.

It is also true that while the Bniush
economy has steadily [allen behind its main
rivals in terms of growth and compe-
titiveness, British banks have remained
among the most profitable in the world. Al-
though only seventh and tenth 1n 1erms ot
assets, Barclays and National Westminster
were first and second amongst the world's
banks in terms ol net profits in 1979 and
1980.

The contrast

betwen manufacturing

Socialist Review February [983

industry and the banks has been especially
marked in the last three vears. Whilst profits
on manufacturing in Britain slumped to their
lowest ever level in 1980-81. bank profits
continueed to soar (see Table I). Only the
Midland has suffered from its greater
involvement 1n industry.

The others have sucked n profits from
their global operations and sull look far less
vulnerable in the current crisis than their
American or German rivais.

Even the Tories were so ecmbarrassed by
this glaring disparity that they imposed a
special levy on bank profits in 1981 In
Labour Party circles it has led to a renewed
spate of demands to “take over the City'—1o0
nationalise the banks, pension funds and in-

surance companies, reimpose  exchange
contrals, and channel moncy into British
Industry.

For the Labour Partv, the dommant ab-
jective in all these proposals 1s Lo restorc the
competitive fortunes ol the British economy.

to forge an alliunce with the bulk ol Briush
capital against the financial interests which
have supposedly both restricted 1ts growth
and threatened its very survival. They belong
(o a long tradition of secking to use the State
to purge British capitalism of its unhealthy
and unpatriotic elements—as if that would
leave anything at all.

However, there are issues here which
deserve deeper consideration. Tom Nairn of
the New Left Review gang, has, [orexample,
argucd that;

‘Mrs Thatcher’s “experntment’ 1s no more

than an attempt to utilise the recession to

hasten and complete the deminance of
finance capital’

Nairn cnvisages a Britain in which the
bulk of the ‘Industrial Revolution relics” are
finally discarded, whilst the core of the ruling
class, comfortably sitting out the crisis in the
Home Counties, lives off the protits of the
City, and the £60 bitlion worth ot overseas
assets which it has accumulated. 1t 1s picture

They rest on the naive idea that it is possible  which Lenin himself anticipated 1o his
TABLE |
British Bank Profits (all figures in £ Mitlion}

1978 1981 % Change 1982 % Change

(Estimate) from 1981

Barclays 373.3 566.6 +51 % 441 -21%

National Westminster  30G0.7 494.0 +62% 412 -16%

Midland 231.4 2322 - 189 -18%

Lioyds 185.3 383.6 +107% 340 -11%

{Estimate for 1982 from investar's Chronicle 21/1/83)
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‘Imperialism’, with his description of Britain
as a ‘rentier state’ ... a stale ol parasitic
decaying capitaiism’.

But 1s this really an accurate appraisal of
Tory poelicy? How powerful is finance
capital? Has 1t changed since [916 when
LLenin  wrote ‘Imperialism™ What, for
example, about the impact of the crisis on the
banks themselves? What exactly does the
term ‘finance capital’ mean anyway?

Lenin took his definition of ‘Finance
Capital’ from the German Social Democrat,
Hilterding, author of the classic text of the
saume name. For Hillerding the term did not
just mean financial or banking capital but
the fusion or merging of the banks and
industry, under the effective control of the
tormer. Thus *finance capitzl is capital con-
trolled by the banks and employed by the
industrialists’.

Giant monopolies

For Hilferding this development was
rooted in the concentration of production
and the fermation of giant monopolies and
cartels capable of dominating a whole
naticnal econcemy. The basis for this lay, as
Marx had observed, in changes in
technology and economies of scale which
gave the larger capitals a distinct advantage.
But the ability of the banks to mobilise sav-
ings from 4 large number of sources and
combine them into huge sums gave them a
decisive role.
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The Nat-West bullding
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In both the United States and Germany,
the period from the 1880s to the First World
War provided ample confirmation for
Hilferding’s thesis. In the new heavy
indusiries such as oil, steel, chermicals and
electrical engineering, the concentration of
capital was enormous. Tt was the pernod
which saw the formation of the Rocketeller
and Morgan cmpires, In America, with
banks at the centre of 4 vast network of
interlecking companies.

For both Hilferding and Lenin the other
all importunt aspect of finance capital lay in
the export of capital. This was both an
expression of the expansionary tendencies ol
the monopolies, the drive to control markets
and raw materials overseas, and the banks’
scarch for ever more protitable investments
for the wvast sums of capital they were
accumulating.

The bulk of bank loans and other overseas
investment in the [9th Century came from
Britain and went to finance railways and
governments in the rest of Europe and
America. But by the turn of the century the
riss of the USA and Germany had
threatened the old colomal powers of Britain
and France. There was a frantic scramble for
control over what was left of the world.
There was also, 1n all tour countries, a
growing empiasis on a gifferent type of
capital export, exploiting the raw material
and labour of the areas under imperialist
control.

As Lenin summed it up, the four main
imperialist powers owned:

‘...nearly B0 percent of the world’s finance
capital. Thus in one way or another, the
whole world 1s more or less the debtor to
and vassal of these four international
banker countries, the four ‘pillars’ of
world hnance capital.’

Some of Lenin’s more sweeping
generalisations ignored important
differcnces herc. Britain for example was
bath the world’s major imperralist power
and the largest exporter of capital. Yet,
whilst the City was the financial centre of the
world, its banks were predominantly
engaged in lending to governments or
overseas, and had very littic involvement
with industrial capital.

Collapse of the system

Lenin, however, was concerned to
produce a short, polemical pamphlet ex-
pesing the root causes of the First World
War. Much more care is needed than is often
given in applying that analysis to the evolu-
tion of capitalism since then. Apart from the
impact of decolonisation, three develop-
ments 1n particular had substantially
affected the power of finance capital by the
1950s.

In the 1930s, in the wake of the inter-
national banking collapse of 1931, the flow
of capitai from the world's main financial
centres virtually drned up. A succession of
bankruptcies and defaults by debt-ridden
governments 1n Central Europe and Latin
America followed. These reinforced the
reiuctance of the banks and otherlenders, es-
pecially in Americs, to go on lending. Thus
‘issues ol foreign securities’ by the United
States’ financial institutions declined from

TAELE 2
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an annual average of $1152 million 1in 1924-
28 to $229 million in 1931 and nothing at all
in 1934,

Morcover when capital export did revive
atter the Second World War it was ina very
different form. Instead of bank loans it con-
sisted primarily of loans or aid by the
American government, and direct invest-
ment mainly in other industrial countrics, by
American and other multinationals.

State intervention

secondly, the 1930s slump produced a
much greater degree of intervention by the
state 1n all the major natiocnal economies, In
the United States a wave of bank collapses
finally pushed the Federal Reserve Bank into
establishing extensive controls over the
whole banking system, in exchange for
propping up the banks that remained, In
Germany the industrial concerns the Banks
had controlled were effectively incorperated
inte the Nazi war machine. In France four of
the largest banks and thirty-four insurance
companies were nationalised at the end of
the Second World War.

Even 1n Britain, the City lost influence
after the abolition of the Gold Standard,
which it had so fervently defended, in 1931.
In the 1930s and 1940s both Tory and
Labour governmenis pursued 'cheap money’
policies, making credit readily available al
low rates of interest to industrial companies
to encourage investment. That was in line
with the Keynesian position of subor-
dinating the interests of the ‘rentier’ {the in-
dividual shareholder) and financial capital
to those of the ‘national capital® as a whole.

Thirdly, the growth in the strength and
control over money capital of the large cor-
porations in many cases outstripped that of
the banks themselves. Even where the banks
had promoted the formation of the mono-
poly in the first place the child outgrew its
parent. This was particularly obvious in the
tUnited States. There banking remained ex-
tremely decentralised with each bank con-
fined tc operating in only one state, whilst
the ceorporations grew to dominate the
markets of the whole world.

The mass of profits available to the large
mdustrial monopolies meant that by and
large they could provide most of their own
funds during the long boom after the Second

Socialist Review February 1983
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World War. Only in Japan in the 1950s did
bank loans provide over 50 percent of invest-
memnt tunds, and much of that lending was
under the close direction of the State. In
(ermany banks continued to own large
sharcholdings in industrial companies, bul
this was more a legacy of the past than the
general tendency deserthed by Hilferding.

All this scemed to justify the criticisms of
Lenin’s ‘Emperialism’ made by Kidron in the
early 1960s (reprinicd in his ‘Capitalism and
Theory'). He suggested that the dominant
role of [inance capital was simply a leature of
the late devclopers—of the need to
concenirate large sums of money rapidly 1o
catch up with the already established
capitalist powers—Germany in the late 19th
century and Japan in the 20th. But that
appraisal would also prove to be premature,
The 1960s in fact saw the gradual revival, it
in a rather different form, of the significance
of ‘finance capital’ for the world economy.

The postwar expansion of the system weni
hand in hand with a growing inter-
nationalisation of capital. World trade grew
gven taster than national economies, which
consequently became much more nter-
dependent. Multinational companies
sprouted in scope and number. With this
came 4 revival of international banking. Just
as British banks had grown with the Empire,
so American banks spread their wings in the
wake of Amcrican multinationals.

But the most important and novel
development in the 1960s was the emergence
of the Euradollar market. The term sounds

.obscure and mysterious, but the crucial

point is not difficult to understand. The
Euromarkets are completely cutside the
contrel of national states or banking
authorities. They invoive the berrowing and
lending of currencies like the dollar outside
of their home country. They are truly inter-
national markets.

The Eurodoliar

The origins of the Eurodollar market Jay
in the vast build-up of dotlars held outside
the USA in the postwar period. The effect of
United States military spending and direct
investment overseas, combined with a grow-
ing trade deficit, flooded the rest of the world
with dollars. Central banks which acguired
these dollurs started o deposit them with
banks in Europe which lent them out again
to whoever wanted them. On top of that
United States banks [ound that by
channetling funds to thetr overseas branches
they could evade government regulations at
home and make a greater profit on their
interpational lending.

The advantages of the Buromarkets, with
their freedom from Ceniral Bank control,
meant that they acquired a momentum of
their own, Other currencies such as the yen
and the mark began 1o be handled, The City
ot London became the main centre, with
British and foreign banks using it effectively
as an "offshore centre' for currencies other
than the pound (sce Table 2).

The growth of international banking was
fuelled dramatically when the OPEC coun-
tries used the Euromarket to invest their sur-
plus ‘petrodollars’ after the 1973/74 ol price
rise.

Socialist Review February 983

In 1971 gross deposits with the banks of
foreign currency amounted 1o £143 billion.
By 1981 they had grown more than tenfold to
around £1,500 billion. International lending
has become vitally important 1o the world’s
major banks. Most of the top nine American
banks now make more than 50 percent of
their profits tfrom overseas lending. German
and Japanese banks have been getting in on
the act. The IJeutsche Bank Luxemburg sub-
sidiary has grown bigger than its parent in
Germany.

In the late 1970s the banks mvelved were
sa flush  with deposits that they were
competing with each other to make loans.
With investment levels stagnant in much of
the industrialised West, they turned 1n-
creasingly to borrowers in Latin America,
Scouth-East Asia and Eastern Europe. They
ignored the tact that muny of the countries
involved were piling up debts far beyond
their capacity to pay them off out of export
earnings, lcast of all with the world shding
deeper into slump.

By 1981 total third world debt was around
the $300 billion dollar mark, with half of that
coming from the mternational banks. In
their drive to maximise profits (squeezed
ultimately from the increased exploitation of
workers throughout the world) the banks ex-
tended their lending to a point wherc in 1982
a succession of crises threatened the whole
banking system.

The debt crises of Mexico, Argentina and
Poland, and their wider implications, have
been dealt with in detail in recent issues of
Socialist Review, But it is also worth noting
the impact the Euremarkets have had on the
Western economies.

‘Credit accelerates the violent eruptions of crisis
and thereby the elements of disintegration of the
old mode of production’

Asg in the hevday of [Impenalism which
Lenin described, the export of capital has
helped to drain profits from the ‘periphery’
of the system to 1ts core zones. Bank loans
have both paid for the export of goods from
the West, and provided a rake-off for the
banks when the loans get repaid with in-
terest. But the simple 1dentification which
Lenin made between the operations of the
banks and the interests of their respective
national capitals and states is no longer so
straightforward.

International lending

The interpationalisation of the money
markets means that money can be trans-
ferred almost instantaneocusly anywhere n
the world. That in turn has undermined the
ability of siates to manage their national
cconomies, to control thelr domestic money
supplies or exchange rates. The power the
bankers and the currency speculators can
exercise over left-leaning governments 1s well
konown. They have brought Mitterrand’s
government in France to heel in less than a
year. But they are equally -~ 52ble of under-
mining the efforts of moenetarist regimes. In
1981, for example. US corporations such as
Mobil and Du Pont borrowed billions of
doilars on the Euromarkets to get round the
Reagan credit squeeze.

The rapid growth of imernational lending
has gone hand in hand with a ‘debt
explosion’ within the Western economies.
Whilst media atiention has focussed on
public sector debi, or government borrow-
ing, the reality is that private sector
borrowing has risen much faster. Most of
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Lhat 1s owed by companigs to the banks,

The nise in debt both internationally and
within domestic economies 15 itself an ex-
pression of the growing stagnation of the
system. As the long boom reached 11s peak in
the late 1960s so the pressures on the rate of
profit imereased.

With the ntensification of competitive
pressurcs the corporations sustained their
massive investment programmes but ontv by
borrowing Itom the banks. Even when
vestment slowed down with the advent of
slump companies carried on borrowing, in
rmany cases simply 1o keep themselves alive.

Dependence on Banks

As the crisis deepens a growing reliance on
the banks ceases to be a source ot strength
and becomes a sign of weakness. A recent
survey of the motor industry noted that
whilst the Japanese have moved from
‘extreme indebtedness’ to virtval *financial
sclf-sufficiency’, for General Motors, Ford
and Chrysler:

‘I'xtreme hnancial strength and virtual
independence from external financial
sources has given way to rapudly growing
dependence on extcrnal financial
assistance, which in turn increasingly
comes from the banks rather than the
caputal markets.’

As Nigel Harns put in in 1977 in
Internavuonat Sociahism {No 100 Old Series):

‘Crisis then torces dependence upon

borrowing ... and this in turn forces the

centralisation of the enlre system, its
common subordination to a handful of
core sones 11 what Lemn called, the

HBondholder States.”

The Western banks have indeed seen an
astontshing resurgence m their power and
prosperity, They have become arbiters ol the
[ale of huge multinational corporations and

£2.95 (plus 50p post},
builk orders (flve or more}
£2.40 each post free,

from Bookmarks,

265 Seven Sisters Road,
London N4 2DE.
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Table 3
Proflts of 8 Largest United States Banks

%o

Rank by Assets Profits Change

1982 over

{3m) 1981
1. Citicorp 747 +35
2. Bank of America 4156 -5.8
3. Chase Manhattan I -25
4. Manufacturers Hanover 296.3 +15
5. J P Morgan 4417 +16
6. Chemical NY 269 125
7. Continental 84 4 -5
B. First Internaticonal 2261 -7.3

whole countries. That in turn has pushed
them into a much greater involvement in the
decistons ol their most vulnerabie
customers. It is the banks which have told
[nternational Harvesters to rationalise their
operations and sell off their truck building
plants 1n Europe. It s the banks, directly or
through the International Monetary Fund,
which have dictated the public spending,
trade and exchange rate policies of a host of
third world countries,

But 1t is a mistake to assume that this
power 15 unlimited or that the banks have
proved immune to the crisis. [t is misleading
at best to suppose that there 1s any clearcut
distinction between the interests of financial
and industrial capital.

That there can be a conflict of interest bet-
ween the banks and their clients 15 obvious.
A 1ise 1n interest rates also leaves a smaller
share ot the 1otal pool ol surplus value
produced by labour available as profit for
the rest of the captalist class, In Britain (he
burden of interest pavments on industrial
and commercial companies (excluding the
oil companies) rose from £4,182 anllion in
1878 1o a massive £8.096 millien in 1980,
taking around 40 percent of their profits.

But cven 1n Britain there are many
exampies of companies with sparc cash. such
as GEC and Plessey, who have put their
money into the financial markets and also
gained from high interest rates. Many of the
largest multinationals have set up their own
financial operations which act like banks
themselves. Volkswagen was described in the
Financial Times as 1n some respects looking
‘more like a bank than a manulacturing
caompany’.

In the foreign currency markets
movemnents of funds by such companies are
at least as important as those of the banks
themselves. An article in the Financial Times
In May wis headlined ‘Sheiks of the currency
markets’ referring to:

"Perhaps 20 or 30 companies worldwide
led by the giant oil, car and chemical
concerns ... powetrful enough to move the
toreign exchange wmarkets through
individual deabings'.

Suggestions af a simple identification
between the interests of financial capital and
monetanist policies, as suggested by Nairn
are also dubious. The inflation of the 1970s
by no means hurt the banks, whose lending
frec-for-all itself helped to [uel the rise in
prices, Even when interest rates were low or
negative in real terms as in the mid-1970s the
banks have been able to shift the cost onto
their depositers. On the other hand high in-

teret rates can hurt the banks where, as in
West Germany, thev've had to ramse rates to
attract deposits, but have been stuck with
longlerm loans o mdustoy at lower rates.

Even in Britain where the banks have done
well under the Torws, the real split within the
ruling class les between the successtul and
unsuceesstul, between the imternationally
oriented and hnanclally strong companies
and those weak and vulnerable, especially in
manufacturing, to o sgueere on credit and
the domestic market,

The most basic point of all 15 that the
banks themselves are vulnerable to the im-
pact of the slump. To the extent that high in-
terest rates and monetary squeezes threalen
to bankrupt large numbers of companies or
whote countries, they also threaten the
priofits of the banks themselves.

That 15 about to show up in the profit
fipures ol British banks {(see Tahle 2). The
state of sormne banks in West Germany or the
Linited States over the last few months has
been cven warse. The collapse of AEG
Telefunken and Bramlil Airways, of Peland
and Mexico, have ieft them reeling, Table 3
shows the impact on Chase Manhattan and
Conuuental  {llinois amongst  the  eight
largest US banks.

Profitability

Financial journalists have been lond of
quoting 4 remark by Kevnes in recent
months: “1I you owe yvour bank manager a
thousand pounds you are athis merey: if you
owe him a mulhion pounds he s at vour
mercy'. The fear of losing their money alto-
gether 15 precisely why the banks have gone
on lending er bailing out companies and
countries 1 trouble. The attempt to stop
doing that still nisks provoking a wave ol
bankruptcies and defaults which could
spread to the banks themselves. Even it the
svstem obf internatonal lending does not
come lumbling down as in the 1930s. the
strans are already torcing hanks back into
dependence upon their own state and central
bank.

It’s interesting that both the nght and the
left have tended 1o blame the banks for the
crisis in recent months, The monetarists have
accused them of lending too much too easily
to the wrong sort of people {see tor example
the Ecenonrist of 7 August 19823 The lefi
have accused them of lending too little, too
strictly 1o wortlhly  borrowers  such  as
industrial companies and poorer countrics,

Necither understands that the debt ¢crisis is
merely ong cxpression of the deep ¢risis of
prolitability in the heart of the systen. But
the right at least have a clear understanding
that making prolits ts what capitalism is all
about. Lenin had the sttitude of the Labour
fefts summed up sIXty-years ago:

*The high technigue ot concentrated

industry and the “high technique™ of

financial  swindling, and the *high
technigque™ ... ol appression by tinance
capilal—they arc  inscparably  linked

under capitalism. Kautsky wants 1o des-
troy the hnk, “whitewuash™ capitalism,
take the good and throw away the had:, .
pelty-bourgeois retormisin’™ under the
mask of Marxism™.' (Notchooks on
Imperialism pl96}. |

Socialist Review 'ehruary 1983
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On New Year’'s Eve, the Jerry
Rawlings ‘revolution’ survived

its first anniversary. John Rogers
looks at the background to
what’s been happening in
(Ghana.

Rawlings has been at the centre of Ghanaian
pelitics for two and a half years.

He first led rank and file soldiers and air-
men in 4 rebellion against a corrupt military

régime on 4 June 1979, The initial aim of

their Armed Forced Revplutionary Council
(AFRC) was to ensure that the general
clections due 1n two weeks time were not
rigged or distorted by bribery and then toen-
sure that the mmcoming civilian government
did not fall prey to corruption. Two former
heads of state and six other military leaders
were shot as a “house cleaning’ of the armed
forces and a warning to civilian politicians
not to abuse office 1n the way that their
miilitary predecessors had.

After an unprecedentedly short period of
112 days in power the AFRC duly handed
over to the civilian government led by Pres-
ident Limann. Over the next two years

Socialist Review February 1983

An African revolution?

Limann presided over increasingly blatant
corruption. Disenchanted students and
(rade union mihtants loosely formed them-
selves mto a June the Fourth Movement
(JFM) which openly called for Rawlings’
return and 4 root and branch purging of the
whole state apparatus.

Limann’s security services responded with
increasing harrassment of the JFM and
Rawlings® friends and former AFRC
associates. Thissparked off the 31 December
1881 overthrow ot Limann which returned
Rawlings to power at the head of a
Provisional National Defence Council
{PND).

At the massive pro-PNDC rallies which
Rawiings addressed in Castroite fashion for
hours during early January 1982, urban
workers and the rural poor talked enthus-
wstically, if irreverently, about his ‘second
coming’ and nicknamed him Junior Jesus or
JI. In Accra, the capital and administrative
centre where corruption of the state bureau-
cratic elite wus most evident, he told 200,000
gathered in the central market that: *“No one
I society has a right to have more than his
basic needs when other productive workers
can hardly get theirs.’

Rawlings proposed to transform the coup

into a revelution by appealing to workers
and the rural poor. He called on them o
form local Peoples Detence Commitiecs in
suppaort of the PNDC. He proposed this as
an alternative (o the discredited parlia-
mentary democracy:

‘I did not realise that the return ol
democracy would permit those samc cor-
rupt forces to retain their hold on
Gihanaian hfe. We did not transler power
through thc ballot box, we just restored
the old order, just transicrred admin-
istrations around mcimbers of the same
glite, The people knew this. Thev did not
even register to vote. They knew that
democracy was just 4 veneer 1D Impress
the outside. For 1 will admit to narvety
when the ARFC was in power. We were
told that we should restore democracy,
that the world expected it of us. Well we
did that. Pcople have now completely lost
faith in democracy. 1 am less naive now.’
Wage-workers make up 30% of Ghana's

population. This 3.3m out of Ilm includes
labourers working for cocoa  farmers,
180,000 of whom are organised in the Ghana
Agricultural Workers® Union (GAWUL
There are 1.7m urban wage-carners with the
hard core of 150,000 members ol the In-
dustrial and Commercial Workers” Union
(1ICW U} concentrated in the industrial Lowns
of Tema and Takorad..

Rawlings” urgings to form  Peoples
Detence Commitices have unleashed
oustings of unpopular managers, or faciory
occupations of small foreign owned com-
panies announcing redundancies, and
rethovals of corrupt administrators of state
enterprises. A far reaching rank and tile
revolt has overhauled the leadership in these
two key unions within the Ghanalan TUC
(membcrship 350,000).

The GAWL cut s teeth in the post second
waorld war era when Ghana was the world’s
leading cocoa producer. Capital carned by
British cocoa interests was second only 1o
rubber earnings from Malava in the Labour
government’s costings of how the colonies
could help pay off Britain's war debts to
America.

Ex-British colony

Rawlings was eight years old when the
*black star’ of Africa, Kwame Nkrumah, be-

came the first leader of an independent cx-
British African colony in 1956, He was stilla
teenager when a right-wing military coup
tappled Nkrumah in 1966, Mrs Aana Enin,
the second most popular member of the
remaining PNDC said of that period: “The
hottom dropped cut of my world when
Nkrumah was overthrown—our collective
sense of dignity was wrapped up in
him—2JYerry has restored it to us!’

Another older [igure who remains a close
advisor to Rawlings 1s a living embodiment
of the extent to which Nkrumah's pan-
African wdealism mspired an carlier gener-
ation. In 1960, as a young bSandhurst
graduate, Kojo Tsikata was Nkrumah's
military envoy with Lumumba's forces
fighting against Belgian, American, French
and British intervention in the Congo. In
May 1965 Nkrumah sent him te Angola as a
military adviser to the infant MPLA. He
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Troops ‘keeping the peace’ after the ;11ililf|r'yr coup

fought the Portuguese colomalists alongside
the first six Cuban advisers with the MPLA,

On his return 1o Ghana he was hounded
by the post-Nkrumah military régimes and
was particularly singled out lfor harrassment
by the Limann government. He appears 1o
be one ol the architects of the
Cuban/Anzolan *model” of Peaples’
Defence Committees which orgamse the
Ghanatan revolunon.

The expenence ol the Nkrumah régime
and its attermath s vitaito an understanding
of the present situation in Ghana and the
prospects ahead of the Rawlings government
and the workers movement.

‘Positive action’

[n 1947 Nkrumah. son of a goldsmith
father and a market trader mother, returned
Irom studyving cconomics in the black Uni-
versitly of Lincoln in Pennsylvania, and Jaw
i London. He rode to prominence on the
back of GAWLU and TCWU strikes over
post-war 1nflation. Like Mugabe in the
19705, he was an ex-Roman Catholic. He re-
styled himseif a *Marxist soctaiist” who couid
understand the workers' gricvances because
he had had to pay his way as 4 student by
waorking in shipyardsand asascamanduring
vacallions.

During the early 19305 pre-indeperndence
period  Nkrumah moved away trom
champloning workers” interests to organ-
1802 "positive action’ by tarmers” and youth
associations wiich waorkers were supposed
to support as part of the Convention Peaples
Party. This party was dominated by primary
school teachers, clerks, petty traders, small-
scale contractors, small businessmen and
truck owners., They increasingly won
elecuion to the colonial parliament,
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against Nkrumah in 1966

The colonal authorities reluctantly
responded to ‘positive action” by allowing
parly leaders, once they came 1o dominate
parliament, to dispense state contracts, comni-
misslons, oans and hicenses to the latter,
Parliament was so tame and bought off by
the time of ofticial independence in 1956 that
only one 10 six Ghanatan workers ¢ligible to
vote aclually bothered in the ‘independence’
elections.

Nkrumah managed 1o quell working class
unease at the rapid corruption ot state
officialdom In the late 1950s hy Incor-
porating the TUC imto the corruptiorn, with
appolitments on state commitiees, and by
dispensing wage increases to key groups of
workers, Demanstrations by Accra’s urban
unemploved in 1938 (ound support in strikes
elsewhere however, s0 a Preventive
Detention Law was passed alongside the
banning of strikes.

In 1961 corruption and party tavouritism
in the allocation of 5State Corpaoration
houscs, market stalls and government loans
to trade unlon burcacrats was such that
wotkers responded to a Budget deduction of
5 percent from their wages with a bitter
seventcen day strike in Sekondi-Takoradi,

Over 6,000 railway and dock workers
spontancously answered the attempt to eefill
the nation’s cotters by edict, and showed that
they could strangle the nation’s economy by
taking over this vital port city:

By midweck pracnically cvery activity

m the port was closed down. Municipal

bus drivers had joined the strike, as had

the city employees who collected the
sewerage daily. Market women dispensed
free food to the sinkers at municipal bus
garages and other strategie points. There
was dn atr of excitement and pride
thiroughout the cty over the fact that

they, the workers of Sekondi-Takoradi,
had brought business (o a standstiil, had
stopped train service to all of Ghana, and
were displaying solidarity in the tight
against the budget. Morale was high, the
ratlway workers were heroes... WN

(rant, a prominent strike leader, told the

crowd that if parliament did not give way

tar the demands of the people, they would
disband that body by force.”

In Accra, 3,000 petrol and motor workers
struck in solidarity. Post Office workers and
the 3,000 employees of Unilever’s United
Africa Corporation {UAC) threatened to
Joun the strike.

Nkrumah dropped the 3 percemt levy,
purged some ot the most blatantly corrupt of
the party’s leaders and announced a ‘left
turn’ towards a soclalist state through a
Scven Year Plan for Work and Happiness.

Reserves mortgaged

Workers did not it a finger when
Nkrumah was overthrown by the military in
the ‘fifth vear’. 1966.

What had been lett in 1961 of the toreign
reserves banked in London had been mort-
gaged on vutsized industrialisation projects,
on the Russian ‘model’ but Western bult.
Backing ftor the military overthrow of
Nkrumah’s ‘state socialism’ came from the
middle class cocoa tarmers who had been
squeezed to finance such schemes.

The post-Nkrumah military régime was
fatally shaken by strikes m the late 1960s.
While officially illegal there were 1n fact 200
strikes  and lockouts which  eventually
tappled the first 3% year period of military
rule. They were in response to IMFE dictated
cut-backs 1In state projects 1n industry,
construction and transport leading to 63,000

Soctalist Review February 1983
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tay-offs in two years. The end of the régime
came with the killing of three striking gold-
miners at Obuasi in March 1969,

When the military took over in 1966
Ghanaian gold miners were the third in
world production after Russian and South
African gold miners. They could dely the
military in a strike by 2,300 1in December
1966 to protect their closed shop.

In 1969 the new right wing civibian govern-
ment under Dr Busia handed over the largest
gold mining operation, the Ashants
Goldfields Corporation (ACG) to the
London and Rhodesia based empire,
Lonrhe {Lon-Rho). AGC produced three
quarters of & gold production which ac-
counted for nearly [{} percent of export
revenue and employed over 9,000,

Lonrho, the company that Edward Heath
labelled ‘the unacceptable face of capitalism’
proceeded to lay-oft gold miners. In June
1970 gold miners responded with a partially
successtul 13 day strike for three months’
back pay, for an end to lay-otfs and for an
immediate publicatton of a government
report into the 1969 Obuas: killings.

1n an effort to head off copycat strikes and
find employment for 630,000 unemployed,
Busia expeiled 750,000 ‘ahien’ Lebanese.
Indian, Pakistani and Syrnan shopkecpers,
restavrant owners and spare parts salesmen.
Workers' militancy only increased as these
traders’ goods became scarce and prices
spiralled. In March 1971 three striking
workers were killed at UAC’s timber oper-
ation at Samrebol In July the Railway
Engineman’s Union staged a wage strike,
sabotaging the lines. From January 1970 1o
June 1971 alone, there were [02 strike
actrons, In August 1971 the TUC responded
to the attempt to impose another nationat
tevy on wages wilh (he threat of a general
strike.

Professionals

An Industrial Relations Aclt was passed
effectively banning the TUC. Preparation of
the general strike continued. Jumor ranks of
the army overthrew Busia, reinstated the
TUC and raised wapges.

Throughout most of the 1970s the military

fended off worker militancy, like the brict

spate of dockworker-led strikes in 1974, with
wage increcases and apparently radical
measures, like the 1975 35 percent national-
isations of the extractive 1ndustries.
Lonrho's interests were taken over alongside
the diamond interests of Consolidated
African Selection Trust (based In London
and South Alrica), African Manganese,
British Aluminium and the African Timber
and Plywoods subsidiary of the UAC.
Union leaders’ encrgics 1o each enterprise
were channelled into consultation com-
mittees. The foreign owners of the remaining
45 per cent stakes, continued to reap profits
without bothering to reinvest. Production
began to suffer from broken machinery. To-
day, for instance, Ghana only exports 6 tons
of gold compared to Russia’s 300 and South
Africa’s 650. '
In 1977 an essentially muddle class revolt
led by the Ghanalan Professional Bodies
Association made the military promise to
hand over power to civilians in 1979,

Socialist Review February 1953

Doctors. lawyers, pharmacisis. engineers,
accountants, bankworkers and vers struck.
But the military only conceded when
workers at the Tema ol refinery joined the
strike alongside water and clectrical workers
at the giant hydro-electrnic power station at
Akosombo on the Volta rver.

When the power station shut down £2.3m
damage was caused to the Volta Aluminium
works at Tema, a Kaiser subsidiary and a pet
project of the military. When eventually the
Limann government came to power 1n 1979
after the first Rawlings ¢lean up of mihtary
rule. Ashanti goldtield workers led a two
week strike wave [or higher wagesin January
1980, This was followed by strikes 1in
October 1980 in the Black Star shipping hine.

The cconomic problems inherited by the
Rawlings régime arc tmmense.

Revenge on elites

In seventoen years the various govern-
ments have fatled to rescue the fortunes of
the cconomy’s mainstay, cocod. Since 1972
cocoix  production has dropped by 50
percenl.

This is partly because of falling world
demand but mostly becanse of lack of Invest-
ment for thirty odd years in the replanting of
trecs, in marketing and most of all in trans-
port, Nearly 20 percent of what was pro-
duced before the Rawlings period was being
smuggled across the east and west borders
because prices were higher but also because
it was less costly than transporting it the
longer distance south 1o the coast.

Tema still remains one of the biggest deep
water harbours ever built in Africa but is
grossly underused because of the imited size
of the economy’s trade. The Volta dam pro-
ject generates vast amounts ol electricity for
the small aluminium industry bat large parts
of nurthern Ghana are without light.

The essentials of transport and other
infrastructure are still crumbling for lack of
imvestment. Main roads are caten away by
potholes, leeder roads (essential for trans-

porting the crops of small farmers) are often”

impassable, bridpes are down, trains dre
carrying a quarter of capacity, Internal air-
ways have ceased all operations. Tyres,
batteries and spares are running out for all
vehicles while petrol prices continue (o
rocket. All hospuals lack essential drugs,
often soap and bandages. sometimes even
wiler. Worst of all, production of cocoa,
which still, despite smuggling, accounts for
65 percent of exports under Limann, IS
plummeting.

This 15 simply because a cocoa tarmer can
gel three times as much income for growing
maize, a8 cocoa prices are so low. Even the
maize rarely gets to the coastal cities. In a
country which was before 1974 self-sufficient
and exporting fooed, Rawlings has to import
rice ta feed the urban workers, while 80 per-
cent of arable land goes uncultivated because
the old land owpership system remains.
Local Cuizens” Vetting Committees have
only just begun land redistribution by selzing
the assets of corrupt officials.

The actions of agricultural workers (n
such committees may receive the sympathy
and support of local radical soldiers who
know only too well the cocoa economy trom

their anti-smuggling postings under previous
military régimes.

Sphts  within  the ruling PNDC  and
altempts to overthrow Rawlings illostrate
the pressures on the régime. Its mass base
among the workers and rural poor has to be
sustained, while the crisis 1n the economy
exerts pressures towards curtaihng their
aclivity. Al the moment, Rawhngs 15 main-
taining this balancing act.

Despite considerable workers™  self-
activity, the old order 15 still relatively intact.
In July 1982 frustrated members ol the
PNDC apparently resorted to the settling of
old scores with members of the establish-
ment. Amartey Xwet, a member ot the
original seven person PN, had begn em-
ploved by a state enterprise dunng the
Limann period. While working for the
Ghang Industnial Holding Corporation he
had become a leading shop steward. 1n that
capacitty he had led a workers’ march on
parhament in June 1980, [or which he was
sacked. A High Court judge who had been
publicly exposed for his corrupt involvement
with the Corporation was key to forcing
through Kwei's sacking.

Kwei is now on rial for having this judge
and two others killed. The real facts are
unclear, but Rawlings had to have him
arrcsted and dissociate the PNDC from him,
It true, the killings were an extreme example
of substituting revenge against individual
members of the elite for a toppiing of their
hold on the cconomy.

[n November 1982 there was an attempt to
replace Rawlings with a 26 year old military
academy instructor, Sergeant Akata-Pore, in
which some June the Fourth Movement
leaders were involved.

Rawlings was able to scotch the coup
attemnpt by appealing again 1o mass workers’
demonstrations of support {or the PNDC,
Tens of thousands responded 10 Accra with a
rally organmised by rank and file trade

An SWP pamphlet on the black
workers’ struggle for Southern Africa.

?5p+20p postage. Ten for £5.50 post
ree,

Ayanable from: Socialist Unlimited, 265 Seven
?III?ITEEFS Road, Fins!:mry Park, N London, N4
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: a closed shop in all the mines
Gold miners in Ghana: the union has

wimonists. Black Star Square, the size of a
dazen Tootball pitches, was crowded to hear
Ruwlings proclaim:

‘Hold on to this revolution, Hold on ton
with vour lves. The Ghana revolutton of
today 1s gomg o be more ditticult than the
American or the Russian revolutien.’

Spurred on by the crowd tor more than
three hours, Rawlings' rhetornic bacame even
more grandiose: "What did Kwame
Nkirumah tell vou? You know the quotation,
come on—our independence is meaningless
unless it 1y Ued up with the liberation of all
AlTea,”

Uneven development

In mid-December 1982 a tormer student
lvader, Chris Atim, fled the country and
bitterly criticised Rawlings lor holding back
the revolution, Aum was scoretary of the
Fune the Fourth Mavementand chiet PNDC
orpaniser ol the local People’s Defence Com-
mittees. The development of these com-
mitlees has been uncven, and Rawlings has
criticised them on various oceasions for what
he has called “ultra-lettism’.

Alm tirst came (o promincnce in carly
1982, He organised students to form 'revol-
utiomary task torces’. In much the same way
as a different generation of students had
ancee done for Nkrumah, they were to move
focked up cocoa and toodstutts from the
interior to the coast for export or con-
sumption n the towns, cart rubbish and
repair roads. The first task force, meant Lo
comprise 450 students, was oversubscribed
hy 100 percent and managed to move 70,000
bags of cocoa the 30 miles 1o port m 10 davs.
As with 20 vears previously, this gesture of
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domestic ideahsm ran out of steam. When
students began to dnit back to campus,
Rawlings threalened to cut off their food
supplies and the idealism gvaporated.

Atim behieved, like Nkrumah 20 vcars be-
fore. that when ‘socialism’ loses supporl
from below it has to be imported 1o the form
of state investment from abroad. In April
1982 he went on a four week visit of Russia,
Crechoslovakia, East Germany, Hungary
and Cuba. Russm agreed o send adwvisers to
finish building the mine-tenths completed
Tarka gold refinery, which was abandoned
after the 1966 coup which custed Nkrumabh.
This was accompanmed by $10m long term
credit to complete other abandoned projects.
In June {982 Atim called a press conference
in Accra attended by the ‘red milhonaire’,
dean Baptiste Doumeng,.

DPoumeng is a supporter of the French
Communist Party who has built up an agro-
industrial empire as onc ot the lynch-pins ot
East-West trade. He conducts sensitive busi-
ness for Russia Like ‘laundering” the import
for Moscow supermarkets of Namibian beet
processed via South African abattoirs. In
Ghana he has agreed to rescue part of
(thana’s transport system by propping up
the Black Star shipping line. In other junior
partnerships with existing (hanwan state
capital he agreed to support fishing, mining
and agro-industrial projects.

But cven Doumeng's empire could really
only provide chicken feed compared to the
vast financiatl credit that the lniernational
Monetary Fund keeps dangling in front of a
government (rying to come to grips with a
stricken economy. Rawlings has so far
refused to deal with the IMF but by thesame
token has put a stop to going down the road

M.
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o dependeney on the likes of Doumeng.

[l Rawlings remains ‘non-aligned” and
surrounded by 1deahstic internationalists
who believe (n workers’ self-organisation,
what 15 the potential for the workers move-
ment to step into this extraordingry power
vacuuem and challenge the underlying ccon-
omic structure of the old order? For the
western  press expect Rawlings to move
against workers sooner or later before the
economy compictely  disintegrates:  “His
known opposition to corruption and
nepotism 15 popular, and he could force
through austerity measures on the back of
it". The FHerancial Times forgets -what
happecned to Nkrumah when he tnied that
maove,

Mass popular support

The Rawlings régime unquestionably has
mass popular support. Nor are the good
intentions of Rawling himself in doubt. But
the PNDC is under severe pressure 1o restore
‘order’ in (3hana at the expense of the
working class, a class which is particularly
strong and militant.

With the decpening world crisis, hopes of
solving the economic plight of countries like
Ghana on a national basis have receded even
further. Their régimes are [aced with com-
promising with the IMF and the western
banks, and/or strengthening siate capital.
Both options mean cracking down on
workers and peasants.

It is too early to say which way the PNDC
will jump, whether it will be prepared to
move against the working class. But the out-
come will certainly depend on just how
strong and independent the workers
movement 1s. O

Socialist Review Lebruary 1983
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NEWS & ANALYSIS: ltaly

The end of terror

The Red Brigades captured the
umagination of many militants
as they attempied to blast Italy
into seclalism. But the result has
been a bitter defeat. Tim Potter
explains why.

On 16 March 1978 Aldo Moro, President of
the ruling Christian Democrats and the most
influcntial politician in ltaly, was kidnapped
by the Red Brigades. Fifty-five days later his
body was found in the boot ol a Renault 4 1n
the centre of Rome. The trial ol those
acchscd has just ended, Sixty-three members
of the Red Brigades were convicted, Halrgot
life imprisonment, (he rest were sentenced
tor terms stretching up to thirty years.

The last tive years between the deed and
the retribution have been vedrs of bitter and
unprecedented  war  between  the most
efficient and deadly terronst group the
industrial world has ever seen and a state
oreparcd to go to almost any lengths to
destroy its armed opponents. But the trial of
the Red Brigades marked a turning point in
the history of the terrorist groups, In 1982,

915 militants of the {eft were arrested o0 sus-

picion of being terrorists. 3,000 are now n
jail either convicled or accused of terrorst

offcnces. while the number of militants still

active in the armed groups is almost certamiy
fewer than 200. Atter the wial the Red
Brigades formally announced they were
giving up the armed struggle. Tt 1s hard to
escape the conclusion that the history of
terrorism in [taly 1y, at least tor the time
being, at an end.

Explosion at Pirelli

Yot even in defeal the Red Brigades are
still important. They demonstrate  once
again terrorism cannot lead to socialism nor
aid the waorking class movement. Even
though the Red Brigades enjoved real
support and were spectacularly etfficient in
their operations, they were sull smashed and
left in their wake a divided and suspicious
working class.

The Red Brigades are very difierent from
those groups the press label as terrorist such
45 the 1RA, the P1.O or ETA. Unhke the
latter, the Brigades did not arise from the
struggle for national Liberation, never had
the support of a people oppressed by another
nation. Rather they arose directly trom the
radicalisation of students and workers
during the late sixties and, over time, con-
sciously adopted a strutegy ol armed struggle
as being the most eftective way to fight tor
socialism, They can only usctully be
compared to groups like the Red Army
Faction in Germany or the Angry Brigades
in Britain. But, unltke the last two, they were
to be far more suceesstul and long-lived.

The Red Brigades [lirst appeared in
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January J971 with a series of explosions at
Pirclli. The pattern of the early years was set;
the Red Brigades carned out a series of
minor actions aimed at lactories, managers’
cars and the beating up of foremen. Bot as
ofte commentator pointed oul

“These actions did not have a big ettect

They could hardly be distinguished from

the violence which had become uswal

practice inside the factories.”

In the heat of the mass movement which
swept Naly in those years, the Red Brigades
were g small, insignificant torce.

Despite their weakness, the Red Brigades
were already difterent (rom the rest of the
Ttalian telt. The politics which were to lead
them imo clandestinity were taking shape,
['he founders of the Red Brigades came trom
twir separale traditions, Some were Maosts,
others came from the ltalian Communist
Party. What united them was the concept
taken  originally from the Stabinist
Communist Parties of the 1940s, of a
military war against the existing state. The
Maoists looked 10 the Chinese revotution,
the ex-communisis (o the [talian Resistance.
For bath groups, the vanguard (as they
called themselves) was distinet from the muss
ot the population, relying on their support
but carrying out the tasks which the masses
could not handle for themselves, Already 1t
was an chtist view of the parly, onc which
separated it, inaction, from the class which i
was Lo ‘represent’, Soon it was to lead 1o
disaster.

Up till 1974, the Red Brigades were hitle
known outside the contines ot the lett. Their
actions were obscurcd by lar more exciting
events: mass workers’ struggles and the
heady growth ot the revoluntionary left. But
during the mid-seventies the situation was to
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change rapidly and they were to be propelled
into the limelight.

By the mid scventies the workers’
movement began to lose direction and
strength, ‘The nanor acts ot sabotage or
vilence in the lactories were no longer
obscured by the struggles ol thousands of
workers. [hey hecame increasingly 1solated
and thus began to have a weight ol their own,
Prospects lor real change in halian society
began to recede as the Communist Party
rejected any open conflict with the Chnstan
Democrats and  instead proclaimed the
necessity of a ‘Historic Compromise’ with
the traditional ruling party. The mass move-
ments of the previous years began (o move
into a prolonged crisis and the revolutionary
left began o Jose its way. In the absence of
any credible alternative the Red Brigades
hegan Lo assume an lmportance cut of all
proportion to their numerical strength,

The theory of the Red Brigades was crude
but did appear to make some sense, Thestate
was seen  as becoming  increasingly
centralised and repressive. The political
partics were mere instruments of the inter-
national ruling class who were used to whip
up support for the state. But the dictatorship
of the state had not yet trinmphed. 1thad not
won most of the population to its policies
nor had it been able (o destroy the armed
vanguard of the revolution, the Red
Brigades.

Heady growth

st the kllling n Aldo Moroin 1978

The strategy came straight I[rom the
theory. The Red Brigades proposed a head
on clash with the state in order to disrupt the
moves towards dictatorship and to force the
masses to choose between (wo opposing
forces, the bourgeols state and the armed
revolutionaries,

In normal circumstances, such a ‘strategy’
would have been suicidal, the 1solated
terrorists would have been wiped out by the
state. But Italy in the mid-seventies was not

x
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‘normal’. Far from leading to disaster, the
strategy was the basis of seven vyears of
armed struggle.

There were many rcasons for the Red
Brigades' success. Pride of place must go to
the Communist Party. For years it had been
the (raditional channel of protest; from 1976
onwards it was lar more Iinterested in
diverting any opposition in order not to im-
perll 1ts shaky albance with the Christian
[Democrats. The revolutionary left was also
unable to give a way forward to the tensions
that continued to wrack 1tahan society.

From 1976 onwards, all the groups of the
revolutionary left entered a deep crisis from
which they werc not to recover. Thousands
of militants had beenbrought upin the belief
that the socialist revolution was at hand, that
Christian Democrat rule was drawing to an
engl. Their dreams had been brutally dashed
and, of course, a significant number were 1o
drift towards the terrorist embrace. In the
factorics, there was a layer of militants who
had fought for almost a decade against the
bosses and their own union leadership. The
struggle now appeared lost and some drifted
towards the ‘armed party’. Added o this,
was a vasl pool of young people, often
unemploved, wanting to change Itahan
soclety but seeing no channel other than the
armed groups in which o fight.

Political flexibility

The sad fact was that after 1976, the only
organtsation that appeared to be continuing
the fight tor the revolution was the Red
Brigades. As a woman in her sixtics put it:

‘I don't agree with a singlc thing they do.
But in Etaly today the Red Brigades are
the anes who have any ideals.”

In this siuation the Red Brigades and
groups like them could flourish. The late
seventles saw 4n unprecedented wave of
political violence. In the first three months of
1880 for example, there were 437 acts of
political viclence, including 27 deaths. The
targets were varied. Top of the List were the
police and judges, tollowed by Chrnstian
Democrat peliticians. But others sutftered as
well, Radical journalisis who argned the
nced for profound reform within the state 1o
neutralise the roots of terrorism were shot.
Their crime was to attempt to mediate
between the two sides in the war that the Red
Brigades were fighting.

The number of groups multiplicd as the
terrorist phenomenon grew.

These groups did enjoy real support. The
militants were not conlined 1o a small sector
ot society. Among those arrested have been
FIAT workers, unemployed youth, trade
union militants as well as  prolessors,
teachers and lawyers. In the workplaces,
there was a certain amount ot shelter [or the
armed militant, As tate as 1980 when the
groups were badly hit by the state’s otfen-
sive, almost half the workers in two glectrical
fzctories 10 the north were preparcd to give
some Justification to terrorism as a way of
fightung against the system.

Yet this support was very passive. Rather
than betraying a desire to actively aid the
armed groups, the interviewcd workers were
showing their lack of {aith in thetr own
capacity 1o change the system. The inter-
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views showed that workers still wanted
change, still saw 1L right that those who ran
sacicty should be punished but they now
lacked confidence to do it themselves. The
workers' movemcent had been unabile 1o Kick
out the Christian Democrats but the
terrorists could bump them oft ene at a time.
They could not win strikes in 1he way they
had done in the past, but at least their
cmplovers were under constant threat of

assassination.

In short, the crsis of the left and the
workers” movement had opened up a space
for the terrorists to work 1n. By filling the
headlines week aller week with  ther
‘revolutionary” actions, the Red Brigades
took over the role that the working class had
filled only a tew vears before.

The fight of the Red Brigades all too often
threw back the workers” movement, On a
number of occasions, strikes were called off
after the discovery of Red Brigades” leaflets
giving support to the struggle or when arrests
uncovered terrorist supporters in the ranks
ot the strikers,

Both the acttons and politics of the Red
Brigades could not have been better designed
to reduce the support they had to passivity.
They were trving to torce the working class
to lake sides. to polarise the political
situation to such a degrec that it would be
forced to come behind its sell-proclaimed
vanguard. [t was extraordinarily clitist, The
Red Brigades could not talk of the self-
emancipation of the class but only of the
masses being forced to support them or the
state.

On this basis the Red Bripades could
attract a few of the most bitter and dedicated
militants but they could never win consistent
strata of the class. Evenif they had beenrable
to there would have been little for them to do
other than join the ranks of the clandestimty.
Once someone opted for the armed struggle,
1t precluded them Irom working openly to
win the mass of workers, The military
demands for secrecy prevented any other
strategy olther than individual violence,

The state responded to that violence ail
too enthusiastically. A series of special laws
were rushed through parliament {with the
half-hearted support of the Communist
Party), which cut back dramatically on civil
libcrties and rights.

Bizarrc tramec-ups took piace with res-
pected militants accused of all sorts of crimes
which they could not possibly have
commitited. Most notorious was the case of
the *Autonomists’. Their Icading theorists
were arrested m Apnl 1979 accused of
maslerminding the piot to seize and kill Aldo
Mora., Even though the accusations were
soon disproved, those arrested have stll not
even been brought to trial let alone released
after almost four years ol prison.

Increasingly what was being put on tnal
wits not merely the terrorist cpisode bult the
whole history of working class militancy and
the mass violence that accompanied it since
1968. The violence of the picket line was
deemed Lo be the same thing as the individual
violence of the terronst. Factory militants
were arrested for wviolence on picket lines
which had taken place six years previous)y at
the height of the mass struggle.

The working class slowly retreated a5 the

nightmarc war between terromsts and state
developed. From 1978 to 1981, the two sides
were locked In a circle of violence as arrests
were replied to by shootings and then by
further arrests. The revolutionary left groups
also retreated. It was not only the repression
or the arrests of their own militants that
drove them back., More important was the
tact that the Red Brigades had managed to
polarise politics between themselves and the
state and the voice of a socialism that rehied
on the self-activity ot the working class was
seen has having little relevance.

The terrorist groups had, by 1978, become
the main force 1n opposition 0 the povern-
ment and 1s Communist allies,

For the ltalian state, the campaign againsl
terrorism was extremely uselul.

Not only did it use the opportunity to
introduce new repressive laws and threaten
many nilitanls wilh imprisonment, the
terrorisls gave the state an cxterndl cnemy
against which it could unite. The state had
fong been sunk into lethargy, incompetence
and corruption. frrom 1978 onwards i could
ratlonalise its repressive apparatus in order
to defeat its opponents.

The war between the state and the Red
Brigades was long and bloody, For four
years the terronists appeared invincible, able
to prek their targets at will. But this success
depended entirely on their military
excellence and the tuact that the social crisis in
italy contiued to produce a crop of angry
militants who had no other channel than the
terrorist groups to make an impact, As soon
as the police were able to penctrate their
ranks, they were doomed.

Continuing the fight

From [980) onwards cracks began to
appear in the structure of the Red Brigades,
as militants confessed 10 the police In
exchange for lighter sentences. These so-
called ‘repentants’ were beginming 1o jose
faith in the usefulness of the armed struggle
as a strategy for socialism. As the debate in-
side the groups hotted up so the detectors in-
creased in number. The terronist groups were
suftering not only a military defeat but a
political one as well. Their strategy had
faled: rather than uniting the working class
behind them, they had contributed 10 the
passivity and demoralisation of the class.

Faced with a frontal assauit by the state,
the groups had no possibility of winning. By
1682 the writing was on the wall—the
terrorist groups had been defeated.

The legacy that the Red Brigades and the
other organisations left was a heavy and
bitter one. A large part of the post 1568
militants had been imprisoned or torced out
of political activity. The revolutionary left
was in disarray, unable to olfer any
convincing alternative to the armed road.
The working class was demoralised and
inward-looking. The state was both poli-
tically and ideologically stronger than atany
time since the mid-sixtics,

ltalian terrorism  was  both the best
advertisement and greatest warning against
armcd struggle in recent times, They waged a
long and spectacular campaign but that
struggle turned out to be a disaster for those
who hoped for a socialist Taly. (]
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s of workers murﬂer&d in Chiang Kai-Shek’s

The Chinese catastrophe

Anti-imperialists from backward
countries argue that it is essential
to build class alliances with the
‘national bourgeoisie’ to liberate
their countries from imperialism,
Mark Caldwell shows how the
expertence of the Chinese
working class in the 1920s proves
that strategy leads to disaster.

In the eight years between 1919-1927 the org-
anised working class in China grew from a
maodest number of company or cratft based
cross-class associations into a  massive
revolutionary torce capabie of tunda-
mentally challenging the polincal and
economic power of the national and 1m-
perialist bourgeoisic. The scale of the
revelutionary swell was matched only by the
savage repression of the counter revolution.
The tactics of the Chinese Communist Party
acting under the instructions of Stalhn’s
Comintern, prevented the development of an
independent revolutionary leadership for the
working class and left the preletariat and
peasantry detenceless in the face ol a brutal
military assault by Chiang Kai-Shek's
Guomindang (Nationalist Party).

Day and Night

The lessons of the Chinese revolution
remain significant as a guide for revolution-
ary tactics today. In Trotsky’s words:

‘It 15 not possible to understand what
day is withour understanding what night
is, 11 15 not possible to understand what
summer 1s without having experienced
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wirnter, in the same way it 15 not possible

to understand the meaning of the

methods of the Oclober uprising without
study ol the methods of the Chinese
catastrophe.”

The Chingse working class tirst began to
assert itself as a collective torce dunng the
course of the struggles 1n the May Fourth
movement 1919, This was a Nationalist
movement under the leadership of the
bourgeosie which grew out of widespread
popular opposition to the Treaty of
Versailles decision to hand over German
concesstons 1n Shandong province to the
Japanese,

Two major parties emerged from this
struggle against 1mperialism, the
Guomindang, under the leadership of Sun
Yat-5Sen, and the Chinese Communist Party
(CCP). Both became acutely aware of the
power of the working c¢lass as an instrument
of chanpge as a result of their cxpericnees
during the early 1920s.

For the Guomindang however, the
strength of the working class was to be a
lever that they would use to overcome the
Northern warlords and the mperialist
powers in order to institute the rule of
the national bourgeoisic threughout China.
Both the working class and the national
bourgeoisic had a direct interest in over-
throwing imperialism within China and the
Guomindang sought to draw on this
common interestin orderto build an alliance
with the working class.

At this time native capitalists owned as
little as ten percent of colton textile pro-
duction and only 40 percent of all industry.
The imperialist powers dominated the heavy
industrial sector and controlled most of the
large workplaces., Favourable treaties
negotiated by the imperialists backed up by

financial support from the world market
compounded their position of superiority.
The interest of the national bourgeoisic n
pushing back imperiabist expansion was
clear.

Because the impenahists owned the vast
majority of major industrial enterprises the
class struggle 1n its early ycars was
manifested as a fight by the working class
against the gross exploitation and physical
abuse of the workforce by Japanese, British
and other imperialist owners. The conditions
of the working class in China 1920 compared
unfavourably to the conditions of the
English working class at the start of the nine-
teenth century.

The pericd 1919-21 saw a series of strikes
which were by and large spontancous and
characterised by “Luddite’ type destruction
and violence within the workplace. The
struggles werc In support of econonic
demands, better working conditions, for
trade union recognition or often against
physical attacks on workers made by the
emplover.

They provided the climate for the first
farge scale organised strike, the 1922
Xianggang (Hong Kong) seumen’s sirike.
For two months 30,000 seamen succeeded 1n
paralysing trade and industry within the_
British Colony and by the end of the strike
almost the entire population of the island
was involved and links had been established
with workers in Guangzhou {Canton City)
on the mainland.

These links proved to be of fundamental
importance 1o the gencral strike of 1925, The
seamen won a great victory achieving wage
riscs of between 15 and 20 percent,
demonstrating in the clearest terms the value
of union organisation and the power of the
working class.

Building the CCP

The Chinese Communist Party was
formed in July 1921 by the amalgamation of
a number of small Marxist circles which had
developed during the May Feourth move-
ment. The leading Communists were Chen
Duxiu and Li Dazhao, both of whom had
played a significant role in the May Fourth
movement and had consolidated therr
understanding of the potential of erganised
labour with a study ot some of Marx's
WIItings. S

From the outset the CCPintervened inthe
class struggle and wielded significant in-
fluence in the strike wave of 1922, Under the
influence of a Comintern controlled by
l.enin and Trotsky they adopied a classic
Bolshevik perspective of recruiting among
the working class, organising in the trade
unicns, and issuing revolurionary
propaganda.

A labour secretariat was formed and they
built successfully in the working class,
particularty amongst railway workers,
minets and other heavy industrial workersin
the central provinces of Huber and Hunan.

On | May 1922 the CCP felt sufficiently
confident to convene the First National
[.abour Conference which was atiended by
160 delegates from 100 unions representing
300,000 organised workers from 12 different
CLLies.,
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The CCP were aware that the
Guomindang alse commanded significant
influence amongst the working class, partic-
ularly in Guangdong (Canton provinec) in
the south, where the Guomindang under the
leadership of Sun Yat-5en had deleated the
local warlords and succeeded i providing a
comparatively liberal environment within
winch 1t wis possible for workers to organisc
themselves in trade unions gnd win higher
wages and improved conditions,

The CCPperspectivein 1921 wastoforma
united front with the working class inside the
Guomindang  wihile  at the same  time
retaiming their pohtcal and organisanonal
independence. In August 1922 they were In-
structed to enter the Guomindang in order (o
turther the nationahist revelutaon, Actiest the
Imstrucuon was rejected by the central com-
mittee, but pressure was applied by the
Comintern representialive and very soon
party discipline prevailed. This decision was
to have a devastating etfect on the workers
revodunion during the following vears,

The stnike wave of 1922 was followed by a
series of major deteats of the working class,
The suceess of the militarist Wu Beifu in
breaking up a CCP orgamsed national ruil-
waymen's canlerence and the subseguent
murder of thirty five strikers, opened the
tloodgates for an all out assault by the war-
lords on working class organisanon.

Mass Strikes

1924 sawe o small upturn in workimg class
activity, 4 number ot cconamic strikes
Xiangeang (Hong Kong) formed the buasis
tor a revival ot workers” orgamsations i the
south, while o change tn mihitary leadership
provided the opportunity to recover ground
i northern and castern regions, The Come-
munists were sensilive to the changing mood
ot the class und turned back Lo their previous
perspective, A workers' club was established
in Shanghar which very soon began o play
an 1mpottant role in the revoluuonadry
mMavement,

On 10 Debruary a stnke myvolving 30-
40,0000 workers hroke out in the Tapanese
owned wxtle milis in Shanghai, The CCP

was ideatty placed and very soon took
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contral of the sirike throogh its Shanghal
workers' club,  Another major strike
involving 12,000 workers broke out in the
Japanese owned cotton mills in Quindao.
The CCP convened the Second National
l.abour Conlerence and this time they
atiracled 281 delegates from 166 unmions
representing 540,000 workers. The
confercnce provided a rudimentary nationai
organisation which proved to be of consider-
able value to the revolution.

In May 1925, immediately lollowing the
conference of the textile warkers, strikes in
Shanghal broke out again in response (o an
attempt by the Japancse to ban all union
activity. On 15 May a leader of the workers
was  killed and workers and students
demonstraled in their thousands. On 30 May
a massive demonstratnion was fired upon by
the Briush police killing (welve workers and
IMJUTINE Many more.

A general strike was called in Shanghai
and the wave of militancy spread throughout
the country. Every major (owrn saw strikes.
demonstrations and street meetings agatnst
imperighsm. A total ol 135 stnikes were
called in the immediate attermath of 30 May
meident  involving 400,000 workers. In
Guangzhou a demonstration ol workers and
students was tired upon by Britsh police, 52
workers were killed and a further 117
wollnded. A peneral strike was called in
Cruangzhou accompanied by a general strike
of Chinese workers 1n Xianggang and a
blockacde of the British colony, Betore long
the entire Chinese worklorce had been with-
drawn from Xianggang and was soon in-
volved 1in organising 2000 armed worker
pickets (o enforce the blockade,

The CCP had worked hard to establish a
basc for themselves during the early days ol
the revolution and their cftorts had been
rewarded with considerable  success.
Iowever, there were dlready a considerable
number of problems developing trom theuwr
continued membership of the Guomindang.

Bloc of Four

The tactical advice given to the CCP by the
Comintern was part of a glohal stratepy.
[{aving alrcady accepled Stalin’s arguments
that Socialism could exist in one country, the
Comuntern’s tforaign policy was based on a
strategy of winming the conhidence ol the
national bourgeolsic i ocountries such as
China, 1n order to alleviate the pressures
applied by  the waorld wide forces of
imperialism. The theoretical  Justibication
wias provided by the concept of “a bloc of
Pour classes”, 4 return to the Menshevik beliet
which prevatled in Russia prior to the
October revolution,

Stahin arpued that the only foree capable
of completing the hourgeols democratic
stage of the revoluuon i China was an
alliance of the four classes who had a joim
interest in the overthrow of impenalisn, 1.e.

the national bourgeoisie, the petty
bourgeorsie,  the proletartat and  the
PeasarLry.

The proletariat on s own was not thought
strong enough to lead a workers” revolution.
Furthermore Stalin beheved that any antag-
onisms between the classes iwvoived o the
blac would be negated as they ined up for a

united fight against imperiatism, The
Guomindang were seen as the organisational
form ot the bloc ol tour classes and the CCP
were, theretore. asked o subjugate them-
selves and the working class to the leadership
ot the bourgeoisic,

However as the workers' struggle gained
momentum, strikes 1n British and Japanese
owned factories soon spread o Chinese
owned enterprises and the peasants started
to seize land from the local Chinese lund-
owners. As the revolutionary siruggle
developed, so the class antagonisms between

the proletariat and the bourgrorsie
sharpened.

Restraining influence
The Guomindang lcadership were

dusperate to keep the revolution within the
very limited boundaries of their own interest,
and i Shanghat an alltance between the
nationgl and imperialist bourgeoisie
succeeded m breakimp the general strike,
while 1n Guangzhou Chiang Ka-Shek,
recently  appointed  leader of  the
Guomindang military, prepared to launch
iy first coup.

A resolution tor the readjustment of party
aflfairs was passed within the Guomindang
which required the CCP to hand over to
Chiang a {ist of names of all Communists in-
volved 10 the Guomindang. Furthermore the
resolution prohibited any critcism of the
three principles of Sun Yat-Sen by the CCP,

Chiang tollowed this up by an attack on
the centre ol workers” organisation n
Guangzhou and the arrest of 530 strike
lcaders, most of whom were Communist,
The CCP immediately called upon the Com-
mtern o allow  them to lcave the
CGuomindang and reestablish themselves as
an independent working class lcadership tor
the revolution.

The Comintern instructed them to remain
in the Guomindang, to accept the resolution
lor the readjustment of party affairs with all
its implications and 1o build support for
Chiang's proposed northern expedition.

Chiang  Kai-Shek  had  succeeded n
severely weakening the abiiity ol the CTP o
organise without making an all out attack on
the class and thereby alienating the main
body of his support 1n the tight against
Lmperialism.

1926 saw a lurther intensification ot the
class strugele with many victories for the
working class. Of the 535 recorded strikes
during 1926, 50 percent were wholly success-
ful and a tfurther 30 percent parcaily
successiul.

1t was in this atmuosphere that Chiang Kai-
Shek prepared his armies for a northern ex-
pedition, designed to capture the industrial
centres of Wuhan and Shanghai and thereby
bringing the entire arca south ol the
Changjtang (Yangtse Kiang) under
Guuomindang control.

One of the armies of the expedition moved
up through Hunan and Hubel, two pro-
vinces where the CCP had buillt for them-
selvexs a very uselu] stronghold amongst
workers and peasants. In Hunan 100,600
workers belonged to labour unions ang |
nillion peosonts were organised 1n poasant
associations. In Wuhan alonc there were
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Workers reclaim the Elritsh cacessiun in Shanghai 1927

300,000 organised workers.

The workers and peasants of Hunan and
Hubegi preeted the armies with  strikes,
demonstrations and land seizures but the
CCP, in order 10 preserve the bioc of four
classes, were lorced (o act 4s a restraming -
fluence on workers” militancy, They directed
all their effort towards stitling any activity
which threatened land or capital owned by
the ‘revolutionary Guomindang’. By mid
October Wuhan had been taken. Progress
for the second army of the northern ex-
peditio led by Chiang Kai-Shek was less
smooth, As soon as both armies had leh
Guangzhou, Chiang declared marnal law
and set about the task of dividing and
destroying the general strike.

Comintern betrayal

The British navy, detecting the split in the
revolutionary movement, broke the block-
ade of Xianggang. Chiang then felt confident
to move towards Shanghai through Jiangxi
province systematically repressing worker
and peasant organisations in order (0
establish Guomindang rule.

Following Chiang Kai-Shek's first coup,
debate raged in the Comintern over the
question of tactics 1n the Chinese revolution.
Trotsky argued that the CCP should be
allowed to leave the Guomindang in order to
estublish workers’, peasants’ and scldiers’
councils. The experience of the Bolshevik
revolution had proved them to be the organ-
isational form through which the working
class could lead the revolution imo a higher,
socialist stage, beyond the Lmits of
bourgecis democracy.

Trotsky’s arguments were suppressed by
the Comintern. however, and the Chincse
revelutionaries were 1o galn no AcCess 1o
them until afier the final biow of the counter-
revolution had been dealt. The bloc of tour
classes remained as the Stalinist orthodoxy.

As Chiang Kai-Shek’s armies arnved n
Nanjing and then started (o move towards
Shanghai, the atmosphere amongst the
Shanghai working cluss was euphoric, a
general strike was called by the CCP for the
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19 February 1927, tollowed by an armed n-
surrcction three days later. Chiang’s armies
were expected to march in and support the
Uprising.

Chiang Kai-Shek held his troops outside
Shanghai and the insurrectron was crushed.
One month later the CCP organised a lurther
general strike and armed uprising and this
time the working class emerged victorious.
Chiang marched into Shanghai to be greeted
by the Communists and working class with
slogans such as ‘Hail the National
Revolutionary Army! Welcome to Chiang
Kai-Shek!", unaware that he had held his
armies outside Lthe city while they had tought
on their own.

By the end of March it had become clear
that Shanghai was the next targer for
repression. Despite the fact that the balance
of class torces inside Shanghal was massively
in favour of the warkers, the CCP dectined
the opportunity to lead the workers against
Chiang Kai-Shek. On the advice ot the Com-
intern they disarmed the workers and buried
the guns in order to avoid armed contlict
with Guomindang,.

Bloody massacre

Bukharin was later quoted assayimg, "Was
it not better (o hide the arms, not 1o accept
battlc and thus not permit oneself to be
disurmed? The bloody massacre of
thousands of workers and commurnlists was
the price that the working class had to pay
for the inept tactics of the Stalinised
Comintern. o
The coup in Shanghai proved beyond doubt
that Trotsky's arguments tor the establish-
ment of an independent working class otgan-
isation and the tormation of workers’,
peasants’ and soldiers’ soviets provided the
only method by which the revolution could
succeed. The Comintern bad placed the fate
of the workerss movement tairly and
squately in the hands of the bourgeosie. The
CCP were prevented even from criuicising,
let alone building any military opposition 1o
Chiang Kai-Shek by their adherence 1o the
bloc of four classes,

LEven atter the coup in Shanghai the possi-
bility of a successtul workers' revolution
remained. The revolutionary movement in
Fiunan and Hubei had peaked in 1927 and
00000 CCP members commanded the
support of 3 million workers and 15 million
poasants. |

Stalin, however, retained his support for
the Guomindang, claiming that Chiang's
coup had brought about a split hetween the
revolutionary Guomindang centred in
Wuhan under Wang Qingwer and the
reactionaries following Chiang Kai-Shek in
Nanjing. The task of the CCP. theretore, was
to win over the whole of the Guomindang Lo
the lell.

In Mav 1927 the Guonundang launched
coups, one in Hunan and one in Hubet. the
attermnpt in Hubei was lfoiled by the workers.
In Changsha, in Hunan provinee, Xiu
Kexiang captured the city and then setabout
destroving workers” and peasants” ovrgan-
isalions throughout the provinee.

On 2% June the General Trades Union of
Hubei voluntaridly disbanded ns worker
pickets, a move which was tantamount to the
unconditional surrender of the workers
maovement 1o the Guomindang by the CCP,

Expulsion

On 15 July all CCP members were ¢ox-
pelled [rom the Guomindang. The workers
revolution had been crushed and the bank-
rupicy of the Comintern’s tactics clearly ox-
posed. Instead ol accepting the defeat ol the
class and looking to rchuild a workers
movement Stalin deduced from develop-
ments i China and the rest of the world that
the world proletaniat had reached o new
‘third pertod” of struggle In which nter-
national proletarian revolunion was  the
order of the day.

In line with this analysis the CCP
organised armed uprisipgs 1n those arcas
where they still had some support, The in-
surrections were smashed one atter the
other. In Guangzhou alone 3,700 workers
were massacred. The outcome of this hinal
tactical outrage was that the mliary
remains of the CCP were decimated. The
comrades from the industrial regions who
had gone into hiding were exposed. The {CP
completely destroyed what remained of 1ts
base within the working class.

The workers™ revolution in China was
defeated because of the failure of Stalin’s
Comintern to understand that the struggle of
the working class against imperiabsm at
every point sharpens the struggle between
classes. And (hat every step lorward by the
waorking class pushes the nauonal
bourgeecisic towards an alliance with
imperiahsm.

The Chinese working class was depnved.
therctore, of the lcadership of an in-
dependent revolutionary party which would
have welded together the advanced sections
of 1he class and taken the revolution into a
situation where the mass of the population
controlled production through the organ-
isation of workers', peasants™ and soldiers’
soviels. Insiead they were subjected to the
leadership of the bourgeoiste and ety
defenceless against the brutal repression of
Chiang Kai-Shek’s counter revolution,
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ARTIST REVIEWED

Drawing connections .

Grosz’s satirical drawings are
well known, but hittle is known
about the man himself. Peter
Court traces his life from
revolutionary mvolvement to
pOSt-war pessimisim.

In June 1939 4 secret nazl document was
widely circulated hsting nearly all the most
fumous tigures ol the Weimar Republic, It
was virtually a death st as all were con-
sidered hostile to the naz regime.

Amaongst the artists on the st was George
Grosz, a person who was, according to the
document, ‘ene of the most cvil repres-
entatives of degenerate art who worked in a
manner which was hostite (o Germany™, It
was a5 well Grosz had taken up an ofter ot g
job teaching im America. That olfer saved the
lite of one of the world’s most remarkable
political artists,

The bitter and saunical pen and ink draw-
ings ol Grosz provide us with a powertul pic-
ture of the Wermar Republic. A period that
was born in a spinit of hope tollowing the de-
teat of the Imperial Regime inthe first World
War, But 2 hope that soon gave way 1o des-

pair as the country plunged into an era of

civil strife and violence which was [nally to
lead to the rise of Hitler and the triumph of
fascism,

Experimentation

Art was to marror these tumultuous times:
the Wermar Repubiic saw an unprecedented
fevel of expenimentation in all fields of art. h
was (rrosz’s achievement to combine thig
daring  and  cexcitement  with  @an un-
compromising revolutionary polincat
commitment. On three occasions Grosz was
actually brought to trial by the state on
charpes of insulting tie army. undermining
public morality and blasphemy,

Yot despite being involved inall this, little
1% known about Grosz himselt, That he was a
complex and frequently contradiclory man
5 bornte out by the recent re-publication of
his autobiography “A ftile yes and a bie ne'
Onginally published in 1946, it 1s both a las-
cinating and inturiating book. In 1 Grose
docs notdisclaim his political activism as has
been clatmed by some crnitics. rather he
refuses to even talk about 1t

[t s as il alter moving to America, Grosz
had wanted o become All Amencan and
lorget what had happencd i a Germauny
where Hitler had all too casidy rriumpbed.
Partly thes s undoubtedly true, Grosz™s work
in Amertea had none of the fire and passion
that had murked the work he had dong in
Ciermany, partcalarly his work between the
years [919-1923 In muny wiys Cirose’s de-
chine imto the pessimism of his Amertcin
period mirrors the dechine that took place in
the world revolutionary movement under
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the doubie burden ol Stalinism and Fascism.
That he remained committed for so long and
that he never, unhke so many others,
denounced his former commitment arc
achievements that should not be under-
estimated.

l.ike many of his contemporares, (rosz
became politicised by the first World War.
His enhistment in the infantry marked the
first turning point 1n his life, Before the war
he had been completely unpolitical but his
experience with the brutal farce of military
discipling together with the death and
destruction tn the trenches filled him with
anger and hatred and a determination to hit
back at the ruling order. Twice hospitatised
among severely wounded and mentally dis-
turbed soldiers, he barely saved his sanity by
pouring out his disillusionment into the
vitriodte  drawing tor which he became
Famonss,

Political artist

{rosz’s carcer as a pohtical artist grew oul
of his encounter with the poet and publisher
Wicland lerztelde. Herzielde mteoduced
Grosz o his brother, John Hearthield, a
printer and typographer. Both brothers
considered themselves socialists, They saw
themselves as being part of a general revolu-
tionary movement and. whilst Grose shared
their anti-establishment views, he protessed
no fairth in the idea of thie mass activity of the
working class,

At lirst their anli-war activily was on a
small scale. Hearthield, who was then a
postman in a tashionable Berlin residential
district, used to deposit atl his mail in the
secwers hoping to create dissatisfaction with
war conditions among those fanulies who
didn't get their mail. Grose's speciality was
sending gitt packages to front line sobdicrs, A
typical package would contam a starched
dress shirt, gloves, tic and a reguest {or tea,
which Grosz said was dilticult (o obtain in
Bertin. Grosz and Heartfield would also
send post cards to the front, Tull of anti-war
sentiments. So as to gel past the army
censors these cards were made up of words
and pictures pasted (ogether to convey
messages which would never have gol past
the censor if they had been written down.
Begnn as a war time dodge, this pasting
together of words and pictures 1o carry o
political message, as distinet from the art of
collage, was to be developed into powerfully
eloguent political photomontages by John
Hearttfield.

While Grosz and Heartfield carned on
their private war, Herzfelde looked lor
means 0 make more public statements. He
wanled 4 journal in which he could sponsor
openly anti-war statements. (n July 1916,
alter  owvercoming many  problems.  the
magazine Newe Sugend was published, 1t was
a very eclectie allair containing & broad
mixture of poetry, prosc and illustration.
Among the many contnbutors was the poet

Richard Huelsenbeck the first ‘formal” expo-
nent of Dada in Berlin. Today it's hard to
tmagine the fury that Dada provoked in the
stale conservative almosphere of the
German state. The closest modern egquiva-
lent would be how the media first reacted to
Punk.

Dada’s aim simply stated by Huelsenbeck
was to smash the cultural 1deology of the
Germans. 1t was, he said, 1o be smashed by
“all the 1nstruments of satire, bluff irony and
finally viclence.” The most notable technigue
of the Dadaists was to invite an audience to a
cultural evening, and abuse them. Nensense
poetry, swearing contests and staged races
between sewing machines and typewriters
were the things that an audience at a typical
Dada soiree could expect to be greeted with.

The reaction to such [ada events was
notably ¢xtreme and provided Grosz with
his tirst brush with the state. He was charged
with 1nsulting the German army by ox-
hibiting a taillor's dummy dressed inan army
uniform with the head of a pig. He was lucky
to get away with only a fine.

In the revolutionary exciiement of
November 1918, arusts whose  pre-war
isolation from pohtcal and social problems
had been shattered by the war banded to-
gether in the November Group, [n January it
published 1its manitesto, The group propased
to totally reorganise muscums and  art
galleries, transform the architecture of
public buildings and completely resiructure
art education. Unfortunately the enthusiasm
ot the November Group’s programme was
not matched by that of s membership,
Many artists who had been caught up in the
inttial excitement of revolution soon dis-
covered that their interests were not political
and the probetariat wias nol an appreciative
audience tor their artistc endeavours.

Committed

In the Berhin November Group the con-
tlicts between the membership became so
marked that an opposition group was
tormed within it [t was not [ormally or-
ganiscd but made up of like minded artists,
many of whom came from the revolutionary
wing of Dadaism. Grosz, Ouo [hx, Racul
Hausman, Hannah Hoch, Rudolll Schlicter
and Georg Scholz formed the core of this
opposition group, In June 1921 thig
opposition addressed an open letter to the
Novemhber Group attacking its leadership
for betraying s orngmal revelutonary
gpoals, The {erter ended with a plea tor arnists
tir commit themselves to the proletarian
revolution and touse their skills in building a
new communily of workers and artists.

The letter underhined the basic problem
tacing the politically commuatted arust in this
period: the conflict between so called fine art
and propaganda. For most artists pro-
paganda was to be avoided: 1t reduced every-
thing o an 1immediate pohucal or social
cause, tor the communist arbist, though,
there was no contlict between. art and
propaganda, all art being propaganda singe
all art was determined by class struggle.

Art as class struppgle was a view most
clearly  articulated by EK Sandor, a
Hungarian arnst who worked in the Agit-
Prop division of the German Communist
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Blood Is the best sauce, pen and ink drawing 1919

Party (KPD). He maintaimed that art was
determined by the class which possessed the
means of production, It was thercfore
meaningless to speak of proletarian art until
the prolelariat controlled econemic and
political power. In a revolutionary situation
where the bourgeoisie was losing control and
the proletariat moving nto power, there
could develop an interim revolutionary art,
produced by an avant garde which cutits tics
to the bourgeoisie and allied wselt with the
working class. The fundamental criterton of
revolutionary art was theretore how well 1t
served 1the cause of the proletariat in the class
struggle.

Unfavourable impressions

FFollowing this advice to the revolutionary
artists, Grosz took an active part 1n
organisations which were championing both
the German worker and the voung Soviet
Union. His work within the Internanonal
Workers' Ald (an organsation to aid the
victims of the tamine in Russia) was so
successiul that he was nvited 10 visit the
Sowviet Union 1n 1922,

His impressions ol the new proletarian
state were far trom lavourable, 1t was a
country still recovering trom a bitter ¢ivil
war and everywhere there was mistrust and
hostility. Above all there was poverty and,
despite his work in the International
Wworker's Ald, Grosz was hittle prepared for
his first glimpse¢ ot a famine.

‘So my first impression was of hunger,
direct physical hunger ... Yes, thereabove me
{on the docks) were loclsts, [ thought day-
dreaming, perhaps this is really the land of
locusts ...

During the five months that he stayed in
Russia Grosz melt many of the leading
figures of the revolution. He was amongst 4
carefully selected group of people who were
invited to meet Lenin in ong of his last public
appearances shortly before his death. Lenin
at this time was scriousiy 1l and he wandered
and stumbled in his speech of welcome. For
Grosz, it was a depressing cncounter. On the
occasion of his meetng with Trotsky, Grosz
was impressed by his military appearance
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and brilliant delivery but thought that
Trotsky had little real interest 1n art.

All in all the trip was not a great success,
His scepticismm had kept him trom viewing
the new state with rose-tinted spectacles and
he returned Lo Germany netther cxelted or
disappointed but aware that the Sovict
Union was not the place for him or his art.

The trip to the Soviet Umon s frequently
cited by many critics as the point at which
Grosz turned trom communism. That he did
not ghorify Lenin or Russia did not, however,
allect his commilment to the cause of the
German proletariat. He continued to have
an  active relationship with communist
arganisations and individuals for several
vears after his return.

Cirosz’s most powertul commitment (0
communism was tied (o the terror and tur-
motl of the first five vears ot the Weimar
Republic. 11is work in the later part of the
1920s is quieter 1n both form and content.
His work still dealt with the same subjects,
mostly the bourgeoisic at lewsure, but what
was missing was any hint of hatred towards
his subject. They were accurate and sensitive
drawings but not the sort that could be used
as weapons in the class war. The hand thal
drew them was no longer angry,

Dying fire

Il the fire was dying down in {3rosz, 11 was
being smothered in the German Communist
Party. The revolutionary organisation that
he had jeined in [919 was being turned intoa
regimented bureaucracy. Heavily under the
influence of Russii, the Party became less
and less democratic n s organisation.
Artist members were expected to paint whal
they were told to, an intolerable situation for
(irosz. [n his writings he had insisted that a
revolutionary art emerged when the artist
becamce involved in the revolutionary needs
of the proletariat, He had never considercd
the party as a judge of art. When the party
critic accused him ot being insufficiently
optimistic in his portrayal of workers his
reply was characteristically  bitter  and
pointed.

‘l cannot imagine the proletaniat other

tha s as | depict him. I see him stll
oppressed. still at the bottom of the social
tadder, pootly dressed, poorly paid, in
gloomy, smelly dens and often sustained
by a bourgeors desire to go upwards ... Lo
help the worker to understand  his
oppression and sutfering: to make him as-
certain openly his poverty and his servi-
tude: to awaken 1n him self-
consciousness; to awaken him lor the
class struggle—thisas the aim ot artand |
serve that aim.”

The position that Grosz tound himselt in
wils  becoming  increasingly ditficuit. He
could not simply repudiate the Communist
Party, because it stll stood for social justice
and against militarism. Contronted by the
growth ol authoritarianism in  both
Germany and the Soviet Union he became
more and more pessimistic in his outlook,
When in 1932, the Art Siodents League
olfered him 4 teaching post 1n New York he
took 1T as a4 welcome opportunity Lo gscape
fram a grim rcality and a chance 10 start 4
new carver. He emigrated to the States on 12
January, 1933, just ecighteen davs before
FHitler became Chancellor.

And so Grosz tried o become an
American. He sought to forget his tensions
and fears by adopting a positive outlook. But
the conlhets between the new and the old
were too great and Grosz became steadily
unhappier as the nazi nightmare expanded
into world war. Oncea [riend discovered him
and the end al a long drinking bout burning
a pile of drawings. The drawings were crude,
horrible and brilhant. Grosz explatned that
he drew o rid himselt of the ugliness and
then destroved the offensive drawing.

Devastated stickmen

The deleat of the nazis and the end of the
war did not lessen his pessimism, He began
working on a series of paintings of suckmen
in devastated landscapes. The series cuoml-
minated in 'FThe painter of the Hole'. Intan
cmaciated and holiow figure wearlng an iron
collar sits 11 a grey landscape staring al a
canvas which is torn and empty. The artist,
explained Grosz. “believed once ina picture,
but now there is only a hole without
meaning, without anything ... nothingness.”

Al first Grosz resisted offers to rewarn 1o
Germany atter the war. It would have meant
for him a failure to have become an
American. Nevertheless he returned. There
are several accounts of hus last days in Berhin
in July 1959, Wigland Herztelde tells of an
evening spent in a small inn in West Berhn
when Grosz loudly praiscd Litler. Anyoene
who didnt know him would have thought
him a nazi. Those who knew hun could
plimpse again the young Grosz attacking the
hypocrisy of a Germany in which no one but
Hitler seemed to have been a nazi.

On the mght of & July Gresz was
accompanied back to his apartment after a
convivial evening spentin a fashionable cale.
Early the next morning 4 newspaper woman
found him collapsed inside the entrance to
the house. She called severat workers from
the street to help her carry him to his apart-
ment. He died as they tried to move him. {t

s ironically like a scene from one of his
own drawlings. O
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Essentially amorphous

=ocealist Register 1982
Aferfin Frreva, {350}

A better than average Kegister this
Lo,

The contents can - most con-
veniently be summarised uader tour
heading=:  Hrtam,  the  Sralinist
sowaclivs, Marsist theory, miscel-
luncous. No doubt some, perhaps
most, of the contnibuowers wouold
protest against being roughly
shewved inre these slots, Nonethe-
less, wiven lnited space, some such
chiaracterisation i tecessary o
rcaders of this review are to be able
tor furm a genceral notion of the
shape of the thing.

Swuart Hall on The Batile for
Nercradise Felewy 111 the 19805 tetls os
Ihat weo need more soctabist propa-
sanda, Another article on Britain s
Foeonmnie  planning and  warkery’
cenntred. a tactoally valuable and
politically splendid survey by Ray
Cirgen and Andrew Wilson, which
conciudes ity analysis of current teft
[.ahewir shibboleths on the matter
with Muars's [875 comment:

DIeapite s democrance clang,
the whole programme 13
Lhorroughly indested with servile
breTiet 1 the state, or, whal 15 no
hetter, by o demovratic faith in
miracles, ar rather, it 15 4 com-
promise between these pwo sorts
of fatth i miracles, both cguully
far removed trom socialism.”

Then we have twno usetul, if far

fraom revotutionary, items by mem-
bers of the GILO Police Commiitece
Suppott Unit, The myth of black
criminality and Scagrman. the police
counter-atiack, a eniticism by liuw

Beyvnion of the Scabrook school of

"Woe, woe, what has become of us’
analysis (Jeremy Seabrook and rhe
British Working Clays) and John
Savilie's intercsiing and charscrer-
stically inconclusive Reffecrions on
recent Labowr Flistorfopraphy.,

Here too, although it does not fit
the catepories at all well, mention
musl be made of Ralph Miliband's
passtonate and transparently sin-
cere obituary of Ruth First; a
tribute #nd a reminder that socialist
activists are sometimes murdered
by agents of the bass class,

There are live preces related to
vne or olther aspect of Stalimst (ype

societws —my delinition, not that of

the authors.

Twenty-five vears after 1956 the
Rreritape of the Hunparian Revolution
by Bill Lomax: a good deal ol inter-
esting information here, but cast in
the, to me, absurd frumework that
assumes the Hungarian rcgime has
sotnething 1o do with Bolshevism,
Solidarity After the Coup by Denis
McShane does not add a great deal
10 Colin Barker and Kara Weber's
Saftdagrnose (15 2.13) but it 1s lively,
vigorously written and puts the
central  political  guestions  very
clearly. I quote the second sentency
and the last three:
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*The workers, intellectuals and
activists who formed Solidarity
did not know how to convert the
gains of August 1980 into per-
manegnt change... Power cannot
be shared. It can only be trans-
terred. And Sobidarity, like all
trade unions, was not the instru-
ment for sccuring in 3 decisive
{ashion, that transter of power,”

Splendid Denis, And the Labour
Party?

[ am not compuelent 1o discuss the
East German writer Christs Waolf™s
Ciradel  of reasen, a speech on
Bichner. and so mercly note it
Ernest Mundel's Ching: the
eranmmic crisiy 1s a very different
matter. This 15 something that really
ought to he read by anyvone who s
at ail interested 10 the notion that
therc are, or can be, workers' states
not created by or controlled by any
actual working class. It 15 2 classic
ot its kind.

‘First, it is now ¢learer thanever
that socialist revelution Ih
China  was necessary  and
historically justified,”
But in what sense was 1t a socialist
revolution? Wias it led by the work-
ing class? Or did the working class
subsequently gain control? tirnest
does nat  venture to sugpgest
anything of the sort, On the con-
trary, he starts from the rulers whao
‘have taced a4 series of stralegic
problems rooied 1in the country’s
backwardness.” The workers (and
the peasant masses) feature  as
nhieces in the struegle with rhese
problems in Mandel's account.

‘“What arc the causes of China's
progress? asks Mandel, and he
replies, “The main one s that

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
Unlimited, 265
Severn Sisters Rd,
London N4 2DE

China’s labour power is no longer 2
cormmodity, thal there is no longer a
labour market 1in China, that work-
ers have job security..' Yet he also
speaks of ‘the cnormous mass of
uncmployed’, of the ‘twebve million
urban yvoung people who left school
in 197% and were looking for jobs,
only seven million got them.” He
tells us that; *the threat ol dismissal
now hangs over the heads ot 100
million wagee carners in China’ and
af ‘*hudden rural unemployment,
estimated at 30 percent ol the 300
million agniculiural producers.” He
tells us oo thal ‘as # resuli of re-
trenchment, thousands of factories
are 1dle or shut down.”

Sounds Famihiar, So too does bus
remark that “iilation remained
rampant’. Ah, bul you see *China’s
labour power 15 no longer a
commaodity™!

For those not bermused by
Mandel’s muetaphysics there is a
good review by Paul Keleman of the
(Mandelist) book on the Ethiopian
revolution by Halliday and
Maolyneux.

*“'‘Revolution lrom above™ write
tialhday and Molyneux, "is not
so much an alternative 1o revo-
lution rom below as  an
extension or fulfilment of a mass
movement from below, where
the latter 1s, for o wvarety of
reasans. unable to go beyond
the stage of creating an atmos-
phere of national dissidence and
to owverthrow the established
régime.” Throogh its silences
and misinterpretations,  cala-
logued above,” writes Keleman,
‘The Fthinpign Rovelution sug-
2ests a contrary lesson;  the
lesson  that the Leptrean and
Tigrayan struggles continue to
demaonstrate 1in practice—the
masses cannot be substituted for
in history.”

Exactly so.

On theory, loosely defined, we
have a reprint of Deutscher's
Tragedyv of the Polish Communist
Fart)y (which first appeared in
Fnglish in 1972) and a contentious
mece, Mgrxism  gnd  the Jewish
Cruestion by David Ruben as well as
some other items ol imterest.

The Register was intended, to
quote the fiest (1964) issue, 1o be a
jeurnal devoted 1o *socialist analy-
sis and discussion’, contrelled by
eclitors who hold *a detinite and
committed pomt of view' but whao
‘have no wish to imprison dis-
cussion  within a narrow frame-
work” and so present "a wide range
af ideas and arguments, including
those with which they disapree.”

It can indeed be lairly ¢laimed
thal 1t has presented a wide range of
arpument over Lthe years.

The claim that the Rerister has,
as 1ts axis, a definite and committed
point ol view 15 much harder 1o
sustain. It is casy cnough (o say
what it 15 not. Not Labourite, not
Stalinist, not Eurocommunist
falthough with occasional leanings
that way}, not academic Marxst,
not Third Worldisi—and not revo-
lutionary  socialist cither, There
have been contributions from all{or
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nearly  alll  these  posiliops. I
accordance with the stated posiiion
ot wide-ranging  dscussion,  bul
where 15 the central core of deas
apainst which these various tenden-
cles are Lo be asessad”

What actuatlv, other than the
provigsion ol spoaee Por discussion,
dovs Secfafist Resivrer stand for?
Who can say? Lt is essentrally amor-
phous and evasive.

Naturally, there are those who
repard this characteristic  as
desirable. And wr declare an inter-
eal, it has permitted the mclusion of
oceasional  contributions  from
supportets of SWIT politics [Nigel

Harris, ] rave Widgery, lan Birchall,
mysell) which would nat have been
printed by ather, ostensibly non-
party, journals of the lelt,

Yot surely, abier nearly twenty
vears ol discussion, seme delinie
canclusions aught to have emerped,
bs there, for example, any “actualby-
existing socialism’ or 15 there not?
Can soclahsm be achicved by the
use of the cxisting military-
hureaucratic state machine or can it
not? What, at the end of the day, is
the purpose of discussion if not to
lead to decisions and so to action?

Duncan 1alkas

IR T
S R b

Arms race logic

Exterminism and Cold War
Edward Thompson and others,

New Left Baoks and Verso, London
1982 L350 (p/h).

Early in 1980¢ Fdward Thompson
was 1n despair. The new Cold War
was already intull spate with Nato's
December 1979 decision tix deploy
Cruise and Pershing 2 missiles in
Europe; furthermore no movement
had as yet cmerped to oppose i, The
despair spawned two publica-
tions—the frst, Prosest and Survive,
was the highly successtul pamphlet
around which CNL was inttialty re-

T

EF Thompso
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built; the sccond was more
theoretical and reflecuive 1n nature,
entitled “Nores on Exterminism, the
Luyt Srare of Civiffvation’, It was
published tn Mew Left Review. The
editors have now republished 1,
along with a dozen or 0 responscs
in this kook. In doing so they have
certainly tuken care to achieve a
good geographical spread with
these responses (from Russia the
brothers Medvedev, from Italy
Lucio Magr, from Japan Saburo
Kugai, from Germany Rudolt
Babhro—plus contributors from
Britain and America), whether they
have achieved an equivalently good
pofitical spread 15 another matter.—
but we shall turn 1o that below,
Thompson's thesis was a com-
paratively simple ane. Both Russta
and Amuerica are now dommalted by
the logic of an arms race, which, in
its turn, has imposed upon each a
symmetrical structure of society; n
each counuy (and, by implication
in the remainder of the world that
gach dominales), ‘cxterminism’,
rufes. 'he implication here is that
insofar as America, for instance,
still has ‘capitalist’ elemnents within
it, they must be seen as quite.subor-
dinate  to ats over-regching
‘exterminist’ dynamws. From this
Thompson then draws the con-
clusion that the Bomb *is not a ¢lass

tssue but 2 human 1ssue’, a con-
clusion which ircevocably lines him
up with the right-wing and against
the socialists inside CNID.

A review such as this 15 100 short
to show what 18 wrong with this
position (besides, 1t has been donv
already in Socialist Review by Chris
Harman in his excellent ‘“Marxism
and the missiles’. Oclober/
MNovernber 1980), What we can do,
however, is (o sge how he gets to this
position. Firstly we should note
that he begins with a fundamentally
correct observation—that the arms
race has imposed on its parlicipants
broadly symmetrical structures of
society (or perhaps, rather, 1t has
revealed them as already having
such symmetrical structures), But
why not conclude along with 1.enin,
and above all Bukharin, that the
drive to world war 1s inherent 1n
ageing capitalism, that no new
mode of production has 1o be
invented to explain the renewed
threat of war as the world system
plunges yet again into the same sorl
of ¢risis that produced [914-18 and
| 939-457

The answer is twofold. On the
ane hand Thompson either does not
understand or, worse, refused to
consider Bukharin’s crucial
contribution to Mardism. Other-
wise he would fesl no need to draw
new mades of production oul of
thin air like rabbis from a bat. On
the other hand, his break with
Stalinism in 1956 was in no sense &
real theoretival break. For he con-
tinued to think of Russia as having
an underlying sociglisy structure
even while continuing to criticise 13
leaders for using this structure iIman
inhuman way. Now if socialismand
capitalismi are incompatibte, and
yei, at the same time, a common
logic ol military competition has
now arisen on lop of what were
these ‘capitalist’ and ‘socialist’
societies, Lhen it is not $O surprising
to see Thompson concluding that
we must now be in 4 post-capitalist
and post-socialist Cexterminist’
SLCIELY,

Impoverished by his lack of a
theory of state capitalism on the one
hand and his lack of a Bucharinite
theory of mlitary capitalist com-
petition on the other. it is easy to
stumble in this direction. ‘Without
the theary of state capitalism you
cannit  explain the symmetrical
nuclear wmperialisms of Russia and
America, and without a

Lenin/Bukharin theory of
capitalist world war you canrot
begin toexplain the onset of the new
Cold War at the same tune as there
wias a4 return ol orisis to the world
cconomy in (he 1970s—aunless of
course you abandon Murusm alto-
gether as does Thampson,

1 its own supertficial way the "ex-
terminist’ thesis does at least recog-
nise the symmetry between the
nuclear imperalisms and makes an
attempt {following € Wright Mills’
socicdogistic explanations of the
‘milifary  industrial complex™) to
account for how and when it came
about, The same cannot be said,
however, lor most of the other con-
rributions in this book. NMowe of the
thirteen other contributors make
any aftempt to explain the sym-
melry; none of them even intimate
that there might be 1 Marxist
theory—such as the theory af state
capitalism—which makes such an
attempt itself.

More remarkably, with one ex-
ceprion, nong of the thirteen even
begin o frame their answers 1o
Thompson's ‘exterminism’ by
starting off {rom Lenin and
Bukharin's classic explanations of
world war and then seeing how
much of that analysis tis the
situation today. The exception is
Mary Kaldor. Her theoretical
position is, however, an eclecti
amalgam of Reoso T xemburg and
Karl Kautsky, € Wright Mills and
Mike Kudron. She balieves that war
is ‘necessary Lo but discontinuous
[rom” capitatism, and that the
Permanent Arms Race 15 the cause
rather than the result of capitalist
crisis. She concludes that the way
ghead is via "workers’ plans’ tor the
reconversion of war  production
plus an alhance with "progressive’,
anti-miliaristic capital. The result
of all this is considerable confusion.

This book 15 not all neganve,
however. Raymond Williams ar-
gues against anyv shde mte mulo-

‘The smallest mass
party in the world’

by fan Birchall

Find out how we built
it in this history of the
Socialist Workers
Party from 1951-
1979.

60p plus 20p
postage/ten for £5
post free from
Socialists Unlimited,
265 Seven Sisters Rd,
London N4 2DE




lateralism and against Thompson™s
exorcism of the class struggle—even
if he does not atlempr 1o answer the
wnderlying theoretical guestions
involved. Noam Chomsky has a
sharp  and  well-written  poalemic
agamst US imperialism; and several
authors argue, convincingly, thar
Thompson's analysis underplays
the significance of Russian/ Ameri-
can conllict oulside FEurope, par-
riclarly in the third world,

But the buik of the objections 1o
Thompson come from contributors
intent un ¢xonerating Russian im-
perialism in one way or another, In
the case of the Moedvedevs no real
attempt is made to couple this with
a soclabist eritique of Thompson,
This is not true, however, for the
two  MNew Lefr Review board
contributors, Mike Davis and Fred
Halhiday, For both of them the new
Cold War s a struggle between
*capitaltsm’ {(America) and
‘socialism’ (Russia), and hence an
‘instance of the global  class
struggle’ {p33). From here it is bur a
short step to defending the right of
Brezhnev and co to blow workers in
the West to picees.

Certainly they scem to beheve
that 1t is right ftor Brezhnev to
threaten to do so. Davis, lor in-
stance, signals his approval for
Brezhnev's mubitary posturing by
claiming that:

"It is possible that the Sovicl
Union’™s approach  toward
strategic nuclear paniy in 1970-
73 . staved Nixon's hand irom
the final, nuclear escalation 4s
much, or more, than the fears of
domestie explosions at home’
(p37).

And Hallhday agrees:

‘... the new strategic potentiat ot
the LJSSR stayved the hands of
US officiuls who mught other-
wise have envisaped direct inter-

vention, as in Lran’ {p300},

He concludes by explaining the
nom-existence of CND-type bodies
in Russia, nol by referring to 18
repressive  stale  apparatus, but
rather by claiming that since Russia
15 not basically responsible lfor the
Cold War, there v ne reason Lo
expect one (o develop anyway.

.. tf the political responsibility
for the New Cold War i dis-
proportienately attnbutable to
the USA and its allies. the room
for political mobihisation
against the New Cold War i3
disproportionately  restricied
within the USSR and its
assoclaled states, to the point
where 1t s nob vel inooany
meaningful sense capable of in-
dependent arpculanon in them®
[p320).

The consequences ol all this are
guite disastrous within the anti-war
movements that have mobihsed
more than a million people world-

wide over the past two years. If
ideas  of

‘socialism’  means Lhe
Davis, Halliday and co, then one
can hardiy expect *socialist” ideas to
gaim much currency in such a
milieu.

After all, the implication is that
lor Russig at feast, “deterrence’ Aas
worked, that the Bomb is a bad
thing when targeted on Moscow.
but a good thing when targeted on
New York or London. No wonder
that such a “socialism’ compares
poorly with the more overily anti-

working class polities of
Thompson's ‘exterminism’ in a
CNL-type  milien. Worse, by

presenting this as the onfy version of
a soclalist perspective on the now
Cold War, the editors have done

their part 1n diminishing the
credibiliny of gy version  of
socialism.,

Peter Binns

Letters from Crewe

Ada Nield Chew—The life and
writings of a3 Working Woman.
irago £4.50

Ada Nield Chew was a working
chlass woman who devoted 20 years
of her Iife to the socialist and suf-
frage movement at the turn of the
cenlury,

As a young woman ‘desperate for
maoney' she became a tailoress in a
Crewe factory, The appalling wages
and coaditions she and the other
women there had to endure
prompted her to write a series of
pratesting letters to ber local paper.

These letters drew the attention
of the world outside not just to the
plight of the factory women but also
to the authoress herself,

Dhsmissed from her job as a result
of her letters, she was 1aken up by
the ILP which she joined in late
1894,

S0 she began a political journey
which took her through work as an
grganiser for both the 1LP and later
the Wamens Trade Union Leaguc.

[1 was a journey in a physical

sense (oo for much of her time was
spent travelling around the country
on speaking tours conming face to
fauce with the wretched conditions of
working class Life.

Wearisome though it may have
heen it must also have been highly
rewarding. For in the vears 1900 to
1914 when she was active g an org-
aniser for the League, trade union
membership among women
trebled,

As the vears went on she became
more involved 1o the suffrage move-
ment. But always from a working
woman's point of view. She argued
passionately against the Pank-
hursts, ‘fine fadies’ she called them,
and refused to join their Women's
Social and Political Union,

But then almost as suddenly as
she entered political life she dis-
appeared. A pacifist, she played no
active part m the anti-war move-
ment of the first world war. And
once the war was over she became
more and more involved in her

drapery business in Manchester.

Her personal sense of pride and
self sufficiency ensured that she al-
ways retaimed her feminism buot her
growing involvernent in business
and the increasing remoteness of
those carly years in a textile factory
appears {0 have lost her her sparck
for socialism.

This book, compiled by her
daughter Doris—who she used to
take around the country with her in
Lthose early days—is a record of that
life although there is much missing.
Ada Nield Chew appears to have
destroved most of her papers in
later life,

It also contains a collection of her
fetters which were to bring her to
prominence and a selection of her
sketches, ‘vignettes’ of working
class life which she wrote for
national political and local papers
of the time.

Interesting thotigh the sketches

are they fall half way belween
journalism and fiction and lack of
real literary ment gives them a
passing interest only.,

This book is of value for those
early letters writien from the heart
of a miserable existence and also for
the brief ghmpse it gives us of
working women's invelvement in
the cariy years of the Labour Party
and suffrage mosvernent.

But by and large it suffers irom
being too sketchy., Not enough s
known of Ada Nuield Chew to
provide an in-depth biography.
However 1t does point the way for-
ward for the book which has yet to
be written.

Ada Nield Chew was only one of
a4 numbcer of working class women
caught vp in the politics of the time,
An examination of that would be a
more substantial book,

Ceri Jones,

Shaping things to come

Partial Progress—The Politics of
mcience and Fechnolopy

Duave Albury and I Schwartz
Pluto Press, 1982, £4.95

This book 15 a breathless survev ot a
wide range ol issues related 1o
science and technolopy, from the
Davy lamp and Luddism to the
Lucas Alternative Plan and Micro-
clectromcs. The book also sets out
to be a secialist critique of capitalise
science and technalogy.

In their account of the Davy
famp. the writers look to see who
benefited by s introduction.
l{umphrey Davy was a stooge of
Lthe mineowners who designed a
tunces’ lamp which allowed coal
scams 1o be cxploited which were
oltherwise unworkable, The owners
got their ¢od! and the miners con-
nnued Lo have “accidents’.

By using other examples, Albury
and Schwartz gradually build up a
picture of present day science and
technology. They dwell onthe point
that science 1s ideological with in-
built idcas of progress and
objectivity mixed in with dashes of
elitism, sexism gand racism.

The novel part of the argument
goes as follows: environmentalists,
trade unionists and others have
responded o 1ssues fram nuclear
power to high rechnology medicine,
All these  responses have been
inadequate. Socialists in particuiar
have been naive, in puart becaose
they have mherited a view that
science is  progressive and  have
refused to recognise that this is no
longer the case,

Correct responses to these
problems are crucial for the authors
hecause:

‘The shaping of things to come
wilf depend on how effecuvely
the strugele over scienufic ancd
technical issues is carried out 1n
the lulure’.

This 15 because they think that,
{or example, microelectzonics {the

hkardware wilth the butlt-in capitalist
assumptions) s an essential part of
capHalist stralegy tno restructore
capital at the present time. Now only
that, they think the scientific and
technological ssues are the  issues
to be contronted.

Bur these issues are bound up
with the hread-and-butier ssues of
pay, rodundancy and howrs of
wirk,

It 15 these that can spark off
industriat action, chaltenging the
power of the capitalists and setting
limits o their technology. It is the
power aof the working ¢lass and not
therr view ol science and technolagy
that is the key,

Though the authors rightly
criticise plans for alternative pro-
duction such as the one produced
by the Lucax Aerospace Combine
Shop Stewards’ Commitee, they do
not Malldge o map oul a strafegy
which avords these pitfails.

Lamely they puat forward rules to
help you in your strugele,

‘Never truse a research report,
never krust o sclientist, don't get
discouraged, pet help ... (pl78).

The book 1s a wuseful
introduction, The  title, ‘Partial
Progress’ s very apt,

Walter Page

TROTSKY'S
MARXISM

by Duncan
Hallas

£2 plus 40p postage

PARTY AND CLASS
by Chris Harman
35p pius 20p
postage/five for
£1.50 post free

Sociafists Unlimited,
265 Seven Sisters Rd,
London N4 20DE
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BOOKS

Better read on

Every three months the
Bookmarx Club offers a
selection of good books tor
socialists by post at reduced
prices, iU 1s a serviee every
Socialist Review reader should
take advantage of., Charlic kay
presents o gutde (o this
quarter’s Iist.

17 The Revolutionary ldeas of harl Marx
o flew Culfimeos £7 TR 198

Ihere are o lor of imtroductens to Marx
At bt anoi this ones oot a0 single ooe
vot condd recomimend withany degrec ot en-
Utustasm. hes are entdwer picces of relormist
a1 Sthinist Back svork o more otten todiy
deademic books Tor students, presenting
Ny s Gl aredd soctslogists oonomst o
wintterver, Aoy Cadlinicos™s aew haok s the
first introditetion fon sears written by some-
one who cmphatically agrees withe Moy
cepir] messaee of proletaran revodutie,
s seritren Tor active socialsts wlio want o
ke abhoul Mars s lite and thouant. Nods
clear. but il daesn’t fudee any ot the dQilh-
culiies, I agrees woly Mards central deas,
Dut s net Iriahitenad of poiptng cetwhere
Moy was uncloar, woong or is new dated, Tt
hos filled o vasning aap. This oan antro-
duction that can by recommended witlow
v qualiicatton ta begnners, 0t s alse
hosok Ut will be read with proticby even the
st s perienced wid knowledgeable,

2y O Bread and Guns by Niged Flarery
L2472 03)

Anvone who has ever heard Nigel Hareis
speak must ltave been strucek by the toree bic
gives to the basie Marast idea that we Tivein
0 oworfd cconomy, and thar what we e
siltering here s purt of @ werkd cnsis. Bl

couples a breadth of viston with g wealth ot

detall to show Just how absund are the
fashionable nlans {or tnkering with ong
national economy or anoether, He omakes
bink credits simd commuodity prives come
abive, showing juslt how a movenent on the
New York stock market can cause devasta-

tion in Bangla Desh. Thal combination of

hroadth and vision and wealth of detal s 0
central Teature of s new book on the world
ceonomy in erisis, It should oive  depth Lo
arguments  Sociefisr Review readers are
having every dav,

3 Braided Lives by Marge Piercy £1.35
Y

Narge Piercoy’s soventh novel s a story
about the HSA o the 19530k [t centres
around Nl a waorking class woman trom
Dietroit who goves to eollege, and is told from
the standpoint of her later success as a poct,
The nove! recounts her struggle to control

Socialist Review |'ehruary 1903

her owre e i a period when abartion wils o
criminal act. As the author herscll says,
recent dtticks on women i the LIRA have
attde the story of that struggle an anportant
ang ooy,

41 Biter Froit by ¥ Sohfesieer aed &
Aird-er F2 iy 04 GA)

T 1s the ~tory, written by two Amerean
liberais, of by the CTA and the Amertcun
State Department conspired to overthrow
the retornust mivernment ol Arbeirs
Cotatemada on [958, T oo exaiing book
mitiely of which reads ke e thriter. Bul i
also an impartant book becouse the 19254
{rugtennils aperaliovn wis thoe classie case
suiehversion by S woperiahism in the tord
wortd, Croawemala was guite Titeradly the
crigimal Chanona republic’. ity cronony
Jomutated by othe Poored brost Compainy,

e e o Arbens™ 1tnnd attempts o

change that are a text hook cuse otthe fute of

third world relormsan, and o test book os-
pasure o the Cold Wur rhvetorie about Lhe
e Woorld®,

51 The Rebel Girl by Elizaiwerh Caurfey
Flopn £3. 015 7143

[n the end e TWW_ the Amoernican
Workers ol the World or Wobblies, were o
Padlure, crushed by maassive repression in the
First World War, and therr
cejection of the aeed Lor aorevolutionary
Darry. But they were anaanspiring Ladure, or-
zunising the apparently unorgamsabie, using
the most imagimative means of propaganda
and agitation ggainst the most appalling
cilds, Flizabeth Gurley Blvuan was one ol
thewr leading orcansers. Phisautoblography
is the story of her "first life” orgamising with
rhe Waobblies thetore she jomed the Commu-
nst Party o [U26),

Prisaners ol

f1 Bread and Roses by Wifligm Cadm {400
(4495}

[awrence., Massachusauts, 19120 was the
ane ot the greatest—and  muost
stceessiul —strikes orpanised by the TWW,
All the Wobhblics' Hair was emploved 1o or-
aunise to victory textile workers speaking
mare than twenty different languages. This
book wlls the story using the quite incredible
photographs taken dat the ume.

soene ofb

7Y The Last Davs of America by Pawl £
Frodman £/ 5353 11,03

Paul I Erdman is the author of The Crasi
cf "TY Ar first sight he s an unlikely can-
didale for melusion in a soaahist bookelub,
Fle s atter all a tormer banker and boss ot an
clectronies {irm. But that s purt ot his
strengrh. e writes thrillers about  the
machinations gt the top ot the system which
are both credible and subversive because
they suggest just how crazy that system s,
His latest, about the director of a cruise
Mmissile company tryving to capture a multi-
billion doHarcontract from NATO. keeps up

the exciting high standurds of his previous
novels,

%) The Absolute Bourgeovis by 77 Clark
LA M) f4.95)

Tlus book s study ot Lhe
relationship bewween are and revolution, §t
eells how artists like Milict, Daumer and
Dyelacroiy reacted to the ditterent perods of
the French Revolution of TR4E: rromn the
ot the harcicades e the clfeel of reaction,
Wohen it wus lirst published our predecessor,
rrernationa! Soctalivie, deserihed 11 as a
dutailed and seusitive study which breaks
devan the baoricade between art history and

Liksl

soncladist theorv

by Lenin by Gears fukaes £1.600F 704
Creorg Lukacs was o Hungacian intellec-
Luad won fo marxi=m by the Russtan Revolu-
bt e was Convmissar Tor Culture o the
sitort-lved Hungarian Soviet Repubiic ot
[Hi9, He is best remembered for s philo-
sophical fiviory and Clasy Consetininess,
published o [923 and tar hus subsequent
waork as o brdlano thut Stdomsey wriler vn
Lgerature. Flis little sketony of “the umty ot
enin's thought™ weitten just atter Lennds
Jeath, is less well-hoown, Undescevealy. Be-
caust 0= Lukacs' hest pook and casily the
hest shuert study of Tenin's poelineal theary

ere s,

{1 Really Bad News by Fie (lasyon
fnrverirr Media Creapp £3 05 1103

Frwery socialist knows that welevision news
and current aftairs programmes ary blased to
the hosses, But when it comes to Arpuing
that. then vou need more than the bald asser-
tiont. You need the detads, vou nevd 1o show
the csaet mechansms ol the bras. This s
where the work ol the Glaszow Tiniversaty
Medig Civoup 1y -0 valuable,

') Fhe Qccupation of the Factories by
Pawdo Sprigno LA (4.95)

1919 and 1920 in Lty were knewn as the
twa red vears. The wave of clitss strupgle
reached s climux in September 192 whena
million engimecring workers oceupled ther
Factories adl over the peuinsula. Paulo
Spriuna’s hook s the classic aceount of that
struggle. Very straight-forwardly written 1t
contains a4 weallth of detail of how the
diiterent factors—workers, unmon leaders.
buosses aud politicians—pliyed out ane of
the highpoints—and  tragediges—ot the
European workers” movement,

2} The Spook Who Sat by the Door by
Sam Greendee ££. 35793}

This 1 a fast and excitng spy story with a
difference. It opens with o hberal American
Senatar (ryving o win black votes by de-
pouncing the CTA™S whites-only recruitment
policy. The hero of the book is the 1irst token
black they recruit and the plot concerns the
use 1o which he puts the tramning they give
him. The book is brilliant on white racism
and those blacks who collaborate with its
hiberal wing. But be warned: women appear
only as “chicks” and the author s a nullion
miles I'rom class politics. Despite these
serious flaws the book 1s a gnipping read with
a ot o say about US society,
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Revolution can’t work ?

Sometimes 10 scems hike revolutions  pust
aren’t what thev're cracked up to be.

After all, we've had quite a lew 1n the
course ol this century., And with what resuit’?
In madern Russia we have the *New Tsars,
the Jatest of whom s a KGB man. [n China,
whose Great Cultural  Revolution  onge
mnspired a4 gencration of student radicals,

world-wide power now rests with 4 gang ol

groy mediocrities.

Zymbabwe's ‘Murxist’ rulers attack Lhe
workers, Fidel Castro attacks gavs., the
Avatollah attacks just about evervbody. In
Indachina, the herow hghters of a decade
ago are now lghting each other. And the less
smid about Kampuchea the beteer,

SooUs not only professional evnics whao
might conclude that revolutons simply
replace one gang of dictators or cut-throats
wilh another, That there will alwavs be a
ruling  class.  That mass  revolutionary
struggle cannot create a4 classless society,
And, therctore. that Marxism 1s just a
utopign dream wirh rather bloody practical
consequences.

But just a moment iCs nol guite as bad as
all that, Fora start, most of the nations that
have becn through revolutions are glad of 1.
The Russian revolution, forexample. cleared
away a decaving autocracy. inspircd a huge
mmternavional  workers' movement. and
apened the way tor the industrial develop-
ment of the country. People there today are
rather bevter off than under Tsarism.

Castro proved that a timy nation can dely
'S impernalisim, and the Vietnamese proved
that the auperiabsts could be thrashed m
dircct combat, Zimbabwe shattered the stru-
ctures of racisnt i one country and nwereased
the pressure dramatcally on the Souarh
Adrican regime.

And you only need 1o conjure up com-
parative mental nnages of India and China
today to conctude thar Mao and his People's
Army achieved something fairly important.

e p————

Still all these places remain class societies.
In all of them, there s an clite an tap.
Doesn’t that prove that Karl Marx™s hopes
for a world without classes were a fantasy!

Nt Tor 4 minute! Yaou cannot measure

Marx's hopes against the results ot any ot

these revolutions, You have to bear in mind

the concrete preconditions which he himsell

SAW A% necessary for socidiism,

Marx’s hopes rested not only with the
heroism ol the masses, much though he
valued 1t, nor with their ability o smash
cxIsling oppressive reglmes—however
important that s in order to clear the way tor
progress. He looked above all to the pro-
ductive power of human labour which was
being unleashed by modern  industrial
sOCLely,

Modern industry. he wrote:

‘.. has accomplished wonders tar sur-

passing  Egypuan  pyrammds, Roman

agqueducts and Gothic cathedrals .., (11)

has created more massive and maore

colossal productive torces than have all
precoding generationys tegether . What
carlier century had vven a presenoment

Lhat such productive torces slumhered in

the lap of social fabour”

These were he
capitahism {though it was the workers who
id  the actual productive labour), And
dialectical thinker that lie was, Mars went on
(o hammer oul all the ways that capitalism
lavs the basis for soctalism, 1 centralises m-
dustry inlo a colerent system; 1t G-
cenfrates resources, and above all 1l creates
the working class.

Not only docs 1t turn the mass of the
population meo wage and salary carners, but
1 concentrates them it larae pronps,
lvaches them o work co-operatively, dis-
ciplines them,

And best ob all, through the example of its
own revolutions Against pre-capitabist torms

of society, it teaches the workers the basics of

accomphshments ot

palitical struggle. *What the bourgeoisic
therefore produces, above all. are 118 own
grave diggers.’

From all this it should be obvious that tor

Marx, socialism presupposed the resubts of

capitalist indusirial development. And be-
cause this developmenl wuas inereasingly
inrernational, his wdea of socialism was inter-
national as well. ‘United action of the lead-
ing civilised countries at least, 1s one of the
[irst conditions for the emancipation of the
proletanat,’

Where then do revolutions 'n places like
Tsartst Kussia (rather backward vocono-
mically} or Chima (very backward ccomoni-
callyy 1t inw this picture? Taken purefy on
their oww, they don™ I s true that you can
throw out the old gang of rulers, amd re-
distribute the existing wealth more tairly,
But in such asituation, savs Mars, ‘only want
15 equalised and all rhe old crap must
TEVIVE,

When there s not enough to go around,
there will he a struggle over scaree resourees,
You can't deade democratically who s
poing 1o cat and who s gong (o staryve!
Necessarly, the ‘old crap’—chtese ruling
classes and all that goes with them—wiil
revive. Put  wvery simply, this s what
happened i Russia. The possibitities tacing
China, or Cuba, or any ‘third world” revolu-
tion wore and are essentially sioikar L7 o
convider thei ol Reir owi,

But here again the histone achievements
ol capitalism come into play. Modern 1n-
dustry has created a world muarket and &
workd cconomie system. And even though
the ‘third world® countries are a veory subuor-
dinate and impoverished part ot . what
happens there has 2 direct impact on the rest
ol the world,

For this reason, third world revolonons
have dmcnse potential. By snapping o
wenk link' 1a the world capniahist system,
they can spur ol movenments i the mdos-
trialised countrics. And o succestul revolu-
tionary moevement in the west, i tern. could
help the third world over the barners that
separate it from the road to real socialism.

They are also IMpoTLant m ancthsr way.
The bourgeonsie. o making s own revoll-
Lions, laught the workers political struggle,
Similarly taday, the experience ol successtul
struggles o Vietoom or Cuba or Southern
Alrica provides a living schouol ul revolution
for the working class world-wide, Tt offers
Jessims we can learn, positive and negative,
and o conunulng source o spiration.

And the lmited revolutions we have seen
s fur, futed though they were Lo give Tisc
only o g new set of ruling classes, neverthe-
less prowve that revolution oy possidde. It is up
tor ws o tor translote e lesson into miss,
socialist pelitical action in the industrialised
COLNLEIEs,

Should a socialist revolution beein ., or
spread (o the industrialised worid, that will
hoe thie real test for Maras theories. With rhe
porwer Oof the industrial working class limked
1o the resources of modern industry and
rechnology . the conditions he set down for
building soctlism will be present, Fhen we
will secwhether Mars was a wtopian dreamer

or the maost practical thinker of our age. Of

course, only 4 hopeless doctrinaire could
claim 1o be absolutely sure ol the resudr,




