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THE FAMILY

Family facts...and fallacies

The cry that the family s
breaking up 1s one that used Lo be
heard mostly from reactionaries,
from the churches and the right.
Recently however, many people
on the left have been getting
excited aboul the "amazing” tacts
thal statistics seem to reveal
about the family in Britain
today...or arc things all they
seem?

It is part of the ideology of medern capital-
o that numbers represent the “truth’, bow-
cver distorted o accarate they  may
actually be, Some stanstes are desizned w
mislead: others dare casily misread or mis-
understood,  cspecially 1 presented
el VIing wavs.

There are some specitic problems with
statistics o1 fanubes and households, They
are wstally o snapshot’ of people of all ages
ar one point i e, rather than o moving
picture of individuals who are cluld and
adult, single and married. worker and pen-
stoner i1l m o the one liletine,

[ar instance, only 4 pereent of all house-
holds 1n Brittun weday inelude chitdren.
Twenty seven percent consist of marrigd
couptles without children, and 21 percent are
single persons, This seems 1o suggest theal
fanmiles' as usoally understood ace m the
MILNGrIY,

But caouples who don™ have children ey
mclodes couples with groswn-up children
wha have already Teft home, Couples wor-
nally survive for up to 20 veurs alicr their
children have lett home nowadas s, Smularly,
tive ot ol seven people living alone are over
retiremont dage and have ‘ost the tamnhes
Lhey onee had

T laek at 1t another wins . aver nine-tenths
at the popualateen (90 percent of men and 93
percent of warmen) have marned by the nme
they reach M) Thisisalmost certatnly an all-
time high for western Furopean society: in

1951 Lor example. it was only 82 percent of

women and 75 pereent of men. And 20 per-
cent of the popalianon have children sooney
e Lo,

Standard of comparison

Sonmetimes statistios are tuirrowly detined
but give o uusleadimg mmpression of breadth.
Take the treguenthy gquoted {and viten mis-
gquoted) fact that only 5 pereent of the work-
torce consiats of muarrned men with two chald-
ren and oowite who doesn™ goout to work — -
attent said o represent the fconventiona]
Panuly™ because 10 appears so often 1
advertisime.

Lock at this tact caretallve Tu savs (o
children — and forevers seven funules with
twe cluldeen there are ten with one or three
ar ntore. Tesavs mothers who don’t go et o

work — and nuothers of twe chilldren e, as
it happeus, more bkely 1o go o 1o work
than those of any ather nomber. TU s a pro-
portion of the worklioree, not households —-
and only 60 percent of the workloree are men
anvawiay, whether marmed or unmarnicd.

The above fict may be uselw! For showinyg
up the usions ol adverusing or for potime
out that o Lkirge proportion of swworkers e
woelt, bur ot doesn’t prove the tamdy s
disgppearing!

What aboutillegitimaey and single parent
Lanudies”! Some mner city arcas have yery
boel dlegitemaey rates, but the national level
5 one tnoevery ten live births, Is this high or
lons A srandard ol compareson with the past
voueeded, Front 1870 to 1959, the normal
rate was between 4 and 5 percent — buat in
wartime 11 was much higher, reaching 9.3
perceul i 1945 Retare 187001t was probably
consisten Iy Tugher, but woe don™ have com-
plete flenres: sonne hastorns think i1was as
ligh 1 the T84S by 1t 1 today.

L i~ ot llegirimacey thar produces most
single mathers, but diverce (35 pereent) and
separation (28 percent). A further 175 per-
cont are widows, leaving only 2003 percont
who hive never been married.

Divorce has nereascd over five times 11
the lasl 20 yvears. Working chiass people can
vel divorces much more casily than i the
past {with legal aid since 1949 aud divoree
Liw retorm sinee 1969 and the facet that
people e longer plices more marrges ot
risk but the breakdown ot marriiges 15 <1l
basicallv inereasing.

However, berween two-tlurds and three-
quarters of divorced people remarry —onein
Four mulrriages pow nvolves al least one
partner for the msecond time around’.

IPirst marriages o1 the other hand. have
been going down sinee the carly 19705 But i
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I~ not vet clear howy mach of this trend s
caused by o e o the age ol marmage.
Murriges of the under-255 have gone down
rrcest. Sormie vl people may be rejecting
muatrrnge altugether — but we don't ko
hovw ooy wall Tueve chianeed thetr minds by
the e they ace thirty, A more obyvious
reasan For the rise ot the agpe of marrige 5
recessionn — by onow, svoth
unemiplovinent must be cutting the number
ol carly marriges substantially,

Two taets stand out with great claoes . One
1 that the tanuly s changing, There s #ey
comventional faonnlv, ddlerent Troan the old
but just s strong. I it couples have fewer
children vver a shorter space o time. onw
persan s maore likely 1o have o serwes ol
nuirrkiges. and  abowve all, maost married
wrmen (O percent as opposed to under T
percent e 9310 go oul w sock at least part
Ly,

| he wther faer s vhoe class patterns are
hesinning  to change. Hlegiunwey  aned
“cotmon L ot age” used o bedoworhing
class phenonienont, wnmentionable i nddde
ctass cireles and causing secial downgradhing
Forr sy enidd e cliss woan who tound her-
selt i sweha sitwation. Now, niany edocated
and better-oft wonmen have won recogniino
o the right 1o hive as they choose — and
their chiorces are nutde casier by belter pos.
ciireers, doeess to child care, matermey righis
Al warhk. Cle.

But s a dJdangerous dlusian for suceh
veormen to think that by changing thenr -
dividual litestvles they can change the whole
o sogiety. They think ot themsetves as en-
lightened socill pioneers, whose cvimpls
will Tow downwards by “caltaral Jditinsion’
Lo the bemghited waorkimg cliss, {10 voa dion’t
boelicve this read the Croardran wonmeid’s
pravgety

The family s deeply roeted in capitalist
soctety and it owill wke o revoluton 1o pon-
vide any alternative Tor the magonty ot the
populatton, Cuoltural deftusion” won't
chanpe the hard tucts of Lite tor the working
class — and neither will stanstical vanishing
Iricks,

UL T TTED
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Not digging for victory

The miners’ strike has developed into the most serious class
confrontation for t¢n years. Not since the last major national miners’
strike, back 1n 1974, have the stakes been so high.

A victory for the miners in 1974 meant the
fall of the Tory government. Now, of course,
the result is unlikely to be that dramanic. Ttis
most unlikely that Thatcher will Tall, what-
ever the outcome,

Short ot that, however, a tot can happen,
not primarily te the government but 1o the
terrain upon which the class struggle s
fought out. A victory tor the Tories will
mean that it is more ditficult to develop those
tiny bursts of confidence that have been
noticeable amongst some militants in the last
few months. A defeat for the government
will mean that such confidence can {flower
and prosper.

One of the characteristics of the miners’
strike has been the speed with which events

have developed. That makes any atlempt at
short term predictuon in an cdiorial state-
ment a pointless exercise. The best that we
candoistotry todraw out what wecan learn
trom the development ot the strike.

Overall, the strike has sertled down 1o
something ot a slog with the majority ol
miners oul and with both sides (rving to out-
Jast the econcomic misery inflicted by the
other,

Within that, however, there are two im-
portant issues which remain to be settled.
The first 1s the question of strike action by
the Notts miners, The NUM leadership, and
in particular Scargill, seem at last to be pre-
pared to try 10 mobilise for strike action in
the scabbing pits. They have, at lasi, started
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to organise ralliesinthearean anattemplto
win the political battle. This shift is to be wel-
comed but it must be guite cledr 1o everyone
invelved that it would have been much easier
to get solidarity action if the same sort of
political will had been shown six weeks ago,
Scabbing, like many other bad habits, 1s
something that 1s best nipped in the bud. not
left te flourish under the benevolant care ol
the press tor over a month before it 1s
tackled.

The reason for the reluctance on the part
of the NUM leadership has little to do with
their persenal failings. Rather their slowness
to react and now the fact that they have
finally reacted, 15 the result of the pressures
they have been under. Left and right, the
jeaders of the NUM are trade unon bureau-
crats without any organic links with the rank
and file. Their first instinct, because they are
subject to the pressures of the union
machine, is to stick very closcly to the letter
of the rule book and not to interfere in
another burcaucrats’ patch.

But they arc also under pressure from ther
own members, Thercfore they have (o
deliver at least some sort of action on what
every militant can see is onc of the burning
scandals of the stnke.

Double pressure

This double pressure under which the
leadership acts is illustrated very clearly by
the other major issue of the strike: the stopp-
ing of coal supplies to the steel works.

Stopping the steel works isanobvious tar-
get for the miners. There are, after all, only
four of them so they are a much more ¢on-
centrated target than the large number ol
coal-burning power stations. They are also
far more dependent on regular supplics of
coal,

The struggle to stop coal shipments ©
Ravenscraig in particular illustrates the
problem of the strike. There is no doubt
amongst the most militant of the miners 1o
Scotland there is a clear realisation that the
stopping of coal to Ravenscraig s the key 1o
the advance of the strike. But this layer of
militants is only a minority of the Scotush

LI
-
.
<

R -
w

o
-

.
» -
E - -
= PR
) - . LR "
-wg:a:-\:-:-\:-c e e - PRV "
SRV A B R - . P I T B
Bt . HywegonTronna L ] et
T i E et EE L A T nEadN AT,
s e EEE RS L A B A AL faren o et
e i L T st CEICE EEP R
- i ek bl B <-cx:-+-- e BT
?-\. . a..::ka. hpd s A .- e
Bny . L S S S ..
H . -'\-:-+ W 5\.:--@-'\-1-1--: -
EE T -:-\:-'\-H:- EE
r = Ead H
-
-

P

L

L

L]

bl
L
EX-1T)
)

Py
:--a-g = =

NUM membership and if itis to win it needs
to mobilise the whole of that membership, or
at least a significant part ofit. The only force
currently able to deliver thal
mobilisation is the Scotush NUM bureau-
cracy, and Mick McGahey in particular. The
problem for the militants then, ts how to put
enough pressure on McGahey 1o get him to
act,

It 15 npecessary (0 pul  pressure on
McCiahey to act because he 15 under con-

sort  of

tradictory pressures from other groups of

people. Obviously, he wants to win the
strike, but the employers, and their press,
and the leadership of the steel untens, and
even many of the local convenors, are all
screaming at him to be reasonable and to let
Ravenscraig stay open.

[t is the impact of these two different
pressures that lead 1o the oscllation and
vacillations of McGahey and the Scottish
NUM bureaucracy. One day they stop coal
heing unloaded from a Liberian registered
ship and the next they aillow it to be unloaded
[rom 2 British registered one. They are
unable to pursue any consistent policy.

In order to pursue the sorl of policy that
could stop coal movements and thus start
hurting the capitalist class a lot more than at
present il is nocessary to have quite a sophis-
ticated political position,

Many workers at Ravenscralg, and other
places which will be closed down if coal
supplies are cut off, have very real worrics
that their employers will scize the oppor-
tunity to shut the place attogether and throw
them on to the dole queue. That argument
needs to be met and answered.

One of the obstacles 1o McGahey and Co
providing that answer is that they have tor
years talked in nationalistic terms about
‘Scotland’s industry” and so they have bullt
up a whole mythology around what 15 essen-
tally the idea of class colloboration. If you
have spent the last few years talking about
the need to ‘save” this or that *Scotush
industry’ then you are very vulnerable when
the press, or even other workers, turn around
and accuse you of endangering that self-
SAME INGUSLTY.

The fact is that the arguments about cutt-
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-

L Y L -

ing oft coal supplies to Ravenscraig or any-
where else cannot be answered on these
nationalistic grounds. They can only be ans-
wered on class grounds: if the miners win,
then management will be on the defensive
and that much less likely to close down
Ravenscraig or anywhere else, for fear of fac-
ing another big battle.

That argument, of course, 15 very clear (o
rank and file miners. That1s why they are on
strike rather than bowing to NCB arguments
that any action will make pit closures more
likely. But the fact that the argument has
been won amongst miners does net mean
that it has been won amongst other groups of
workers, If there is to be a successful
stoppage, then steelworkers have to be won
to that argument too. It 1s for that reasen
that large pickets and a massive mobilisation
of miners is needed. A bureaucratic
agreement between a couple of officials will
fall to pieces at the first hint of opposition.

All of these arguments point to the crying
need for political arguments in the stnke.
The officials can act if they are pressed hard
enough by the rank and file — after all, even
Joe Gormley was forced to lead official
miners’ strikes,

Political intervention

It is the organising of that sort of political
intervention which distinguishes a revelu-
tionary organisation from other currents in-
side the Labour movement. After all, even
the Labour Party NEC can call for collec-
tions for miners, although it still remains an
open question as to how much they can ac-
tually deliver. But collecting money, while 1t
is vital work. 15 not gnough. 1t has to be par?
of struggle to influence the outcome of the
strike or it is nothing other than charity.

It is to that task that the effores of the tiny
number of revolutionary socialists must be
directed. Qur problem is that we are so few
that the effect we can have is minimal. And
that problem is made particularly acute by
the fact that the ruling class are already
wavering as McGregor's offer of talks made
clear. The miners' strike can be won; we have
to do our best to make sure it is.
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Stopping the steel works is vital for viclory
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BEHIND THE MINERS' STRIKE

Class struggle hots up

On the face of 1t, the siluauon in the class
struggle has changed dramatically over the
last four months or so. Last October we
talked about the *downturn’. We meant 1t
was like beimng stuck in a calm of the class
struggle, gradually drifting backwards,

Il was miserable: no mass strikes, or
pickets or demonstrations, Only when you
talked about the general politics could vou
escape from the feeling of misery. I you
looked at the struggle 1t was a story of de-
fears,

Then there was Warringlon, Mass pickers,
thausands of people fighting the police;
things we hadn’t seen for several years. There
was a 1wo-day shutdown of Fleet Sireet.
Suddenly the class struggle was back in the
centre of the stage. It was not just what
Marxists talked about, 1t was somcthing the
press featured day after dav. Then
Warrington went down, and we were back in
the downturn, back 1o the defeats. Then
along came GCHQ,

Again, suddenly there was a situation in
which masses of workers were taking action.
There was a mass strike — a bureaucratic
mass strike, lasting only a day or half a day
— but a mass strike bigger than anything in
the lastten yvears, with avera million workers
on sirike.

It was organised at tremendous speed.
Quiside the il service, it was organised on
one day. What was amazng was the sight of
engineering factories which hadn’t been in-
volved 1n political strike action for ten years,
oul on strike, Places where you wouldn’t ex-
pect workers to take action — like some of
the nuclear installations — went on stnike.
There were reports of workers getling to-
gether and just walking out, because thev telt
they had to respond.

Most important strike

Then GCHQ wenl away. Now suddenly
we are in the midst of the miners’ strike. This
is the maost important single strike since
1974, the most important single con-
frontation against the Thatcher government,
And again, before the nonsense at the
Libvan embassy, 1t was a situation where the
class struggle was the main item on the news
day atter day; not just for three or four davs,
but {ive solid weeks. The miners' strike, the
pickets and the battle between the miners
and the police was the central news item.

Having said that, we have to be very care-
tul how we analysc the situation. Because if
we aren’'t careful, we will make mistakes
which will (o a smail extent affect the out-
come of the strike. To a much greater extent
they can aftect what we are trying (o build; a
network of politically committed militants, a
revolutionary party rooted in the working
class.

When we come to analyse the situation, we
have to start [rom what we said before the
struggle starred. '

We didn’t just talk about the downturn,

At the annual Easter rally of the
Socialist Workers Party, Chris
Harman, editor of Socialist
Worker examined the state of
class struggle in Britain today.
We reprint his taik here,

although we looked at how deteats bred de-
feats, at how the lack of conlidence in the
class led enher o no fightback, or 1o a
reluctance on the part of the trade union
bureaucracy which led to further defeats. We
also sard that the situation of calm in the
struggle was bound to be shatiered sooner or
fater,

We argued this very hard against people
like Eric Hobsbawm, who sawd that the
working class was fimished. 1 wonder where
Hobsbawm 1s now during the miners” strike?
1 imagine he's gonc ofl to ltaly to see it the
working class is limished there.

Against the idea that the class struggle was
no longer central, we argued that the down-
turn had to be recogmised; the slow deteat of
the class, the dnip-drip Chinese torture effect
on the class struggle. Bur we also said (hat
the situaton could not last indefiniely, We
pointed to two wavs in which there would be
a breakthrough, leading to anintensification
of the class struggie.

Firstly, any revival in the economy would
lead 1o incrcased confidence in the work-
places. The moment when workers are no
longer faced with mass redundancies, when
they don't sce every night on television a lisg
of hundreds ot jobs being lost, orders coming
in, the company beginning to make money,
then there'’s the feeling that the workforce
should get some of 11, That's when con-
fidence starts to rise and there's an increase
in fighting spirit.

secondly we argued that in spite of the
downturn, in spite of the defeats and re-
treats, the basic problem facing British
capitaiism hadn't been solved. That problem
15 that wages are too high for British capital
to overcome the problem it fuces in terms of
the fow rate of profit. Fighteen months ago,
The Feonemist estimated that real wages had
to be cut by 25 percent to salve the crisis of
profitability. We argued that meant that the
ruling class couid not be satisfied with the
drip-drip effect on the class. At some point
when they beheved they had worn working
class resistance right down, they would really
try o put the boot in.

So we argued that an intensification of the
struggle could come from two factors: on
one hand. the increasing confidence on the
shopfloor, and on the other that the ruling
class really putting the knife in and in doing
50 arousing the working class (o struggle.
What has actually happened is a com-
bination of those two things. But we have to
(ry to analyse exactly what the particular
combination, what the proportion is.

Socialist Review May 1984

There has been a change of mood. which
we began to notice before the miners” strike.
For example, 1f you look at Cowley and
Longbridge. they are nor the same as they
were under Fdwardes, Now yvou're not talk-
g about a situation in which the stewards
are hiding in case any one notices them. In-
stead there 15 strike after strike: vou don't
even notice them now. Last week X00
waorkers at Longbridge came out on strike. It
doesn’t make the headlines any more. Now
that Levland is making money, workers have
more confidence and they go on strike with
imcreased confidence. There is  guerrilla
struggle 1n the factones.

It you look at the strike over GCHQ, en-
gineering factories from one end of the
country 1o the other which hadn't taken
actlon In vedrs, came oul, And they didn't
worry that the stewards would be sacked il
Lhey took strike action,

Even it you look at the mines, betore this
strike there were the other disputes in
Yorkshire like the one over bullying by the
overseers, which was @ verv big unefficial
dispute. Even last vear there were signs of a
change in mood i terms of a succession of
smali strikes here and there,

Change in mood

That change in mood. that increased con-
fidence which 15 indoubtedly there, isn’t
sufficient o explain the tniensify of the
present struggle, Much more important n
somc ways than the change v mood 15 the
tact that the ruling class has set about trying
to pul the boot 1n. Five vears ago we tatked
about the fact that the ruling class didn™t
dare to make a frontal attack on the key sec-
tlons of the working class. Instead their
strategy wis to attack on the edges primarily
to soften up the movement until the time
when they feit confident enough 1o attack the
more powerful sections.

I vou look at what’s happened to wages
under the lTones you can sec the strategy at
work. Powertul sections tike the miners and
power workers have actually done
reasonably well in terms ol wages, The
artacks have been on the weaker sections like
workers covered by Wages Councils and
young workers, and so on. Chipping away at
the edges rather than going for a frontal
attack.

In terms of the anti-union laws, the same
striategy apphes. People think there’s a big
difference between Prior and Tebbit and
King. There 1sn't. Prior was the soft cop,
Tebbit and King are the hard cops.

What did the soft cop involve? Passing the
law, and being very very careful how 1t was
implemented: not confronting the powerfu!
sections of the class. Tebbit comes after Priar
has done the soltening up. Tebbit gocs g bit
harder. King comes after Tebbit and starts
tightening the thumb-screws. No doubt
someone will come after King and tghten
them even more — if they get away with it




This stratcgy can be called the salarm
tactic. When you cut salami vou don’t takea
kmife straight down the middie. You cut 1
one slice at a time. Having used the salami
tactic on the working class movement for
four years without taking on the centraicore
of the movement, some elements of the ru-
ling c¢lass — what we could call the
Thatcherite wing — want to go faster.

They argue that much more can be done 1o
push home the attacks. The steclworkers
have been bcaten. They believe they have
beaten the Leyland workers with the Id-
wards Plan. Their target moved 1o the key,
powerful sections of the class, the print
workers, the miners and I'm convinced the
dockers will be next.

They believe that the time is right to take
on these groups ot workers. But much of the
ruling class has doubts. They're what we
might call the Heath wing, who remember all
too bitterly what happened ten years. ago.

They argue against moving too quickly,
for caution, for collaboration with the trade
union leaders. The Thatcherite wing — the
Institute of Directors, Eddie Shah and so on
— think that the unions have been weakened
s0 much in the last five years, and hefore that
with the Social Contract, that the time is
right to put the boot in. That's what we've
been seeing since November.

Look at Warrington. tThere the [nstiiute
of Directors and Shah decided to try to prove
that the print unions were paper tigers. And
they think that they pot away with 1it. The
evidence Is that Robert Maxwell, who then
offered Eddie Shah four million pounds to
stop taking the print unions to court, himselt
took these same unions to court in the week
belore Easter. What happened to Maxwell?
He understood that he didn’t have to go on
being a soft cop, that it was possible to go in
much harder.

s, following the attack tn Warrington in
November you had the attack on the ship-
yard warkers, the national agreement forced
down their throats with the acquiscence of
the trade umon leadership. The ruling class
became more confident, The balance within
the ruling class shifted away from the Heath
wing towards the Thatcher wing. Thencame
GCHQ with Thatcher and Howe really tak-
Ing an ¢normous gamble in banning trade
union organisation in a section of the civil
service. And they got away with it. That tran-
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smitted itself to MacGregor. i they can get
away with it at Warringlon and GCHQ, why
not the miners?

MacCGregor's reasoning 18 iU's spring.
Scargill’s been wrned over three times 1o
hallots for industrial actiton. Now was the
time 1o show that the miners, too, dre Just 4
papcr tiger. So the boot goes 1n on the
Miners,

All these disputes show the ruling class on
the offensive. It wasn't the NOA who made
Warrington a national dispute. It wasn't the
civit service unions or Len Murray who
chose 1o raise the stakes at Cheltenham. It
wasn’t Scargill or Jack Tavlor who madc the
miners come out on strike, It was the ruling
class putting the boot in.

What 15 important of course 1s that when
the ruling class puts the boot in, the shift in
confidence in sections of the class translates
into a fightback, whercas two years ago a
fightback might have been less kely. So you
did get a two day stoppage in Fleet Strect
over Warrington. You did get a magnmificent
response when Len Murray watked out of his
meeting with Thatcher.

Ruling class attack

What about the mines? MacGregor,
having got away with Kinneil, having got
away with South Wales, belicved he could
get away with Yorkshire and provocative
action, The prepdrations in terms of stock-
piles are there, the calculation is that he can
aullast the miners. Because of the shift in
confidence of a section of the class, his action
was met by picketing from a couple of pilsin
Yorkshire, who picketed out the rest of the
area. Then the other coalficlds started to
move, The national leadership wis lorced to
give the go ahead to the strike, which spread.

Y ou can see here the combination of fac-
tots. The smaller factor was the growth in
contidence in the class. The larger factor was
the objective needs of Briush capiaiism
leading to & section of the maling class
wanting to have a go. Having understood the
sitation, we can also look at 1t from the
point of view of the ruling class. Each time
they attacked, they have provoked a res-
ponse, but that response has not led to vic-
tories by the werking class, We have to be
clear about 1t.

The mass pickets at Warrington were

Tebbhbit: hard cop
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magnificent, They chanted ‘the workers
united will never be deleated’ — bui the class
was nolt united behind revolutionary
behaviour, and they were deteated. Again,
the response over Cheltenham was mar-
vellous, but 11 was only a minority united
Behind len Murray, who could call out a
milhon workers on a one day general stnike
but couldn’t have disrupted the security of
Her Majesty's Government through or-
ganisatien on the shopfloor in Cheltenham.

If you look at the miners” strike, it seems
fantastic — the picketing, the orgamsation,
the demonstration in Sheffield ten days ago
— marvellous. Except in the ruling class’s
mind they saw 1t over Warringlon, they saw
it over Cheltenham, and they believe they
wil] get away with 1t over the miners.

For us it's tremendously important to be
clear about the situation. [t's very casy to gt
carried away when the struggle starts picking
up, to get carried away by the lact that a fight
15 taking place, and to misunderstand the
character of the fight,

In the class struggle both sides have lines
of defence. What has happened with
Warrington and CGHQ and what's now
happening with the miners is that the ruling
class is trying to break through our lines of
defence. When (hat happens there 15 a
tremendously big batile. You can't sit back
and say ‘this 1s offensive or defensive’ or '11°s
the upturn or the dowmurn® vou have (o
throw evervthing vou have into that battle,
But you have 1o understand the character of
that barttle.

That ts clearest when you look at the
mines. Consider the timing of the dispute. Tt
It were true, as the media would have us
believe that Arthur Scargill engineered the
strike to  fight the government, the
conclusion would have o be that he was
mad. Why else would he start a miners’ strike
it March?

[f he was after a confrontation with the
government, wouldn't he make sure that ali
the miners would come out? [11s a strike pro-
voked by the ruling class, part of a ruling
class offensive which we have to respond to.

[I' you look at the other element in the
situation — the changing mood of workers
— vou have to understand thatitisa secuion,
a minority of the class which has become
more miitant. The rest of the working class

15 stll in the same mental state, the
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breakdown ot sohidariey and so on tiat i was
two or three vears ggo.

The shitlt in the mood of the working class
15 Lantastcallv anesen,

Compuare the present onners” strihe with
the stritke 10 19720 In 1972 when the strike
started there was oal anity amongst the
miners, In the prosent sicike thoere was
solidarity and Gnity in Yorkshire, but a1 the
beginnime  there was weakness in South
Walcs and Scorland and sl siy weeks or so
(mito the dispuic. there s this hole i Notine-
hamshire. That™s quite diiferem Lrom the
situation 1 19720 Phe downturn mieans that
there [s tremendots unevenness i1 e cliss,
sOme sections reddy o fight, other sections
holding buck. You see the unesenness in
another sense. when sou fook wr the or-
gamsation ol tie pichets,

Mass pickets

It important tor cvervone o realise just
how weak the picketing s, Hovonthink about
the demonsuation w Shetfield ten davs ago.

Cyou think il was nars clloos, Al those miters

on the streets. Tien o think ;i 1972 there
were torty thonsand miners picketng. This
tme, in coallield after coalficld | pit atter pit,
the story comtes back: we can's get the MOy
tor petrol to go and picket.

The reason ax that the downturn has had
s etlect, You doen™ even bave Lo compare it
with 1972 1n the wines, voug can ook it the
steclworkers” dispute a0 1980 0 g union
which hadn’thad o stodke en e vears. I vou
wenl to the seethe headguarters m Stock-
bridge. 1t was like o mdia ey aperation. They
had a hist ol places whoe people had 1o go
and they lined them up and sent them oft,
They reckoned hall’ the sieelworkers had
volunteered lor picketing,

With the exception of a fow pits, that's not
how the picketing is being orgunised in the
miners' stoike. There sn’t that
arganisation or mvolvement. The uneven-
ness means you have very mititant pits where
there are large numbers of miners volunteer-
ing to prcket and others where that’s not
happening.

The vnevenness (« there inoa third sense
too, when you took ot how the miners can
win. In 1972 1t was «olidarity from other
workers that wax crucial to victory, Saltlev
wasn't in the manme arcas. it was in
Birmingham. It wus the  solidarity  of
thousands ot cagineening  workers  1in
Birmingham who went an strike and oined
the miners on the picket line at Saltley coke
depot which ensured success.

It vou consider the situation today you see
a minority of the class showime fantastic

. CRARE RIS o )

T ss pickets are the keybu! in 1972 rha weﬂ,ﬂﬂstrung

level of
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support and solidarity with the miners while
other scctions are very backward. in 1972
there weren’t the squeals about layotfs that
there arc now. Workers didn’t line up with
their employers against the strike because of
layofts. Don’t imagine it was because there
were lewer lavolfs in 1972, One and a half
milhon workers were laid off as a result of
the pit sirike then.

That’s why the strike won. A millionanda
ha!l workers laid off means very large sec-
tions of industry where production had
stopped, and profits were not being made.
Today vou have a situation where on the one
hund there s fantastic solidarity, levies, real
willingness to support the miners, and on the
other hand, you have whole sections holding
back. For us what is important is that this
unevennegss leads to real weaknecsses and
gapsin the organisation of the strike, and the
blacking.

We can analyse the unevenness a hit more.
We can say that the uncvenness is as a result
ab two different factors — objective factors
— to do with things as they are — and sub-
lective  factors, arguments. organisation,
pohitics. Take the simplest example of the
unevenness, that between Nottinghamshire
and Yorkshire. Partly, this is as a result of
objective factors. In 1977, the Labour
government and dear old Tony Benn.
pushed through a productivity deal which
had the etfect that miners working in one pit
could earn nearly twice as much as miners in
another pit for doing the same amount of
work, Now that isthe beginning of a very im-
portant explanation tor the differences bet-
ween Y orkshire and the Midland coalfields.
[n Nottinghamshire you have a large number
of pits wherc wages are twice as high as in
some pets in South Wales, Scotland and parts
of Yorkshire. But that's not the end of the ex-
planation.

In Yorkshire there are pits with exactly the
same  high  wage rates as those in
Nottingham. So it's not just a question of the
objective factor, iU's also a question of the
subjective factor; argument, arganisation,
leadership. When we ask ourselves why after
six or seven weeks the strike isn't as
developed as 1t was in 1972, we have 1o
answer that it 1s partly a result of objective
tactors — the Social Contract, the pro-
ductivity deal, the downturn and partly the
result of subjective factors. Thatis to say, the
lerrible, disastrous policies of the Broad
Letts in these industries. L

In the mincs in Nottinghamshire, 25 per-
cent of the miners voted for strike actjon.
Now [ suspect vou wouldn't have had much
mare than that 1n Selby. But Selby came out
and Notunghamshire didn’t. Why? Because
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the Broad Left in Nortingham is absolutely
rotten through and through. Richardson,
general secretary of the Nottinghamshire
miners, was clected on a Broad Lelt plat-
torm. What does that mean? It means that
instead of being based inone pit, with groups
of workers round him who will picket ot
that pit. and set the strike rolling in
Nottinghamshire 1rom the first day that
Yorkshire was out. he represents the whole
of Nottinghamshire.

In reabity he represents nothing, He can't
bring a stngle pit out vn strike. So o bring
out Nottinghamshire vou have to picket
from Yorkshire.

Of course we're in tavour ol pickets going
from Yorkshire ro bring out Nottingham-
shire. but revertheless, it allows the right
wing 1o argue that it's a question of York-
shire versus Notunghamshire. Instead of it
bemg all miners together it becomes like a
foothall match, were the fads from Yorkshire
mect the lads from Noronghamshire and
light it out. The right wing arc able to plav on
it because of the rotienness ot the Broad

Lett.

Building support

It comes back to the arguments we have
been having durmg the downturn aboul
building the politics, relating {0 the minority,
not 1n terms of arpuing for soeialist revalu-
tion, but in terms of locating and Organising
the minority m any factory or industry who
will be able to set the ball rolling when the
time comes, The politics ot the Broad Lefts
means that they rush to win the positions but
they can’t carry anything with them when it
comes 1o the tighthack.

When they can't carry anvthing with them
they do even worse, which s what
Richardson Jdid. He led the moaners and
complainers against the Yorkshire pickets.
He didn't resign his position and say ‘I'm
going back 10 my pit to build support tor a
stoppage’. He spent four weeks first on one
stde and then the other, irst trving to look
like the Yorkshire miners, then trving to be
indistinguishable from Chadburn.

It vou look at the weukness ot the
picketing the question of Broad Lefi politics
15 1mportant as well, In 1969 there was an un-
official strike 1n Yorkshire. The official
leadership in Yorkshire then was rotten,
right wing and corrupt.

tnder those circumstances, the Panel met
— that was the delegates from eacly pit
including Scargill and other left wingers who
are naw in the leadership but then were rank
and file miners — and they organised a strike
against the Yorkshire teadership. The strike

7
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was organised by unofficial strike
commitlees without a penny from the central
funds 1n Yorkshire.

What happened 10 the people who led that
struggle was thatthey got pushed furtherand
further up the union structures, and more
and more enmeshed in the bureaucracy. 50
now they are worried about spending the
cight million pounds that the Yorkshire
NUM has in its funds. They have got cut off
from the ordinary miners. But because they
are a left burcaucracy, not a right wing one,
the militants on the ground in Yorkshrre find
it very hard to argue and organise against
them.,

Il the leadership was right wing, 1t would
be easy to argue against them in favour of
picketing to stop the scabs. Because itisa left
leadership, they can argue that those who
want (o do that are setting miner against
miner, playving into the hands of the right.

Broad Left politics means thatthe input to
the strike by the militants, the arguments and
organisation arc much weaker than they
could have been.

On any reckoning 1n terms ol ability,
Arthur Scargill is a much better leader and
organiser than Jack Taylor. Yet forsix weeks
the strike was run, or not run, by Jack
Taylor. Why? Because Arthur Scargill saw
thefmost important thing as getting elected
President of the NUM and going to the head-
quarters in Sheftield every day. Because the
special conference decided 10 was an arca
strike. and the constitution says area strikes

A

A new book by Socialist Worker
editor Chris Harman

Explaining
the Crisis

A Marxist re-appraisal

£.3.95 from your local Socialist Worker bockstall or (post free)
from Bookmarks, 265 Seven Sisters Road, London N4 2DE

"" |

are organised by the area, the running of the
strike has been left to Tavlor.

So vou have the weird spectacle that
Scargill who knows something about or-
ganising mass pickets, doesn’t organise
them, whercas Jack Taylor, who has no 1dea
how to do anything, does.

Whenever Jack Taylor appears on tcle-
vivion he's always in his office, never on the
pickct line. The reason why this 15 lhe
situation 1s because of thewr politics. Broad
Left politics means you abide by the con-
stitution. You go up and up, and when yvou
reach the Lop, instecad of denouncing some-
one like Chadburn, vou pretend he's on your
side,

The unevenness 1s partly a result of
objective tactors, but when it comes to res-
ponding to that unevenness, plugging the
gaps in the dispute. it becomes a question of
poiitics, Of course, after a long period of
downturn vou're going to have unevenness,
the question then is, how can 1t be dealt with?
And then the question of politics 15 central.

If instead of a halt a dozen or a dozen
miners in Yorkshire in the SWP, we had had
fifty or sixty, who had organised during the
unofficial strike last year and had been 1n-
volved in trying o build resistance 1n the last
three vears or 50, | believe it would have
made a considerable difference 1n terms ot
the picketing and organisation of the strike.

The trouble 1s that we as an organisation
are oo small and oo weak to fill the gapsin
the dispute. That doesn’t mean we should sit
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around moaning about how terribly weak we
are but we have to recognise the reality ot the
sittation. The problem isn’t just I1n the
mines; everywhere in the class 1s this weak-
ness in politics in each pit, factory and work-
place.

One obvious way in which the unevenness
shows itself 1s in the up and down nature ot
the stnike.

It 15 a manic-depressive strike. You teel de-
teatist one day, over the moon the next,
defeatist again ithe next. You get the same
response talking to miners: the same miner
who one dav 15 saving *Arthur Scargill walks
on witer’ 1s very depressed about the strike
the day atter.

This isn't surprising when you consider
the nature of the dispute. There 15 this
massive struggle going oninwhich the ruling
class has tried to break through our lines,
and the minority of the class has rallied to
fightback. But there’s no effective leadership
and no effective co-ordination, so the thing 13
very haphazard and accident prone.

What can we do mn this situation?

There is a problem: the picketing 1sn't
heavy enough, the blacking 1sn’t adequate.
Things have been bungled lrom the start,
both in terms of the organisation of the strike
and the organisation of solidarity. And our
organisation cannot make up for that.

What to do?

There 15 a vacuum 1n the leadership of the
strike and our organisation is not n a
position to fill it. There 1s a danger in this
situation, and that danger is that we will just
service the strike. That we will just gel 1n-
volved in collecting meney, for example.

Now of course we should collect money.
We argued from the beginning that collec-
tions would not only raise money but would
make sure that the strike was raised with
ather workers, would sow the seeds of soli-
darity, identify those people who would join
us in supporting the strike and bring people
closer to the party. But the danger is that the
money has been so bungled at the level of the
bureaucracy that we will merely try tofill the
gap.

We have to collect money, but we have to
do more than that. The same problem can
arise with delegations of miners 1n some
areas. The picketing has been so badiy or-
ganised and mishandled that miners prefer
1o go round on delegations to other work-
nlaces, trade union branches, Labour Party
branches, etc rather than face the hard gratt
on getting the picketing erganised and doing
it. So we can get into the sitnaten where
we're taking miners on delegations and
getting money, but not confronting the cen-
tral problems of the dispute: the weakness of
the picketing and the weakness in the
blacking.

While we have to do the servicing of the
strike we have to raise one central question:
‘“What is to be done™ That should really be
aur slogan in the present period. We have to
say it when things look miserabie; we have to
say there are things which can be done to

retrieve the situation., We also have to say it
when things look exciting. It1s very easy to

get carried away. [ always think it’s a good
idea o remember Lenin at the Finland
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Station. Alter yvears of exile, poverty, misery,
trying (o produce a paper, police agents
throughout the organisation, then four days
in a sealed train going through Germuny, he
got off the train o be grected by red banners,
workers” coundcils, revolution,

It would have been all too easy 1o have
said: “Long  hive the Revolution!” *The
workers united will never be defeated!” Much
harder to savi *What revolution? Iown with
the Warl Down with the provisional govern-
ment, down with rthe capitalist ministers, the
revolution 15 going down to deteat”

As a revolutionary you must alwavs ask
the gquestion: “What 1s 10 be done™

In August/September 1917, Lenin wrote a
pamphiet abour the need (or the working
class to take power, Towasn’t called Forward
te Victory ot Victoryis Cerrain. 1t was called
The coming catasirophe and how to avert It
He wias trving to answer the guestion: “What
15 tor be done?

Central question

[n the current struggle we have 1o get
mvalved mm servicimg the strike. we can't
stand on the sidelines but we must notforget
the central question of how the stnike 15 to be
won. We have to look reality i the Tace. The
truth 15 paintul, but telling hes can lead to
death. The truth about this strike 15 that 1
has been going on for six weeks and still the
picketing 1sn't being eifectively organised,
Many of those weeks have been wasted
weeks, [nterms of hutting the capitalist class
much more couid have been done, We have
to be honest.

It we tell the wuth, occasions may come
during the course of the sinke when what we
have 1o say could exert an infiuence, could
have an effect. Because in situations when
two great weights balance each other, a
teather put down on one side can alter the
situation decisively, Bur vnfortunately it is
also likely that the strike will run its course
withoul us having any such decisive ctfect.

S0 what can we do? The key weakness 15 d
weakness of leadership. The key thing we
have to do — and we shouldn’™ be ashamed

about this -—— 15 to bulld the network of

revolufionary militants in the class necessary
for the battle atterwards.

Thar sounds as 1l we don’t care about the
strike. But we don't take the aititude that
strikes don’t matier ¢xcept as far as they
teach vou o light the capitalist class. We
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don't say that. Of course we say, this strike is
tremendously important, cverything must be
thrown Imto winning it; organise levies,
soildarity blacking and so forth.

But we also have to face the fact that our
intervention  may not make any  real
difference to the outcome of the strike but
that we must make sure our forces are bigger
when the next batle comes, Because the
miners’ strike sn't happening in a vacuum. It
foliows on from Warrington and the GCHQ.

The Thatcher wing of the ruling class pro-
duced Warrington, GCHQ and the miners.
And whichever way the nuners’ sirike goes,
the Thatcher wing ot the ruling class will be
back. Maybe it will be the dockers next, may-
be some other group of workers. Butshe'll be
back. Thatcher's like a woodpecker. The
way to deal wath a woodpecker 1s to take its
beak away. Every child knows what a
woodpecker without a beak 1s called: 4 head-
hanger,

T'he key thing for us is that the struggle will
not go away, no matier what the outcome. It
15 not troe that any mass battle in the middle
of a downturn which leads 1o viclory auto-
matically generalises itself into further vic-
tares. Bven in the upturn, even when the
miners won in 1972 the engineering workers
in Manchester went down (o defeat shordy
alterwards, In July 1972, the dockers won.
Three months later, Heath's government im-
posed a nil percent pay freeze which was
cffective for three or four months. There was
no revelutionary leadership in the class.
What lcadership there was, Len Murray, was
oft to do deals with Heath the moment the
dockers won,

The key question for us, then, is buliding
that revolutionary leadership. How do we do
that? By rawsing our politicat profile all the
way through. Lvery centrist or reformist
asks: 'Do vou stand for the interests of the
party or the class? Qur reply to that is: “*The
interests of the party and the class are the
same.” The reason why the class has taken a
hammering is that it doesn't have a revolu-
tonary leadership in 1, a leadership on the
shopitoor, a leadership not involved in
Broad Lett manocuvring, but  instead
leading struggles where strugeles are
passible. The possibility of beginming 1o
butld the elements of that poliical leadership
15 Lhere.

First of all, recruitment. We don’t expect
massive recrmitment, but we do believe every
branch can put on tour or five members,

S

secondly, the branches have to svstemati-
cally search out the minority of the ciass
whose mood has changed. One easy test
which workplaces in your locality went on
strike over GCHQ? In those places there is a
minority of miltants, of activists prepared 1o
organise and struggle when the moment
comes. [f it comes to solidarity action with
the miners, not just the one day strike in
Scotland, but strikes in the whole country, it
will be the minority whao organise them,

How do we get to that minority? First of
all of course by going round trying 1o get
support for the miners. That’s the first step.
But it means noihing if you just knock on the
door, get donations and go away again, Any
Labour Party person could do that, What
matiers 15 domng that, but making sure that
you sell a copy ol Sociagfist Worker.

Role of politics

l.ook at the BLOC Confercnce in
Sheffield in March. We had a meeting there
attended by 400 delepates. addressed by
Tony Chit, It was a very good meeting with
much more detailed discussion than the
rheroric of the conference,

It 15 easy to say: *‘Marvellous, we got 400
people 10 our meeting,” and torget that there
were 2,000 other people at the conference.
Pecopic who by and large are interested in re-
formist ideas in the Broad Lefts and so on.
When our speakers at the conference macde
an intervention, they got applause. When
Tony Benn or Terry Fizlds spoke they got
more applause, but our speakers were
applauded.

It means many ot these people will buy
Sactglist Worker, they will relate to our or-
ganisation — if we seize the opportunities,

We have 1o understand the stnke, and
understand the key role of politics within it,
It 15 not a question of being optimistic, or
pessimistic about the strike. The key thing
for us 1s to locus on the weaknesses of the
strike, 1o locate them and focus on them.

This is not to demoralise people. but to say
*What is 10 be done? It we do this, we can
build rhe reputation of our party. we can
build up networks of militants around us, so
that il there 1s a dock stnkein Novemberora
civil service strike next vear, or whatever the
next strugpele 15, we will be that much
stronger. We will be more able to provide the
leadership which will make victory not just
possible, but certain,
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THE STATE

‘Democracy’ and the state

The use of massive numbers of
police to stop miners picketing
has made the role of the state
machine a hive issue 1n the labour
movement. Gareth Jenkins and
Colin Sparks look at the
arguments.

There is no doubt that the huge pohce
operation against the NUM has bgen or-
chestrated by the government. It 1s clearly
part of a strategy designed to smash the
power of the NUM and weaken the working
class overall.

Nor does it stand on its own asanexample
of increasingly authoritanan state powers.
On the trade union guestion alone there have
been more than 15 years of legal attacks
which have attempted to make it more
difficult for waorkers to win their demands.
The most recent laws, the responsibility of
Prior and Tebbit, have reently been tested by
the NGA and by Eddie Shah as part of their
attempts 1o win strikes. The courts have
ruled in the employers’ favour, Just the result
the laws were framed to achieve.

But trade union legislation is not the only
aspect of the strengthening of law and order.
A minor civil servant, Sarah Tisdall, who
passed on very low grade secrets to The
Guariian newspaper, is locked up for six
manths, A new Police Bill is currently being
forced through which will legalise many
existing police practices like the arbutrary
stopping and searching of *suspects’. Even
the arts are threatened, with the *video
nasties' bill threatening to re-introduce wide
powers of censorship.

Hard-won rights

An attack there certainly 1s, and it 15 an
attack on the hard-won nghts of working
people. Any miner with lingenng iHusions
about the neutrality of the forces of law and
order will by now have had them gquite
literally knocked out of his head on the
picket line. Experience will have taught him
that n disputes between the boss and
worker, the government, the police and the
media (the army hasn’t vet come onto the
scene) do not aim (o keep the peace between
the contending ftorces. They are
uncquivocually on the side of the boss.

But vou can draw two distinct conclusions
from this experience. One 1s that while the
palice do not behave neutrally they sught to,
and would do if a democranc government,
pledged to observe strict legality, were in
control instead of the prescnt vicwously
undemocratic Tory government. This s very
much the current line of the Labour leader-
5.

Now, there 15 considerable truth in the
assertion that the present Tory government
15 more vicious and anti-working class than
any of its post-war predecessors. Butitisnot

1{}

true that the Torics are departing from a
tradition of democratic procedure which the
Labour Party is committed to and abides by.
Take the use of the police to break strikes.
The problem is not a new one. Just go back
to 1977 and the Grunwick picket line. Large
numbers of police were used to force the
nassage of scabs through a determined mass
picket. But there was a Labour government
in office at the time. |
That, however, was small beer. The
greatest example this century of the use of
the poiice and the army for strike-breaking
was during the General Strike of 1926, A
whole apparatus called the Organisation for
the Maintenance of Supplies, involving the

~civil service, the police, the armed forces and

civilian scabs, many of them fascists, was set
up in the early 1920s and honed intc an
instrument of strike-breaking over a period
of years.

The OMS was set up by a Tory-Liberal
government, but it was very much In
existence during the period 1923-1924; 1n-
deed, plans for its strike-breaking role con-
tinued to be developed during this period.
This was also the time of the first Labour
government. Very far from using their con-
tro of the government to break up this scab
organisation the ministers of the first Labour
government quietly went about perfecting it

In case it should be thought that this was
simply dueg o the inherently treacherous
nature of Ramsey MacDonald, then Labour
leader, it should be remembered that even
the allegedly ‘left wing’ Labour government
of 1945-31 regularly used the police and
army to break strikes. For example 1t used
troops to break dock strikes in 1945, 1946,
1948, 1949 and 1954,

[f we take the more general 1ssue of antl-
unicon laws, we have to recall that the
ancestor of the Prior and Tebbit legislation
was a plan called *In Place of Strife” dreamt
up in the late 1960s by Barbara Castle and
Harold Wilson, when the latter was prime
mimisier of a Labour government.

To give these examples is not simply to
prove that the Labour Party is as guilty as the
Tories. It is to say something about the con-
sequences of believing 1n the same state
machine as your opponents. [f you respect
the constituticon, you have no option but to
employ its repressive powers if struggle from
below threatens to undermine it

That is the real meaning behind what
people like Gerald Kaufman, the shadow
home secretary say when they condemn
police behaviour. He concentrates on the
ilegality of their action. The implication 15
that if only the state machine were reformed
and the forces the state made properly
accountable to the democratic control of
parliament, then disputes between bosses
and workers could be resolved and our liber-
ties, freedoms and way of lite preserved.

Now, the fact that the police depart from
previously understood and agreed norms ol
behaviour is not to be underestimated. It has
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excellent propaganda value for revolu-
tionary socialists, since 1t demonstrates
vividly to millions of workers just how hypo-
critical the ruling class are. They preach the
need to abide by the law, to observe the
democratic will of parliament, ete, ete, but
are quile prepared to resort to measures of
dubious legality in order to protect their 1n-
terests.

However, at the end of the day, it1s not the
departure from legality that concerns us, but
the forces of the state themselves (lcgal or
not). For the other side of the Labour Party
argument is the notion it should not just be
the police that observe legality, but everyone
glse — including, of course, striking miners.

In other words, respect for legality, 1if
carried through consistently, would disarm
workers and deprive them of their power 1o
make their will prevail over the employing
class.

Essential to Labour Party thinking is the
idea that the state is or cught to be ngutral,
and that it ought to stand above conflicting
private interests in order to serve the good of
all. This perspective is shared just as much by
the left as by the right.

Workers’ state

Whv should any of thisbeimportant! Isn’t
this just the standard line about reveluton:
the state cannot be reformed but only
smashed and replaced by a workers’ state?
The point is that failure to undersiand this 1s
to faill to understand the relevance of revolu-
flonary politics aow,

Because we denounce the fraud of bour-
geois democracy our opponents accuse us of
being anti-democratic. That 15 why, of
course, the Torics, are currently presenung
themselves as the democratic champions of a
miner’s right to work.

As revolutionary socialists, we are tor real
democracy — ie for the mass of workers to
have a direct control over the conditions ot
their lives that parlamentary democracy
doesn’t even begin to touch. That ts, we are
for a democracy based on workers’ rank and
file sclf-activity.

Eris the only kind of democracy on which
socialism can be built and can only come
about as a result of strugefe against the
‘democracy” of capital, a struggle in which
the rights of capitalists to their freedom has
to be repressed (violently, 1if necessary).
There 15 no other way in which workers’
democracy can be established.

That in turn means not just dispossessing
the capitalists. If, after all, their power was
simply themselves, we would have got rid of
the tiny handful who economically control
the system long ago. The power of the
capitalists depends an their state (whether or
not it has been given democranc par-
liamentary blessing). And their staie
depends not only on its physical power (the
nolice, the army, a5 weapons of last resort},
but on its ideological hold over backward
workers e, on workers who for one reason or
another fail to identify with the interests of
their own class.

Hence, inany struggle, the first problemis
to win over these backward workers. Some-
times that is fairly simple. In other cases, as
at present with the miners, it i more




difficult. But those claiming to be socialists
who tut-tut at the “violence’ of mass pickets
are in reality blocking the path to success.

In order 1o exercise real democracy, work-
ers have to struggle, and struggle means
something very authoritarian: workers 1m-
posing their wilt on the capitalist class to the
extent of having unfortunately to impose
their will on more backward workers.

This debate is not new. Lenin had to face it
at the ime of the Russian Revolution, His
chief opponent was the formidable ‘Marxst’
theoretician and leader of the German
Soclal-Democratic Party, Karl Kautsky —a
man much more to the left than anyone on
the left of the Labour Party today.

What Kautsky deplored was that workers
set up their own soviet organisations which
the Bolsheviks refused to subordinate to par-
lamentary institutions, that through the
soviets workers decided things (or them-
selves {they took the law mmto their own
hands), and that they relused to let the
capitalists and their agents have access to
political power (they demed them their
freedom and their civil rights). Kautsky
found all this very undemocrane — and so 1t
Was 1T a Sensc.

But, as Lenin pointed out, democracy s
not  something ahstract, cxisting n a
vacuum. There 18 the democracy of a
capitalist state {which 1s the democracy of a
tiny handful to exploit the vast majority) and
the demaocracy of a workers” state {in which
the vast majority through their own rank and
file organisations force the owners of capital
to give up their power and wealth}.

Vital interests

Both depend on violence, but only a dis-
honest fool would pretend that the violence
of the latter is as bad as, or worse, than the
former. And certainly 1t 1s treacherous (o
talk about abiding by the rules of *demao-
cracy’, when it is this same ‘democracy’
which uses the most gigantic violence and
swindles in order to preserve the wvital
interests of the ruling class.

In a passape that is relevant to the miners’
strike Lemin inveighed against Kautsky's
defence of law and democracy:

‘Mr Kautsky quotes (rom my speech of 28

April, 1918, the words: *"The masses
themselves determine the procedure and
the time of clections.” And Kaulsky, the

“purg democrat™, infers from this:

“Hence, it would mean that every
assembly of electors may determine the
procedure of elections at their own dis-
cretion, Arbitrarmess and the oppor-
tunity  of getting rid of undesirable
opposition elements in the ranks of the
proletariat itsell would thus be carried o
extreme.”

*“Well, how does this differ from the
talk of a hired capitalist hack who howls
about the masses oppressing industrious
workers who are “willing o work™
during a strike? Why is the bourgeors
method of determining electoral pro-
cedure under “pure” bourgeois demo-
cracy st arbitrariness? Why should the
sense of justice among the masses who
have risen to fight their agelong exploiters
and who are being educated and steeled in

the desperate struggle be less than that of

a fandfui of bureaucrats, intellectuats and

lawyers brought up in bourgeois

prejudices?

‘Kautsky is a true Socialist. Don’t dare
suspect Lhe sincerity of this very rcs-
pectable father of a tamly, of this very
honest citizen. He 1s an ardent and con-
vinced supporter of the victory ot the
workers, of the proletanian revolution,
All he wants is that the honey-mouthed
petty-bourgeois intellectuals and
philistines in nightcaps should first before
the masses begin to move, before they
enter Into  lurious battle  with  the
exploiters, and certainly withouwt Civil war
— draw up a moderate and precise sef of
rules for the development of the revolution...’
We are not, of course, living 1n a revolu-

tionary period. But those words about
workers ‘willing to work’ during a strike
have a familiar ring. And there 15 2 connec-
tion between a large-scale strke and revolu-
tion. A revolution represents the power of a
strike raised to the utmost degree in which
workers can only win their demands if they
take on and smash, via a mass revolutionary
party, the state of thewr oppressors.

Since nowadays the state mterferes In
maost strikes that s a vital lesson for workers
to learn. They should not be bamboozled by
the Labour Party, which is simply the alter-
nallve party in running the *democracuc’ bt
of the capitalist state machine, into believing
that reform rather than revolution s all that
15 required.

What these believers in pure democracy
torget is that getting rid of Tory MPs and
replacing them by Labour MPs will not
transtorm the state machine into an obedient
servant of the popular will. It 1s not the case
that the Tory government ‘interferes’ with
the impartial workings of the police or the
judiciary. -

No doubt, the brutal and stupid Leon
Brittan is very much behind the major police
operation, but it s also true that, night after
night, there have been scnior police officers
answernng questtons on TV who have ex-
pressed the same sentiments as him. The
various court judgements that have attacked
evervihing from civil liberties to trade union

rights have been handed down by a variety of
different judges, No doubt foul reactionaries
inhabiting a Ihckensian world., But they
have not been briefed by Thatcher and
Brittan. They did not need to be. They think
the same anvway.

As soon as you study the question at all
seriously a clear pattern starts to emerge.
There is a layer of pecople who all act together
to attack workers and any other group in
sociely that presumes to dety order and start
thinking for themselves. This layer (s made
up of judges, senior civil servants, police
chiefs, army officers and the hike: the people,
in short, who run the stale maching,

[t 15 this state machine that s attacking us.
The government 1s only partr of that attack. It
happens, in this 1instance, that the state and
the government think alike. but the root of
the attack lies in the state, rather than the
government.

Anti-communist

It foltows then, that the only way to stop
these attucks once and for all s to change the
state that organises them. That sounds hkea
tall order, and indeed 1tis, bul 11 15 a necessity
if we want 1o change the world.

For what the believers in the effectiveness
of pure democracy also forget is the nature of
the economic system 1n which we live. A
moment’s thought shows that, whatever the
political pretence, the nature of capitalism
deprives all but a few of any democralic
control wharsoever over their lives, [tis net
just that civil liberties are limited, 1t 15 that
the vast majority of us are compelled on pain
of starvation to work in dull, grinding jobs.

It goes back to an old truth formuiated by
Marx and Engels and later developed by
Lenin in opposition to those socialists who
belicved that a fight for real parhamentary,
democratic control over the state could
usher in socialism: that in even Lthe most
democratic of bourgeols countries there 1s
still a dictatorship of capital over labour —
with this difference: that the strength of
working class orgamsation has forced
capital to concede political rights. These are
of course, welcome, bul they are used the.
better 10 contain labour within the system.
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LOCAL COUNCILS

Defending the

Thatcher taces rebeltion from
leading Tories over her plans to
do away with the GL.C and the
Metropolitan County Councils.
Liverpool counctl takes a stand
on its 1llegal budget as thousands
of workers take part in
demonstrations on ‘Democracy
Day’ last month. London
Transport grinds to a halt on a
one day protest strike. The GLC
plaster London with posters
calling for public support. David
Aicken, Gareth Jenkins and
Wendy White look at the
fightback led by the Labour

councils.

L

[t the opinion polls are to be trusted, the
government has managed to make Ken
Livingstone popular. According to  the
Standard, 61 percent of Londoners are in
tavour of keeping the GLC and only 22 per-
centare against. A majority also believe thal
rates would go up as a result of abolishing
the GGLC and 43 percent think that Ken is
doing 4 good job {as against 42 percent who
don').

A government that based s plans for
abolition of the GLC (and the Metropalitan
Coumy Councils) on undoubted widespread
hostility 1o “red’ Ken now finds itsell on the
defensive. Swingeing attacks trom the hkes
of Ted Heath and clever advertising from the
G LC have combined to demonstrate that on

this 1ssue, unhke many others, the
government has lost the deological
ATEUIMENL.

This 1s 1mportant tor revolutionary

socralists. Cracks in the confidence of the
ruling class and sphits berween 1s leading
political figures are reflected in much wider
layers of the populaton,

The Tory lass of contidence s our gain. [0
the Tornes, under internal pressures from
their own friends, are torced to backtrack a
bic, thew true opponents — workers who dare
fed up but at present unable to see a way of
fighting back — will be given fresh heart,

We have 10 be carelul in our assessment of
the situation. Exploiting Tory divisions will
net, a5 some Labour politicians seem to
think prevent abohtion of the GLC and the
metropolitan county councils,

The upswing in Ken Livingstone's for-
tungs is partly due to his backing away trom
identification with "unpopular’ causes. He
has over the tast lew weeks presented himselt
as a model of tinancial ethoency; he wants to
lower the rates {Like any good Tory) and has
gone out of his way to emphasise how little of
the GLC™s budget is spent on “minority’
causes.

Nor have we heard moch trom him (it any-

12

town hall

thing) in support of the miners’ picketing or
in support of Liverpool™s illegal budeget pro-
posals. Red Ken has been replaced by the
reasonable Ken, victim of Tory extremism. It
will be interesting to sce how he behaves at
the Queen’s otficial opening ceremany of the
tThames tlood prevenuon barrier. Will he
bow betore the roval presence?
Livingstone's own retreat comes at the end
of a long retreat by nearly all Labour
councils. They have been unable to mount
any successtul campaigns against Tory
attacks and their tactics have weakened

workers' organmisation. Election pledges of

no cuts and no rate rises have coilapsed. The

real confrontation with the Tories has forced

councils time after tume to back down.
The Greater London Councll promised

increased weltare, a defence of education,
provision for more nurscries, maintenance
ot staft levels and a cutting of school meal
prices. Reality has proved o be somewhat
different. A GLC proposal to cut schoaol
medl prices was soon defeated. In Junc last
vear 150 striking teachers occupicd County
Hall to protest at the ‘left wing’ Inner
[.ondon Education Authoerity {ILEA) pro-
posals to cut over 60U jobs by September. In
fact by the end of the year over 11 million
pountds had been cut from the budget.

The GLC’s record on employment has
been even worse. With  over 400,6{0
unemptoved people in Greater London, they
decided to sct up the Greater London Enter-
prise Beard (GLEB)Y. They prorsed to
create 10,000 new jobs and provided a grant
of £20 million. The ‘*dobs for Change'
campaign made remarkably little ditference
tor the unemploved in .ondon, but they pro-
duced two nice new free sheets and a colour-
tul brochure!

—_——hu e Ee T

Discouraging

Their policy of discouraging workers to
ftght for jobs and 1o set up their own co-ops
when threatened with redundancy has been
disastrous. At Associated Automation, i
GEC subsidiary 1n north London, an or-
ganised workforce successtully prevented
GEC from closing down the tactory in the
mid-70s. When they were again faced with
closurc in 1981, they voled to tight.

Linfortunately they had not bargained
with the help of the local Labour Party.
Backroom manoeuvring between the
AUEW convenor and the local party quickly
produced 4 totally demoralised workforce.
The polsonous elfect of "ahernatve’
planning {scthing up co-ops) prevented the
workers from orgamising a real fightback.
The result of the GLEB strategy has in fact
been o weaken workers organisations.

Llection promises right across the board
have meant nothing. London's [slingion
council was ¢lected on a policy of not raising
rates, and did just that. In the south London
“socialist’ borough ot Lambeth, 'Red Ted’
Knight introduced a 4% percent mcrease i
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rates saying: “The rates system was a pro-
gressive tax redisinbuting wealth to our
class.”  Local authorves receive their tunds
From two main sources — rates and central
government.  Hitherte the  goveirmmment’s
direct control vver central funding has only
had a linmted cifect on local guthorities
Capacity 1o ratse revenue. Reallv determined
councibs have resorted to rate rises (0 oftset
starvation of funds from cemtral gowvern-
ment.

This s simply passing on Tory cuts 10 local
commurnities. There s nothing ‘progressive’
about massive rate nises. [t s merety robbing
Peter 1o pay Paul, Some {(not even all) ser-
vices have been preserved—bur st the
expense of renewed pressure on jobs and
conditions, The rash ot dispuies between
Labour town halls and their employees 18
evidence of that.

However, the ability of councils 1o con-
tinue resourcing services despite government
pressure represents anindependence that the
Tories are no tonger prepured 1o tolerate.

That means that the Tories’ new assault on
the metropolitan county councils and the
GLC represents a gualitative change in their
attcmpts to dismantle social welfare, which
we have (o take very senously indeed. If the
Tores get away with it — and Thatcher's

"persistence In the face of ‘public opinion™ s
volear evidence of her determination — then

the consequences will be disastrous. Services
ike housing, education and hospitals, the
ones which the poorest and weakest mem-
bers of society rely on most, wilt be hardest
hit.

Putting hope in Labour

Yer the response of Labour councits o
past altacks does nor auegur well lor the
future, In 19800 rates rose in Lothian
scotland. by 40 pereent, and in 1981, by 49
percent, as the council simply passed on the
Culs Lo those they were elected o defend.
Creorge  Younger, sccretary of state for
Scotland, then announced thar Lothian had
overspent by £53 miilion and that 6,000 jobs
would have to go.

On 30 June 1981, the aty of BEdinburgh
grourtd 1o & halt. 20000 workers struck
agamst the curs, In the bight that ensued the

f o emmers e
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Thousands of Liverpool workers demonstrale as the council votes on the illegal budget

[Labour Party proved themselves incapable
of harnessing the energy generated by rank
and tile workers. The strike collapsed and
the culs were implemented.

Elsewhere the Labour councils have not
even spoken about supporting workers'
struggles to delend jobs and conditions.
When, in November 1983, residential social
workers went on strike, one of the most
sickening features was the attack on them,
not by the Tories {to be expected) but by
Labour councils, such as [ambeth, South
Yorkshire and Southwark.

Lambeth stopped wapes and banned
union meetings 1 working ome. lo the
‘socialist republic’ of South Yorkshire,
employers’  representatives  relused to
negotiate with the workers, and homes were
closed. Southwark actually went so far as 1o
call in the *Instant Response Umit® (SPG) 1o
close children’s homes.

However, if these are lamentable examples
of Labour councils doing the Tories’ dirty
work, there 1 now al least something
rescmbling a fightback against the govern-
ment from the GLC and—in a much more
serious and tmportant wav—trom
Liverpool,

Yet the evident success of Livingstone (n
turning the tables on the Tories will be il-
lusory unless workers take action, Even the
massive support for Liverpools refusal
gither 1o raisc the rates or cul the services witl
prave 1o rest on sand,

The mandate-of-the-people argument 1s
one that the Tornes have been fond of using
(for obvious reasons). Livingstone has now
stolen the 1dea trom them. Tt s 2 clever move
— but one with potenually dangerous con-
sequences for workers, Of course, 1t 1s hypo-
critrical of the Tones to cancel the 1985
council clecuions while calling tor a miners’
national ballot,

But the guestion of parliamentary and
counctt elections {which offer no real demo-

cracy in any case) is strictly secondary and
subordinate to the gueston of workers
struggle. We do not accept that a demo-
cratically elecied council has higher claims
than the interests ot 1ts workiorce. Hence we
do nol aceept that a council could use 115
mandate (o impose culs in services and jobs.

We champion the right of any group of

council workers 10 take action to defend
jobs, irrespective of the democratic support
claimed by their emplovers (ol whatever
political hue) to do otherwise. Yel by making
the defence of democracy the prime element
in the campaign in an cffort 1o outsmart the
Tories, Livingstane s tacitly admitting the
priovity of  ‘democracy’  over sirugsle.
Workers {ollowing the Livingstone line are
therelore apen to blackmail in the future

[f local democracy 15 saved. it Labour
retains control of the GLC, and o 1t 13
starved of tunds through rate-capping. the
democracy argument could be used to try to
prevent workers from {ighting against the
sacritices demanded by their council
representatives.

Local democracy

Livingstone and company have sought to
put the emphasis on a demand that s
sutticiently broad and abstract (o avord
oftending muddle of the road, respectable
opinton. The defence of local democracy 15
the closest comman denominator that can
unite Ted Heath and the most lett wing GLU
shop steward, even though the real content
of the demand means something quite
different 1o those involved.

Ted Heath has no interest in saving jobs
and services. He 1s ax opposed to putiing
social need above profitability as  Mrs
Thtatcher. He merely disagrees with the
method chosen by the government to bring
the megacouncils 1o heel (on the wvery
reasonable grounds that the borough council
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nominees would make such a cock up that it
would be a wonderlul electoral gift to the
[.abour Party).

He is — and the poimnt should be obvious
— notriend of the worker. People should not
need renunding, especially during a miners’
strike, that Heath led as vicious an anti-trade
unton government between 1970 and 1974 as
Mrs Thatcher does now. By including hunin
the ranks of opposition to the government's
plans, the anti-abolition campaign disarms
those whose concern s jobs and services. The
tendency is necessarily to hack away from
anything like fndusiria! zcuon that might
icad 1o criticism from potential Tory allies.

However, simply to ¢crnincise the popular
front poliucs of the campaign 1s insulficient.
The fact remains that not only 15 the Tory
party spht on the 15sue but unhke previous
campaigns (for example, the ddl-tated Tares
Fair campaign), this now has now generated
a considerable head of steam. [tis impossible
o go anvwhere in [.ondon without secing
stickers and badges defending the GLC. It
may be passive support but it s sull support
that can be built on.

We have to arpue with many emplovees,
both manual and white collar, who support
the democracy campaign, that only by
taking industrial action 1o defend jobs and
services can we exercise real democracy, and
real workers’ control over work, pay con-
ditions, ¢tc, We also rest our own leaders’
commitment  {trade union and Labowor
Party) to democracy.

[n this way we demonstrate where real
power to stop the Tories lies. Whercas
democricy concentrates on peoplc as passive
voters or users of services (and theretore as
people for whom the council does things), we
caoncentrate on pecple as workers, staffing
and operating the services, whoare theretore
able to do things for themselves,

[n London the one day London Transport
strike was, with very few exceptions, solid.
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Moreover the picketing was done with con-
fidence and with a real sense that, whatever
the limitations of one-day action {which are
real encughd, this was rather more a hight for
jobs than a demonstraiion about democracy.
The strike may hive been called bureau-
cratically and with less than total commilt-
ment from the taop, Bot it struck a chord with
many of the rank and tile.

1t is alse the cose that the demonstration
the lollowing Jday showed signs ol being
ather than simply a demoenstration in favour
of democracy. There was maore than the
token sprinkling of manual employees.
Some militunty, despite attempts by untons
like the NUT v mit partcipation (o a token
presence, won the argument for dustmnal
action in their workplace, bBgually, the
willingness 1o link the ssue to the miners’
fight for jobs was demonstrated by the
number ol Sociafisi Worker placards pro-
claiming “Victory Lo the Miners'.

Looking bevond the sectional 15suc 18
important for an etfective Hightback agamst
the Tories. Dafferent groups of workers
aflTected by the cuts otten do not see the prob-
lems and solutions linked, For example, &
teacher and a bus driver sufter similarly al
the hands ot the Tories, vet sce cach other's
struggles s separale, semeumes cven oppos-
ing action taken by others (o save jobs.

[inks between workers in the same groups
may not evertesist. Bas and tube workers or
teachers and school ¢leaners, have no joint
orgamsation to draw their probiems 1o-
gether,  Within sections of unions,  or-
ganisation s often wedk and dependent
upun the bureaucracy,

Self activity

This cun bhe resolved by the day-to-day
work of sociilists in the workplace. [t means
cunsistent arpuing, and never wavering on

the politics of relving o the sedf-activisy of

workers o fzht the Tores,

(H course, we should not mimimise the
prablems. The miority umaon at the GLC,
the StatT Asovuition, not only voted not o
strike on Democracy Diay but set up counter-
pickers 1o promate attendance at work, On
the other hand, NALGO went bevond
support tor the Dav ol Democracy, and
passed a resoluuon calling tor preparaton
for industriat acuon i the event of abolitron,
4 position which puts it at odds with the
other unions 10 the Demuocracy ftor London
campaign, whose chiet activity s restricted
to publictry.

AL the same thime, despite support for the
iy nselt, NALGO was unable 1o carry
majerly partiapation in the event. There
was o ovineil reluctinee aboul support be-
cause of o leehng thut losing a dav's pay was
A owsehess thaing o dao,

[.ondon is the higgest counal under threar
and the most notonous m Tory eves, it has
sel the arend i the campaipgn against
abolition, Elsewhuere in the country the res-
ponse to Democraey Dy was patchier (with
the significant exception ol Liverpool, which
Is a slightly difterent casel.

In Birctnghom the demonstrabion was
sniadl and would have been pritul had it not
been tor the presaace of dinoer ladies tight-
meg 1o heep therr holidiey recainer. NALGO
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voted not to strike. The metropolitan council
was willing to give its employees time oft 1o
attend the demonstration. In the absence,
however, ol any self-activity, many
employees (00K the easy option and went 1o
the pub instead.

Liverpool is a differgnt mater becausc the
Mght therc has focussed on the city corpora-
tion's illegal budget rather than the threat to
the Merseyside County Council. ke the
GLC Merseyside has concentrated on lobby-
ing and publicity {to educate the public) and
avoided campaigning for indusinal action,

The leader. Kevin Coombes, has seen the
whole Fight against abolition as (otally
separate from the threat to Liverpool. Yet
some workers have seen the connecuon, The
buses, which are controlled by Merseyside
and not by Liverpool, stopped on the Day of
Action and workers joined mn the demon-
stratton even though technically it was no-
thing to do with them.

However, the problem with Liverpool
aftcr the magmificent demonstration on 29
March is now drifting away from industrial
action towards electioneerning. Whercas
before the demonstration there had been at
least two meetings per workplace organised
by councillors to mobihise supporl, now
there 15 nothing. Activists are not being en-
couraged to preparc for the 1inevitable
crunch over jobs and conditions, but 1o be-
come canvassing fodder 1o ensure a thump-
ting Labour majority,

Mifitant 1s leading the way:

‘Becavse of the brilliant campaign of
socialist explanation which has aroused

Liverpools workers in a mass movement

against the Tories, the ruling class and the

Tory government face a nightmare — all

their possible options face a wall of

opposition from the workers. Withom
doubt if no campaign had been taken up.

the Tones would have already 1mposed
draconian culs.
“T'he emphasts of the campaign now
switches towards buillding a solid Labour
majority n the May council clections.
Trade untonists are being called upon w
ensure a swing to Labour, to give the city
council an increase mandate for the so-
calted ‘illegal’ budget.
“['he May electons will become a
reterendum. We are confident peopte will
decide for a firm Labour council o resist
the government.” (Miliranr, 6 Apnl 1984),
This stress on elections should not surprise
us. As loyal Eabour Party members, Mifitant
could hardly act otherwise. 1t is bound by the
logic that unbess Labour gets and keeps a
majority on the council, there 1s no pomt to
the Labour Party and therefore no point (o
being in it

But this leads it into a dangerous delusion.
It s forced to play up the importance of
winning elections gy & sudstitute TOr workers
winning struggles. lts trivmphalism canceals
the fact thateven it (as we hope) Labour does
get a thumping majority there will stll be the
Tory government, the Tory commissionegrs,
the treachery of the trade umion and Labour
leaders (right and lefd) to contend with, On
this aspecl Miditanr maimntains a diplomanc
siicnee. It leads workers into a confrontation
without attempting ro warn them of the ob-
stacles ahead.
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ondon teachars strike against
letf-wing ILEA attack on jobs

1o expect that workers can be switched
rom one-dav strikes Lo puttingall ther ener-
gies 1ty moang on e knocker and then
bheing calted out ondy when the new Tabour
MOy 1S under attick s mvite disaster.

IWworkers are nlled into the False expecla-
tion that all thid has to be done now 15 winan
ncreased Labaour miagornly inorder to deteat
impossibley 1o reverse these expeetations
when the reality becomues cicar,

The real ragedy s that, despite the
Marxist lineaape of Liverpoal™ anti-Tory
fipght, their practice s nat so very dilferent
Pronm the mere openly retormist strategies of
such Labour conncils as the GLC, At the end
o thie dav, what workers doos sceondary to
the task ol cnsurmg Labouwr’s namencal
strength an the counciland s suppaortin the
COTIMELLY,

in Laverponi, o< o otherareas threatened
by the plans 1o abelish dhe Metropolitan
County Coanetls and the GLO, we have to
bulld o the anger generated by the Tories’
conrttempt for “democraey” dand on the wide-
spread svimpaehy tar the minmers. But only on
the basis af not Foaling anvone thiat there 1z
drn casiesr and guicker way than Liking 1n-
duserial action,

{Mherwise., the continuing
determinatton to ateack pobeand conditions
will be sithout an effectiv e answer.
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BEHIND THE MINERS' STRIKE

The class war makes strange bed-
fellows. Alex Callinicos looks at
some Of the people who have
been caught out by the miners’

strike.

A sharp rise in the level of class struggle puts
socialist ideas to the test, The present mingrs’
strike 15 & good example. S51x months ago it
was edsy enough o watfle on about the ewls
ol Thatcherism. [t didn't mean anvthing in
practice. But now every political current
within the working class movement can be
judged on the basis of what they are doing o
help the miners win. Nothing has more effec-
tively exposed Neill Kinnock than his public
vacillations over the strike and prvate
support for a baltot.

The miners” strike has put self-proclaimed
revolutionaries (o the wst as well as the
Eabour leadership. 1ts etfect on many ol the
entrists within the Labour Party has been to
encourage them to liquidate themselveseven
further into the Labour {eft. In the case of
Sovcialist Action some spurious rationale lor
this liqguidacionism s provided by the claim
that a ‘class struggle left wing represented by
Arthur Scargill, Tony Benn and the lefl
Labour councils is now taking the offensive
against the Torwes.

am

Party and sect

The strike atso poses problems for revolu-
tionaries organsing  outside the Labour
Party. One way ol illusirating this problem 1s
tar draw on the disuncuon, first drawn by the
Russian Marxist Georgr Plekhanov at the
lurn ol the century, between propaganda
and agitation. Propaganda, Plekhanov said,
1s many ideas to few people, agitation is few
1deas o many people.

The contrast, then, 1s between presenting
the totality of revolutionary secialist pahtcs
and organising around some concrete partal
demands {higher wagpes, no sackings, eic)
which can draw workers inte struggle. The
test ol a revolutionary organisation lies inits
ability to connect propaganda and agitation,
for it is only through workers” involvement
in struggle, provoked by some specific
erievance, that they become open to
revolutionary soctalism.

This distinction permits us to draw Lhe
dividing ling belween a party and a sect. A
party engages 1n both propaganda and
agitation, because its orneniation 1y on
workers in struggle, while a sect restricts it-
self’ (0 propaganda, preaching only to the
cottverted.

This said, 1t 15 still true that the precise
balance between propaganda and agitation
varies according to the objective situation.
Thus, in the past lew vears, the Socialist
Workers Party has concentrated primarily
on propaganda {weekly political discussien
meetings etc). This has not been out of chowe
bul because the downiurn in class struggle

Pickets and ballots

has meant that there have been com-
paratively few strikes to which to relate.

The situanon has now shifted somewhat,
with the slightly more militant mood among
sections of workers shown by the GCHQ
strike, and of course, by the battle in the
coalficids. The question 15 now, without
abandoning the strong emphasis on politics
of the pastfew vears, tolay a greater stress on
agitation.

[t’s [mportant to understand that agica-
tion 18 Aot the same as activity. It 18 guite
possible to be extremely active, without rais-
ing socialist politics at all. For example, one
can work very hard raising money tor the
miners, taking strikers round to different
workplaces and so on, without having the
necessary political arguments about the need
tor rank and file control of the strike, a high

MacGregor and Margaret Thatcher) in
calling for a3 national strike ballot. Yet there
it 15 1n black and white in the RCP’s *strike
special’, “The miners’ next step’. RCP leader
Mike Freeman writes:
“The Revolutionary Communist Party 1s
in favour of a natonal ballot because 1t
can become the focus for stepping up the
strike acuon., Campaigning for support
tor an all-out steppage can go hand-in-
hand with extending picketing and svm-
pathetic action. A campaign around the
national ballot is the only way to ensure
rank and file control over the dispute.”
As the last sentence indicates, the RCP
have grasped the central problem of the
strike — the mismanagement of the broad
left lcadership of the natonal umon and of
. the militant areas (Yorkshire, Scotland,
South Wales and Kent). But to imagine that
a hallot will solve the problem 1s ludicrous.
This 15 not to make opposition to strike
ballots a matter of principle — for socialists,
as for the emplovers, 4 baliot 1s a weapon in
the class struggle, to be used where appro-
priate and notl otherwise. Is it appropridate
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level of picketing, stopping coal entering the
steel plants, and so on. Mindless activism
and abstract propaganda go hand n hand.

A good illustratien of this general truth s
the Revolutionary Communist Party. This
organisation has in the past been fairly con-
temptucus of trade umon siruggies, on the
grounds that untl the mass of workers have
broken from their reactionary and reformist
behefs strikes are of Litlle meaning. So they
have preferred instead (o work around 1ssues
fike Ireland and ractsm. This approach 1s a
classic cxample of propagandism. It 1s only
when workers are drawn nto  struggle
around the economic issues directiy relevant
to their lives that they will begin to break the
hold of bourgeois ideology on their con-
SCIOUSIEsS.

At any rate, it has penetrated even to the
RCP that the miners’ strike s important. The
April ssuc of their paper, The Nexr Srep,
reports their activities around the strnke
under the headline: *The RCP hits the puts’.
Elsewhere in the same issue an editorial
denounces retormism of the Labour Party:
‘The prevailing strategy of Labourism
avoids the question of power and dissipates
energy in a vain battle 1o reform the system.’

It comes as some surprise, then, to
discover that these ultra-revolutionaries ac-
tually agree with Neil Kinnock {and Ian
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now? The answer 15, most obviously, no. A
ballot would nol, s Freeman suggests, ‘heal
the divisions’ between Nottinghamshire and
the militant areas. On the contrary, given the
low involvement of even stnking miners in
picketing, given the large-scale scabbing
which has now gon¢ on for nearly two
months, given the press campaign which un-
doubtedly would be moutited fora *No ' vote,
the result might well be a defeat tor the mili-
tants and an even more divided union.

The kev to achieving ‘rank and file control
of the dispute’ lies 1n encouraging or-
ganisation and initiatives from below, 1n-
dependently of fett as well as right officials.
Waverers and scabs will be won over only
through the example of decisive action which
draws far larger numbers of miners in
picketing, and ends such scandals as the
dgreements which are keeping the big steel
plants operating.

The RCP's support tor a ballot is a logical
conseguence of their propagandist politics.
Problems are not (udged in the light of the
concrete needs of the struggle, but threugh
abstract theonsimg. The result 1s that the
RCP, who have always made a great deal of
their supposedly highly ‘orthodox™ Marxism,
end up taking an essentially liberal stance to-
wiards the most important strike of the
decade.
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LIBYA

Libya - ‘the middle road’

The shooting at the Libyan
embassy has been seized by the
media as an opportunity to
launch new attacks on Libya and
declare 1ts leader Colonel Qaddaf:
‘a madman’. Phil Marshall
examines the true nature of the
Libyan regime.

We should he careful before making our own
criticisms  of Colonel Qaddafi and his
regine. In 1981 the US government ran a
long campaign against the Libvans. To give
support to their shaky allies in nearby Egypt
and Sudan, Washington sent a fleet into
Libyan wuaters and shol down two Libyan
aireratt. The world was teld thar Qaddan
was an agent of Moscow and, according to
Vice President Bush ‘the world’s principal
rerrorist,” Former President Carter des-
< cribed Qaddafi as ‘sub-human.’

Today, as in 1981 much of the abuse 18
racist in tone and designed to justify support
for western imterests in the Middle East and
North Africa. We have (o disentangle the
facts about Libya before we are in a position
to assess Libyva and Qaddafi’s personal role.

At the end ol the second world war Libva
was one of the poorest countries n the
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world., In the late 1940« n exported lutle
maore than scrap metal trom abandoned mifi-
tary equipment and was dependent on US
and British subsidies in return for use of the
Wheelus and Tobruk bases.

The country was ruled by the pro-Western
King Idris, who offered the ol mulu-
nationals gencrous concessions 1o explore 1n
Iibya's promising central region, In 1958 oul
wis discovered and Libya entered a period ot
rapud development. By 1968 the country was
producing 2.5 million barrels of oil per day
— making it the world™s lourth largest pro-
ducer.

Constant intrigue

1dris was both weak and corrupt. He was
surroundcd by tribal leaders eager to secure
a share of the oil wealth and the palace in
Trnipoh was the scene of constant intrigue.
Political parties were suppressed but by (he
late 6s worker and student rnovements wete
growing fast., During the 1967 Arab-Israel
war, students marched through the major
cities, while o1l workers and dockers struck
and retused to permit the pumping ot o1l or
the leading of tankers.

On 1 September 1969 soldiers of the Free
Officer Movement headed by 28-vear old
Colonel Muammar Qaddaf ook over the
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headquarters of the palace guard and other
key installbutions. A few hours after the
bloodless coup Qaddafi announced, “in the
name of God’ the estabhshment of a Libyan
Republic to be led by a Revolutionary
Command Council.

While today’s Libyan Republic goes under
the name ‘the Jamahiriva® — ‘the statc of the
masses —the coup was distinguished by the
absence of any mass involvement.

(Qaddafi and his young officer friends had
conspired for years 10 se1z¢ power. A year
after the event Qaddafl was asked whether
the conspirators had ever involved civilians
in the plot. He replied: *Absolutely not. All
we told them was ““keep going”” but we never
integrated them except in our thoughts.”

The coup was popular. Qaddafl soon
maoved against the vestiges of [talian colonial
influence — 30,000 ltalians were expelled,
toreign banks converted mto Libyan com-
panies, military bases evacuated. The
Revolutionary Command Council (RCC)
doubled the minimum wage, reduced rents,
stopped contract fabour and began a drive
against corruption, Qaddafl also declared
his commitment to Islamic principles.
Churches were closed, a ban on alcohol im-
posed and nightclubs shut down.

The RCC hesitated before defining 11s
political strategy. In a scries of debates
various models were pur forward before
Qaddafi declared that Libya would follow a
path that would '‘nd the people of poverty,
hunger, backwardness and i1gnorance. We
call this socialism.'

‘Communism sults some, while capitalism
or socialism suits others,” Qaddah main-
tained. ‘Theoretically speaking socialism
means here that nobody should have a lot of
capital and be very rich and able 1o exploit
the people. Socialism does not mean the final
climination ot class differences. Such
differences are essential to society. That is
the law of hfe ... Briefly socialism means
social justice. [t is the middle road. 1t 15 the
way 1o close the pap between the classes.’

Following the ‘nuddle road’, Qaddaf in-
sisted that all political acnvity should be
channelled through one body, which wouid
unite all Libyans. This was 1o be the Arab
Socialist Umon {ASU) — modelled directly
on Nasser's ASU which had ben established
after the Egyptian leader’s coup against King
Farouk 1n 1952, Qaddafi’s choice of the
name reflected hisadmiration for Nasser and
his eagerness to lake up Nasser’s domestic
and [oreign policies — the attempt to
develop an independent national economy,
the volvement of ‘the masses’, pan-
Arabism, anti-Z10nism.

Quddafi natnenalised some 60 percent of
the oil operations and by 1974 had led a
move among Arab od producers thatledtoa
fourtold increase in prices. The new revenues
were put into welfare spending, defence and
a scries of ambitious development plans.

By 1975, 1,000 kilometres of new road had
been constructed and port capacity doubled.
Industrial development plans aimed at a
growth rate of 14.1 percent per annum — to
be achieved by expanding petrochemical
plants, building a huge iron and steel plant at
Misurata and developing construction
materials production and light manutactur-
ing and food processing.




Though the Libyan domestic market was
small, the pace of industrialisation was
rapid. In 1971 there had been 140,000
workers in oil, manufacturing, construction
and transport. By 1978 the figurc was
315,000 many being immigrant workers —
mostly from Egypt, Overthe 20 vearsto 1981
the numbers engaged in construction, oifand
manufacturing rose to 28 percent of the em-
ploved popuiation.

The official line that the new state was to
be based on ‘the masses’ bore no relation to
the reality. While the working class grew it
was denied the right to organise. In March
1972 there was a week-long dockers’ strike n
Tripoli for better pay and conditions. Soon
afterwards the government forbade strikes
and all stoppages in schools and colleges.

Qaddafi declared that the umons would
not be allowed to play a political role. “The
trade unions have nothing to do with
politics,” he ruled. ‘Trade unions and tedera-
tions are prefessional orgamisations. 1t 1s
ASU members who engage in politics ...
Politics must be confirmed to the ASU. Tt is
impermissible to conduct politics outside the
ASU in any union or profession.” The RCC
decreed that anvone who advocated or
established a political party would be subject
to the death penalty.

National unity

Four years after the coup Qaddafi
elaborated the efficial philosophy of the
‘Third Internaticnal Theory'. This was
based on the notion that the driving forces of
history are nationalism and religion. Using
the idea of national unity and his own set of
Islamic principles, Qaddafi argued that
development could be attained by steering 4
course between capitalism and communisin
— not only in Libya but worldwide.

He first attempted to combine ‘socialist’
planning with private enterprise. The result
was the growth of a ruling bureaucracy
drawn from the army and the ranks of tech-
nacrats and professionals, and businessmen
acting as middlemen for foreign contractors,
import agents and property speculators.

In 1978 Qaddaf 1ssued a series of decrees
designed to extend the ‘revolution’™ by
natlionalising land and commerce, placing
private enterprises 1n  the hands of
cooperatives and outlawing landiordism,
While some businessmen were squeezed, the
reforms did not fundamentally affect a
system shaped by the nature of the 196% coup
and the ten years of development that had
fallowed.

Libya remained a ‘mixed’ economy.
Important areas of the oil sector remained
under the control of US o1l companics —
notably Occidental — while middlemen and
import agents prospered, the more so as
Libya faced its own economic crisis.

The pelitical system of today remains the
one that was installed by the 1969 coup.
Despite the rhetoric of ‘revoiution’, the
reforms and decrees, Libya is still ruled by a
tightly-knit bureaucracy that owes its first
loyalty to the army and to Qaddafi per-
sonally. In this sense Libya is no different
from the other Arab state capitalist regimes
— Egypt under Nasser, Assad's Syria, Iraq,
Algena and South Yemen.

But the Libyan situation s comphcated by
Qaddafi’s attempt to establish “popular
power’. In April 1973 Qaddafi declared a
‘cultural revolution’. In line with his *Third
International Theory' he argued that parties
like those of capitalist and communist
societies cannot represent the people. To till
the gap he insisted on the establishment of
‘people’s committees and congresses’ as or-
gans of direct demo-cracy,

The organs of ‘poputar power' proved
troublesome. Imposed by the ruling bureau-
crats, they encouraged local and tribal
rivalries and the development of a new
bureaucracy with its own ambitions. [nsome
arcas the population refused to parlicipate.
[n others Qaddafi found that his plans were
meeting with genuine opposttion. When the
commuttees proved 1o be an obstacle,
Qaddafi overruled them.

In 1979 Qaddafi established another
structure of political authority inside the
committees and congresses. These ‘revolu-
lionary committees’ were charged with
exercising 1deological leadership within the
existing bodies. Qaddafi chose reliable ele-
ments from among the young cadre that he
had been traimming during the mid-1970s.

The ‘revolutionary commitiees” becamean
cxtension of the ruling burcaucracy. Today
they function as a political police torce, dis-
ciplining the anti-Qaddafi elements that have
become increasingly vocal over recent vears.

Activists patrol the universities for signs of

student dissidence and are sent abroad to
monttor the activities of exiled opposi-
tionists. They were almost certainly res-
ponsible for both the hangmmgs at Tripoli uni-
versity last month and the shooting at the
Libyan embassy in London.

Qraddaft's ‘young guards’ are likely to be-
come more active. 01} revenues have fallen
rapidly overrecent years — in 1980 they were
322 billion, 1in 1983 only 8§10 billion.
Development plans have beenfrozen and liv-
ing standards cut 1n an attempt to reduce
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Libva's huge import bill. Once one of the
world’s mostreliable customers, Libya isnow
badly indebt and paysfor muchofits goodsin
ol

Discontent 1s growing and Qaddafi is
determimed to snuff out all orgamsed opposi-
(lon before it can establish a popular follow-
Ing. I'he regime already has a long record of
violenice against its opponents. The RCC
passed its first death sentences in 1972 and
carrned out its first executions in 1977, whena
lurge group of students and officers were
hanged. More hangings took place in 1980
and since then assassination attempts on
Libyan coppositionists abroad have taken
place regularly.

Yocal opposition

The most vocal opposition comes from the
Libyan Nationai Salvation Front, led by a
tormer member of the Free Officers
Movement, now based in Sudan. The Frontis
supported by Egyptand Moroccoand almost
certainly has US backing. There are also
groups of pro-Moscow communists and
Baathisis — the latter probably supported by
[raq. There 15 so far no suggestion of an
organised opposition that looks to the
revolutonary tradition.

(addafi 15 net ‘'mad’. He represents one
current of a movement that has come to
power 1 successive Arab countries since
Nasser's coup in Egypt in 1952, In this
movement  petit-bourgeots nationalism
combines with mulitary organisation, Re-
torms are imposed by a group that is fun-
damentally hostile tx the mass of the
populdation.

For all (addati’s ‘mass’ theories he
remains in control of the Libyan political
apparatus and shows every sign of adopting
ever more ruthless methods. Only another
military coup 1s likely to unseat him — ora
genuine movement of Libya’s steadily grow-
ing working class.
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The slick, the black and the party boss

The US primary elections have
been all over the media. In the
USA itself some of the left have
gone into the Democratic Party
to ‘move 1t 1o the left’. Bill
Roberts, Lance Sefa and Joe
Allen of our US sister
organisation the fnternational
Socialist Organisation look at
the candidates and what they
stand for.

The making ol 4 president (o serve corporate
America s a long and somenimes confusing
process, At this stape the Democratic Party
15 only midwiy 1o the primary campaign —
the ¢limination process to pick the party can-
didate to goupagainst Reaganin November.

Combine the primary season with the
general election campaign and there is nearly
a yedr of nonstop campaigning. There s no
escaping the hype. Newther ‘Dallas’™ nor

"MASH™ reruns will be sate from
iInterruplion.
In the end. after the last television

commentator has Lad the whaole altair e
rest, nothimg tundamental will have
changed. Whoever takes the prize will get on
with the job ol delending and expanding the
EMpPIre. |

Even though the outcome 15 predictable
the primary process tells us something aboul
capitalism’™  largest  party  here —  1s
constituencies, the wssues 1t defines and 1t
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chances agdaimst Reagan,

The primary contest period is long and
confusing because each stale determines s
own method for picking candidates. Some
states have direct election of delegate slates
pledged to the candidates. Other states have
4 caucus system, open only to party members
(usually anyone who shows up to take partin
the process). Sull other states combine the
two syslems.

This process begins in early February and
eirds shortly before the party convention in
July. At the convention the delegates cast
their voles and the only unknown 1y the
choice tor the vice-presidential candidate.

With three candidates appeaning to suck
in the race all the way, what can be said at
this point about the men who would be
president? And how will they do against
Reagan in November?

Gary llart

The early strong showing in the fowa
caucusing and the first open balioting vic-
tory in New Hampshire in February pro-
duced the surprise win ot Gary Hart over
Walter Mondale — the odds-on tavourie.
Both successes gave Hart the necessary boost
to stay in the race lor the long haul.

Hart’s carly success can be attributed 1o
careful packamng and voter cymeism. His
slick television image of youth, intelligence
and Kennedy-style *vigour’ injected some life
Inte what appeared 1o be a dull campaign
glready captured by monotone-Mondale.
Under the hedvy media spotlight, Hart
looked bright and ‘new’, while Mondale
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appeared tor what he was, the same old stuff,

Gary Hartis a IS senatortrom the state of
Colorado. He was George McGovern's cam-
paign manager in the disastrous 1972 loss (o
Richard Nixon.

During the Kennedy administration he
worked for Bobby Kennedy at the Justice
Department in a section known as the Sub-
versive Activities Control Board, A left-over
department {rom the McCarthy cra, Hart
worked here in the appeals section handling
cases seekimg (0 overturn designauons of
“subversive”, "Commumist-intiltrated’ or
similar hex. He of course, represented the
government who handed our these
designations,

New package

Hart has packaged himself as a
"neohiberal” a candidate with ‘new ideas’.

Cn closer look., however, the ‘new 1deas’
are e old ideas in a new package. Recog-
nising what he calls the “changes sweeping
Industrial Amenca towards a new erd’, Hart
presents himsett as the person 1o bring them
about,

But what are these changes? Besides the
inevilable new technulopy we arc told that
whatl 15 needed 15 ‘more entreprensurship’
and ‘private-sector inttatives,” Union wages
and governmenl &nti-poOverty programmes
arc old tashioned, thev "hurt the national in-
terest’ says ‘new ideas’ Hart,

Gary Hart has criticised Mondale for his
special interest connections, especially with
labour. e opposed the 1979 povernment
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loan to Chrysler. He also opposes “‘domestic
content” (80 percent of automobile
components must be manufactured in
America) legislation. Both of these are key
items on the labour bureaucracy’s agenda to
save jobs.

FHe opposed the Chrysler bail-oul becausc
it ‘contradicts the basic wenets of free enter-
prise that once characterised our nation’s
economy.’ He is against protectionist legis-
lation not in solidarity with international
workers, but because these proposals
‘damage US international competitiveness’.

Hart's plans call for labour management
cooperation to help boost this competitive-
ness. He told Business Week: ‘Labour defers
1ts wage demands or conditions them on
productivity or the profitablity of the
industry involved.”

Sometimes referred to as the *Atan Demo-
crat’ because of his hype of new technology,
Hart offers little hope to the laid-off steel or
auto workers. ‘New idcas’ l[or the basic
industry worker means robots and lost jobs.
Hart paid for this ‘new 1deas’ in all the
industrial belt states from New York to
[llinois. He offered no short term solutions
to their immediate problems. Mondale beat
him by 10 to 20 points and captured most of

the delegates in the industrial stale
primaries. Only Massachusetrs and
Connecticut — states that have made the

shift to high-tech indusiries — gave Hart vie-
1oTiCS.

The upstart from Colorade has caught the
international ear with his posiuons on the
Middle East and his ideas about a ‘leaner,
smarter’ mtlitary. He is a strong supporter of
Israel; ‘Without Israel’, Hart told the Con-
ference of Presidents of Jewish Or-
ganisations, ‘the map of the Middlc Last
might long since have turned red, and Soviet
expansionism would continue unchecked.’
Hart has pledged, upon becoming president,
10 move the US embassy to Ferusalem. He
would not recognise the PLO ‘unul and
unless they rejoin crvihsation’

Adthough Hart says he would not fight a
war in the Middle East over ol supphies
(*that’s Europe and Japan’'s problem, not
ours') he advocates a bulld-up of rapid
deployment forces capable of *quick and
decisive action’. He opposes wasteful
military spending (they all do) on systems
like M X muissiles and the B-1 bomber. But he
still calls for a 4 percent annual increase in
military spending. He 1s for a moratorium or
freeze on missile deployment, but would not
withdraw Cruise or any other system trom
LEurope.

Hart’s constituency does not seem (o
concern itself with the waste and devastation
in human terms of the decaying industrial
areas, Hart doesn’t either, and incidentalty,
has always been backed by oil interest in
Colorado and elsewhere.

Hart's ‘new ideas’ did not sell in the states
hit hard by the economic slump. Unemploy-
ment in these areas is stll runming at 10 per-
cent Or more.

There is one apparent advantage Han
carries with him into the second half of the
primary season. In the polls hei1s shown to be
ten ta 20 points better than Mondale in a
match-up with Reagan. This electability fac-
tor will be a key point against Mondale and
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Jackson’s ‘ralnbow coalition’ will change nothing for una;ﬁﬁlayed black workers

in Detrolt

Jackson in Ohio, Texas and California. In
order to go 1o the convention with enough
delegates 10 win the nonunatton, Hart will
need (0 win nearly all the remaining
primaries and certainly a loss 1n cither Qhio,
Texas ur California would leave him short.
Wins in a couple of these states, however,
could give him important bargaining power
inside the party.

Jessie Jackson

Jessie Jackson, the first black candidate
strong enough to go all the way through the
primary process, will go to the convention in
July with enough ctout to make some deals.
What those deals might be he is not saying.
He would probably hke primary voting
reforms in the South to give biacks a better
chance of winning office,

Fackson’s abilily 10 inspire blacks to
register and vore (n record numbers 15 1m-
pressive. Although he has not come close to

Jupsetting Mondale, he has consistentiy cap-

tured 17 10 30 percent of the vote. In Georgia
he won 21 percent, in Mississipp 30 percent
and in Arkansas 20 percent. In the north he
has done equally well, Capruring 70 percent
of the black vote in THhinois, he held 21 per-
cent of the total vote there. In New York he
did cven better with 26 percent of the total,
one point short of Gary Hart, In
Pennsylvania Jackson shipped to 17 percent,
but he won Philadelphia in spite of newly
clected black mavor, Wilson Goode's
endorsement of Mondale,

Jackson is an exception 1o the rule that
takes big money to run credibly, Jackson,
the poorest of the candidates, has little to
spend on expensive television uume. He did
not buy one television ad in the Pennsylvania
primary contest and yet he waus able to keep
his campaign on the front pages and news
OTOETA IMmes.

Race has been a fuctor in American
politics since the Civil War. Jackson’s
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candidacy only helps to put this ftact up
front. Not since the acuve civil nghts move-
ment of the 605, when the Mississippt
Freedom Democratic Party {mostly black
Democrats from the segregated state
organisation) came iio the 1968
Democratic Convention demanding their
seats {which they didn’t get) has the case of
bhlack America been forced on the king-
makers so baldly.

Jackson, however, represents only a tiny
portion of the black community. It 15 a
section that has had some success over the
last 20 years in gaining a tiny foothold In
Amecrican capitalism. But 11 is always on the
verge of being pushed oul of its new position.
Reagan has done much to raise their anxiety
level over the last four vears.

Lip-service

Black politicians and middle class blacks
reached their positions because of the civil
rights movement. They understand this and
when necessary pay lip-service to1ts memaory
Because of racism, the overwhelming
number of blacks will goa long way with one
of their *own’ capitalist leaders.

Jackson has attempted to build his
campaign on what he calls a ‘rainbow
coalition’ (still mostly black). He champions
the disenfranchised, the poor and under-
emploved, hispanics, and women. His main
strategy 15 to get them registered 1o vote,
proving with figures that if these sections had
voted in the last election Reagan would not
have been elected. Atthat level the argument
holds and with his successes o date, the
strategy has some credibility.

There are many on the left who have
toined this ‘rainbow coalition’. They see it as
the only wviable strategy for change n
America,. They argue that registering blacks
and getting out the vole for Jackson 1s the
wav 10 move the Democratic Pariy to the left

|5



and so take up the issues of unemplovment,
racism, poverty and war in a serious way.

A major advocate for this black electoral
strategy 1s Manning Marable of the Demo-
cratic Socialists of America, He puts it this
way: ‘The poiitical centre of the black
movement isessentially an American version
of social democracy.’

Even it this 1s accurate it would still be
necessary to overlook or fudge Jackson's
positions over the vears. Juckson has been
involved in mainstream Democratic Party
politics for 20 years. He has endorsed every
Democratic  presidential candidate since

1968,
He 1s nol interested in moving the

Democratic Party to the left, unless that
medns strengthening the party’s hold on the
black community and his position in the
party. He wili not lead an independent cam-
paign as some have suggested. As he putit, ‘[
will put jet fuel in my butt and campaign for
my party’s nominee.’

The idea that the Demccratic Party is
tlexible or will ever be flexible enough to be
reshaped 1s mistaken. Even when the civil
rights movement was in the streets, the
Demaocratic Party moved only encugh to
absorb leading elements and then became
the graveyard for that movement. This is the
history of the party and its service to US
capitalism. To ignore that history is to mis-
lead whatever activism there is into another
dead-end.

Jessie Jackson’s aim is 10 join the power
brokers of lus party. His entry fee is black
votes. He must organise blacks into the party

-l

The Democratic Parly Conve

and to do this he must foster illusions in the
possibility of changing American politics
through a capitalist party. Jackson believes
his position proves the case. His is the ex-
ception which always preserves the myth
that anybody can make it in America.
Jackson has demonstrated he can muster
black votes, But for black Americans, who
are overwhelmingly working class, the ques-
tron remains: “For what? Jackson certainly
will gain something. But the Democratic
Party will be the same and capitalism’s needs
will be the same needs that are in con-
tradicion to black America’s needs.

Walter Mondale

Walter Mondale, the likely Democratic
Party nominee for president, is the best
known office secker, He has also had the best

20
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ntion: the circus that

organisation, one he began to put together as
soon as he and Jimmy Carter were defeated
by Reagan four yecars ago,

Mondale represents the mainstream
Democratic Party. This includes organised
labour, big city machines like Chicago and
New York, and the sometimes unpredictable
Dixiecrats of the old south.

With this base he began putting a coalition
together that would have dumping Reagan
i 1984 asits only goal. To this core he added
women's organisations, civil rights groups
and others hit by Reagan's massive social
PTOEramine cuts.

The coahton first took shape in
September 1981 with the largest ever Labour
Day demonstration in Washington DC.
Nearly half a million union members, civil
rights’ workers, anti-war and women’s ac-
tivists joined together under the banner of
AFL-CIO (TUC) and the Naticnal
Association for the Advancement of
Colored People (NAACP) to protest against
Reagan’s cuts and mutary build-up.

Although Mondale did not speak to the
gathering, his strategy was evident. The
theme was solidarity. But it wasn’t solidarity
on the picket line of the air traffic controllers
(PATCO) whe were at that time being
smashed by Reagan. The slogan was for
solidarity at the ballot box in the bi-election
more than a vear ago.

Since that historic gathering, several

impaortant strikes have gone doewn to defeat,
millions have lost their jobs forever and
Reagan has continued on his merry way dis-
mantling a generation ol reforms.

- 45- F*" y I-' . l.ﬁ’
will nominate the new ringmaster

Nevertheless, Mondale had his coalition
foranelectoral solution, Qut of it he received
the earliest-ever endorsement from the AFL-
CIQ before the start of the primaries. The
Natignal Organisation of Women came out
early for Mondale., Also, numerous elected
officials from the reactionary Ed Vrdolyak
i Chicago to the black mayer of Detroit,
Coleman Young, support Mondale. Seeking
endorsements everywhere, it was clear that
even before the first primary election,
Mondale had the support of the Party
regulars.

Hart and Jackson have made an isshe of
this. As Hart put it, ‘Mondale has too many
special interests to pleasc. He can™t possibly
solve America’s problems with so many
IOU’s 1n his pocket.” To some extent the
label of wheeler, dealer and Party-boss hurt
Mondaie in the early going. But in the key
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states of Illinois, New York, Pennsylvania
and Michigan he put his organisation to
work. These are the blue-coliar states, the
mixst heavily unionised areas of the country
and they have a rradition of voting main-
stream Democratic Party, Mondale spoke to
their main fear — job loss — and they gave
him their vote.

One revealing aspect of Mondale’s
‘comeback’, after defeats in the early rounds,
s his turn (o cold warriorism, In attacking
Hart directly, and by implication, Jackson's
call for a 25 percent reduction in military
spending, Mondale calls them soft on
Communism, especially in the Caribbean
basin. He is 1n favour of a continued US pre-
sence 1n Hondurasasa way‘to interdict arms
shipments to El Salvador’ — Reagan’s
rationale.

This side of Mondale should not be
surprising. ft is part of the Hubert
Humphrey legacy which he embraces. [t
follows from the Labour bureaucracy’s cold
war demands to keep jobs while keeping
quiet on Vietnam, dismantling SALTII,
and giving the Penlagon whatever it wants.

Arms reduction

Mondale says he is tfor a nuclear arms
freeze as a first step towards arms reduction.
He too would not remove any missiles
already in place. He also callsforareald4to S
percent increase in military spending, Heisa
strong supporter of Israel and has been able
10 hold the Jewish working class vote,
despite Hart’s histrionics tor claiming he is
the number one champion of America’s
number one chient state.

The big question is what will happen if, as
looks likely, Mondale captures the
nomination in July,

Hart’s tollowers will feel they have a stake
in the ‘new America’ no matier who is presi-
dent. They might vote against Reuagan on
environmental 1ssues but this may not be
enough to hold them. Their lovalty 1o the
Democratic Party is highly questionable.

Jackson may indeed help to deliver the
black vote, especially if he gets a good deal in
San Francisco in July. There really is no
other piace for black voters to turn. If they
perceive a setl-out to Mondale they will once
again join the majority in not voting.

As far as the left is concerned, they will
once againt find they have no home inside the
Democratic Party. They will have wasted
their time, energy and money helping to put
together capitalism's biggest con-game.
Even with Reagan oul, capitalism’s needs
must be metand this means more of the same
— checks on the working class, continued
arms bulid-up and another charade in four
YEATS,

Election year in America islike a non-stop
circus and everywhere vou turn you are
offered cotton candy — all flutf, sweet and
sticky, with no real substance that can
safisty. Most voters understand this, but in
the advance of a real alternative they reach
for the fluff and hope for something better.
That alternative has yet to be built. There are
no short cuts to this process, either through
the graveyard of all progressive movements,
the Democratic Party, or down the electoral
road. Tt is a lesson the lett has ver to learn.
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EL SALVADOR

Fighting the mailed fist

The Reagan administration has
just rushed fresh military supplies
to the government of El Salvador.
They use the presidential

elections and moves towards a
democratic ‘civilian government’
as justification. Neel Halifax and
Carla Lopez look at the
background.

The elections have becn a farce. BEven the
western media have been foreed 1o admit as
much. The government claim that sixty per-
cent ol the electoraw voted, Anvone not
doing so faced a tine of Oifty colones, roughly
rwice (he weekly wage of an agricultural
worker.

To back up the financial threat, the death
squads continue  their mtinudation and
murder.

There were only two magor candidates: the
right wing Napoleon [Duarte of the Us-
backed Christian Demaocratic Party and the
semi-fascist Major D'Aubuisson of the
Arena party. and the death squads.

Voters had the choice between these two
‘democrats’ against @ background ol strikes,
power cuts, a4 break down in the electoral
computer, and with the guerrillas 1n controd
of a third of the country.

The Duarte strategy, backed by the US| s
(o try to win over same ol the peasantry by
granting mild land reforms and building up a
rich peasant layer. With this socal base he
hopes to be able to isolate and defcar the
leftist apposition,

D" Aubuisson stands tor a policy ol terror,
Arena has a strong following amongst the
middle class., e ois nationatistic and anti-
communist i the extreme and its mass rallies
which were a prominent feature ol the elec-
Hon campaiign make 1t very similar 1o &
fascist party. 1t wants no compronse: all
opposition must be wiped out.

LI )

it 1s sometimes thowght that the ruling
class in a country like Ct Salvador s a mere
puppet of the US, 1t ts true that without sub-
stantial US aid the left would have won by
now, but it is not ut all the case that the local
rulers jumyp to orders from Washington,

LS pelicy has two faces: on the one hand it
props up the local military machine, on the
other hand it wants a partial social reform 1o
iselate the left. Sonmctimes, as under Carter,
it is the latter aspect that 1sin the toreground.
Sometimes. as with Reagan, 10 1s the mailed
fist that 15 prominent.

But that policy has to operate through the
local class forces and these are much more
obdurate than Washington might wish.

El Salvador rematns a targely agricultural
country but it is very tar [rom the 'banana
republic’ image of the western media. The
last  twenty vears have seen a  huge

mechanisation ol agricutture and. as a con-
sequence, peasands have been driven from
the land. The proportton ot landless
peasants rose from 1.8 percent i 1961 o
40,9 percent in 1975, 1o over 63 pereent n
1934,

Peusants have been transformed into tand-
less labourers, mostly dependent on seasonal
work available in the cotfec and cotlon
plantations. There has been a massive 1n-
crease in rural unemployvment and a drift o
the towns.

These ex-peasants have provided the
labour torce tor new manutacturing
industry, Roughly 14 percent of the popula-
non work 1in manufactunng industry, These
FA0000 manufacturing workers are con-
centrated in the growih arcas of texnles, Food
manutacturing and pharmaceuticals.
Overall, there are 870,000 wi ge earners out
of a wetal pepulation of 4.5 million,

The social structure of El Salvador s
potarised along class hines. On the one sude
stand a sizeable urban working class and a
proletarignised  peasantry. On the other
hand are the 200 or so families thal make up
the ruling class. With their original basg 1n
lundholding these were the people who then
diversified 1nto  the new manufacturing
ind ustries, :

This social structure 15 the reason why the
US inspired compromise solution ol Duarte
cannot work: there 15 no indigenous social
class which can carry it through,

The ruling class modernised agriculture
and diversitied into industry in the [960s and
1970s and found that 1t had created, along
with its profits, social torces thal terrtficd 1t
and which it could not control, The first
attempts at social reform, back in the Carter
cra, unleashed mass popular actions on a
scale that horrified the local ruling class,
Ever since then they have blocked every
auempt at land reform.

The same social forees that moulded the
political attitudes of the local ruling class
and drew them increasingly towards the
death squads also gave a new hfe and 4
political jolt to the left.

The potitical heritage in El Salvador, as (o
the rest of Central America, is dominated by
a tradition of peasant based struggles and
guerrilla war under the leadership ol elite
partics with Stalinist political ideas. Unul the
seventies Cubaand Viernam were the modgels
for revoluton. A long guerrilla war in the
countryside leading to anencirclement ol the
towns and then 0 victory, Cuba and
Vicrnam were the models.

In the late seventies some o the left, andin
particular the Popular Liberation Porces
(FPL) developed a strategy that trnied (0
relate to the changed social structure and the
mass outbreaks tha it produced. As well as
the guerrilla struggle, the FPL mobilised
hundreds of thousands in land se1zures, mass
demonstrations and strikes. [n June 1980 the
FPL. was able 1o call a demeonstration in the
capitat, San Sabvador which mobihsed more
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than 150,000 people.

In October 1980, the leit organisations
together with their associated unrons, called
lor a general strike., Tragically, a section of
the lett (FAPU-FARN or National Rests-
tance), controlling the vital electricians’
union. refused o support the strike, They ar-
gued for a ‘broad popular anti-fascist ront’
and claimed that 2 general strike would
alienate “progressive’ capitalists, The strike

as divided and broken. The deteat was
tollowed by bloody and vicious reprisajs: it
was then the death sguads became agtive
with a vengeance.

The same year saw the agreement ot the
four main teft wing groups W set up an um-
brella arganisation, called the Farabundo
Marti Liberation Front (FMLIN], to wapge
the military struggle, At the same time gs the
urban working class was reeling from the de-
[eat of a general strike and the death squad
offensive, the left withdrew their leading ac-
tivists [Tom the cities to lead the rural mili-
tary struggle, The civil war became a struggle
between two rival armics: one backed by the
mass uf the people and the other by the might
of the US,

The war has distupted the economy. Many
pcasants have tled to the towns and many
workers have been thrown out ol work.
There has been a wage {reeze in force since
1980, despite high inflation, The FMLN has
kept the support of the vast mass ol the
population, but it has been passive support,
Between 1980 apd 1982, those who were
polincally active would leave the towns and
go e joan the guerrillas,

-

Popular support
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The ¢xtent of popular suppore tor the
FMLN 15 illustrated by the fact that they
control around one third of the country, des-
pite having 10 rely on their own resources.
Their supply of weapons, for instance, 15 al-
mast entirely those captured from the arimy,
Despite US propaganda neither the Cubans
nor the Nicaraguans provide any substanual
military aid.

The FMLN 15 only a mulitary alllance and
the liberated areas are run according to
wlhichever group controls a particular zone.
The ERP {People™s Revolutionary Army),
for example, 1s one of the Jargest and most
pragmatic of the proups. They see the
struggle against the state 1n simple nulitary
terms, and take as their model Victnam or
Cuba.

The other large group, the FPL, retaing
some idea of linking the military struggle to
mass action. There 1s a faction inside the
FPL that argues for a leading role by the
working class and for the need to build a
[ eninist-type party. From 1982 onwards,
many FPL activists moved back to the cities.

The election campaign also saw the re-
emergence of mass working class activiry
alter 4 four year gap. There were a series of
strikes in protest at the contnued wage
{reeze. The workers of the Central Reserve
Bank were out for over a weck. There were
strikes in the coftee industry, the state-run
social services, the administrative office in
charge of election arrangements, and 1n
some of the factories run by the Insutute of
Supply. In response, the army took over the
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Institute-run San Martin factory.

The resurgence of workers™ struggle gives
a reahty to those vowees inside the FPL who
urge political work related to the working
class, but they are very much a minornity on
the letft. The majority view remains
guerrillaist, And there s a strong pressure
for some sorl of compromtise solution.

The local CP s the most articulile voice
calling lor dialogue with the “progressives’in
the government, with a view to some sort of
Zimbabwean-sivle compromise. The ideu,
which goes buck 1o the Stalin ceru. 1s that
there should be a *broad cross-class alliance’
mcluding local capitalists, to fight against
imperialisn.

The tragic rony in Bl Salvador is that such
wdeas are widely canvassed, and widely
believed, 1n a situation where it is the local

SPAIN, ITALY, PORTUGAL

capitalists who organise the death sguads
and the only ruling class torce talking about
a compromise is the US,

Moderation

The arguments for moderation gain a ot
of strength from the claim that, even it the
gucerillas win a military victory, they will
come under the same sort of pressure that the
Sandinistas are experiencing i Nicarapua, It
1§ better, the argument runs, to avoid going
too tar: atter all, the US government ¢could
stll commit combat troops 1o prop up their
ally.

Itas true that the S s a4 powertul and dan-
gerous opponent, and il 1s true that in the last
resort Reagan mught commit the marines to
batl out a tottering reoime. One of the tactors

Taking on the workers

In the mid-seventies the
Mediterranean fringe of western
European capitalism was at risk.
Portugal, Spain and Italy all saw
a huge working class upsurpe.
In all three countries the
‘revolutionary left was numbered
in thousands.

lan Birchall looks at a legacy
they all share from the seventices
— all three have Socialist
governments,

Today there is little left ol that revolutionary
cuphoria that shook the Mediterrancan in
the seventies, In Spain, [aly and Portugat
workers are lacing the downturn with hitter
defensive  strugples, In Spain Felipe
Gonzalez heads o Socialist government
elected i 1982; last April Mario Soarcs
bounced back to head a coaliven of
Soctalists and Social Democrats in Portugal;
and i Taaly Bettino Craxi, despite the
relatively small size of his own party, has
become Ttalyv's first Socialist prime minister.

[n ciach case the role of Socialists in power
15 to help carry through a certain modernis-
ation made necesary atter decades of luscist
or clertcal rule. Thus Craxi has triumphantly
negotated a new Concordat with  the
Cuathohc Church which makes it ¢lear that
Cathoiicism s not the Halian state religion.
Sodares has been denounced by the clerical
right as a *Marxist-Atheist” torintroducing
rather timorous lepalisation of abortion
{permissible only In cascs of rupe, possible
deformicy or nisk to the mother's health),
and 4 somewhat stmilar measure has been
brought in by Gonzalez. Both Gonzalez and
soares imend to lead their countries into
EEC membership.

In all this maodernisatuon there s no
specifically ‘socialist’ content, and a balance
shect ot all three governments will show that
their matn function is to defend and
strengthen capitalist rule.

Little has been heard since the autumn of
1982 of Gonzalez’ pre-clection promise to
pel out of NATO. Gonzalez may have en-
tertained Fidel Castroin Madrd, but he has
also become  the USA's  brgpgest arms

CUSTOMOr,
On the economme level, Gonzales has
introduced the forty hour week and in-

wmtluencing his decision. or that of his ad-
visors, will be the likely cost. human,
mutterial and  political, both within the
cauntry and throughout the region.

Moderation will only munimise the cost to
the  L'S of any antervention. The real
nightimare facing Reagan is that Bl Salvador
becomes part of 2 chain reaction starting in
Nicaragu and ending up in Mexico City,

The =same conditions that exist in El
Sialvador are repeated throughout Central
and Lavn America, "Moderation™ will deny
the workers and peasants ot Latin America
the insprration and example of a developed
revelutionary mosement,

A determmed  revolutionary policy  in
Latin Awmericd s the best way (o 1mobilise
sipprort lTor the strugele against both the
Jocal batchers and thewr US buckers.

creased pensieons, But on the croctal tssue of

Jobs, his rode hos been a stranghrforward
defence ol capitalist terests, His pre-
clection pledoe of OGO new jobs long for-
gatten. Cronzater s presiding over 2,300,000
jobless (o rate of T8 percent). [n some areas,
such as the shipbuilding regiony of Galicia,
unemplosment = up 1o one third ot the
active population. And only a guarter of
apain’s jobless receive unemployment bene-
fis. But the governnmwent is pushing ahead
willl plans tooont back further in basic in-
dustries fespecially steel and shipbuilding)
with o turther 65,000 redundancics plunned
by 1OR0 S Foonomiss {7 January) has
praiscd Cionsales Tor deciding not 10 make
uncmplavment o priorivy, as Mitterrand had
doite bn Prance m 1951510 describes his First
vour mnooltice as Siomodel of responsibility’
comnpared 1o Mitterrand's.

E ]

Redundancies continue

One part of PFranco’s  heritage that
Crongilez s particularly keen to dismantle is
the degree of jub security which workers
recerved in return tor bemg deprived of trade
unton rights. The government s anxious Lo
encorage temparary work contraces; Le
Muonde (19 November) quotes a ministry of
labour othicral arguing the novel thesis that
reducing job security 15 4 wedpon against
unenplovment: "We muost encourage firms
to take on workers at the first signs ol an
upturn, knowemye that they can sack them ot
the conpunenire changes.”

Craxi, Gonzalez and Soares: giving workers a rough ride
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All this has not gone without resistance
from the working class, Therc were three
times as many strikes in the first two months
of 1984 as in the same period of the previous
vear. In February half a million workers
struck for two days against cuts in hving
standards; unions have rejected an attempt
(o hold wapge rises 10 6.5 percent {as against
predicted inflavon of at least & percent).

Gonzalez® reply is repression thus under-
mining workers® orgamisation and their
ability to resist a possible threat trom the
right in the future.

Appeasing the army and the ex-tascists
means taking a tough line against the left. In
the Basque country rising unemployment in
steel and shipbuilding has given a4 new lease
of life to the armed struggle by the
nationalists of ETA.

In response Gonzalez has tightened anti-
terrorist laws (including one which says that
expressing political supporl for ETA 1s an
offence) and strengthened the police anti-
terrorist unit. The government also seems (o
be giving at least tacit support to the Anli-
Terrorist Liberation Grougp, a set ot oft-duty
police who have been crossing into France to
murder Basgue refugees. Little wonder that
The Economist {4 February) said. "Most
Spanish generals have a good reason to
admire Mr Felipe Gonzalez's socialists.’

[n Portugal, still a bitterly poor country, |

Soares’ attempt 10 make workers pay for the
crists has taken on an even more naked form,
Thousands of workers in state-run industries
have not been paid for several months, in
some cases over a year, Once again Soares’
response is  repression. When workers
demonstrated cutside his residence early in
April, 285 arrests were made.

r——

Confrontation

The United States have got their base in
the Azores for another seven years, in return
for tinancial aid to Portugal. Five thousand
|.isnave shipyard workers are idle, and in
February police attacked a demonstration of
four thousand shipyard workers, wounding
twelve., The 1975 legislation which forbade
the creation of private banks and insurance
companies has just been repealed. and
various publicsector banking tirms are being
privatised,

[n ltaly there has becn yet another sharp
confrontation between a ‘socialist’ govern-
ment and the organised working class, The
crunch 1ssue has been wages. As The
Foonomist enthusiastically put it; ‘One of
Europe's most powertul trade union move-
ments 15 being pounded 1o picces — by a
government headed by a Socialist.” The ts5ue
is Craxi’s attempt to smash a tundamental
component of Italilan workers’ living
standards — the automatic wage-indexaton
system, which guarantecs workers 75 percent
of any increases in the cost of living, Craxiin-
tends to chop off three percent of any 1n-
creases, which it 15 cstimated, a loss of over
five pounds a month 10 the average worker.

This has unleashed the tury of Itaian
workers. A demonstration against the pro-
posed cut mobilised some seven hundred
thousand people in what was almost cer-
tainly the biggest demonstration 1n laly
since the end of the second world war.

But Craxi 1s not without allies, and his
position has been bolstered up by the trade
unjion burcaucracy, The two smaller unon
tederations, the CISL and the UL, are back-
ing his measures, But, breaking a unity of ac-
tion that has existed ever since 1972, the
largest union federvaton, the Communist-led
CCIL, has come out strongly against Lhe
measures and helped to orgamse the mass
demonstrations,

However, CUlL opposition is not ail that
itappears. The CGIL has made ieclear that 1t
does not oppose reviaon of the indexation
system o oprieciple, amd it has also made it
clear that 1t opposes working for g peneral
strike. The CGITE s real concern 12 that the
action against Craxi's decree was onigenally
called by tactory Councids 1 Turnm and
Mitan: it the CGIE had noe stepped in to take
the leadership of the movement, opposition
might have developed ontside 1ls control, {1
was crucial that the opposition should nor
cut across the political ambitrons ot the
ltalian Commumst Party.  As  Luciano
ILama. secretary gencral of the CCGIL rold
the mass demonstration in March: "We are
nol here 1o oppose Parliament; we respect 11s
powers, We are simply asking the members

Portugal 1974—to
ovarthrew fascism workers face a bitler
attack from a Socialist government.

of parhiament 1o take account ol our desire
for justice”, With enemies hke that. who
needs triends?

Craxi’s government has welcomed crutse
missiles, and is planning to chop 26,500 steel
tobs by 1986, Craxi has also put to death one
of the iberal measures of the late sevenfies —
the retorm of psychiatrie hospuals, a reform
which didn’t work because the funds to make
it work were never available, (Ar his
thauguration Craxi taswchully observed: "We
must get the lunatics back m the asyvlums’).

All three Socialist prime mintsters are sull
in fragile sitwations. Craxi and Soares pre-
side over coahtions which could collapse at
any time; Craxiin particntar 1s constantty at
the mercy ot votes ol contidence. And Gon-
zales, who seems to have the firmest base,
may dlso be insecure; February saw the
resignations of his tinance minister and of
the Socialist president ot the Andulasian
reglonal government,

Socialist Review Moy 1984

Nonetheless, there are reasons to believe
that all three may prove resilient. In Spain
and  ltaly, at least, there arc signs of
eCcONOMIC recovery, Spain 15 now the waorld’s
wenth industrial power, and s getting in-
creased foreign investment, notablv irom
Arah countrics and the American wulb-
national ATT. ltaly has seen a miarked
improvement of expores and the batanee of
payments, It the ruling class want 1o oo
tinwe this  recovery without oo mich
working class opposition, the Sociabisis may
be the best people ta dao the job,

On the left the only alternabive force are
the Communist Parties, and these taaare in-
creasmely bankrupt, The Spanish OF has
fullen from quarter of 5 million members to
0 000 since 1977 11s recent conference was
bicterly divided between pro-Russian and
Furocommunist wings, and a new pro-
Russian party has been launched by [posco
Ounllego. The Portuguese CPostill pers 17
percent of the vote, but s trappedan asrende
Stalimst dogmatusm. Communism in
southern Europe s not dead, but terminatly
il {OF course, between ternnal Ulness and
tdeath there can be a great deat of Blood and
sthime),

S0 tor Spain and Portugal Gonealer aiid
Soarcs seem sel to renuun the Ieast un-
accepinble alternative for the rubing class.
Haly 1y more volatile. For the momyen. the
Chrisuan Democrats (who advocate ihe cres
market, spending cuts and a pro-Lis farcian
pulicy) are very happy to seove under Oraxi,
There are sull some Chnstan Demeorats
who would hike w do a deal wath the €730 b
this looks ncreasimgly unhkely.  bor
electorally things are going slowly butsnrely
in Craxi™s direction. The CP is goug inio
electoral decline. This will also weaken rhee
Christian Democrats, who have kep: v
vote fargely by being the only bulwiask
against Communism; as the threat subsices,
50 does thewr claim to be the automatic prarey
of government: Morgover, the Chrsten
Democrals have long suffered from mabiling
to pick up middle class votes, which haveno
reasingly gone (o the Socialists. Craxishos! s
be able to 1l the electoral vacuum.

Interviewed in March’s Labowr Herafd,
Fric Heifer satd ol the Labour lcadershipe
‘At present we have what T call the Felipe
Gonzalez svndrome - - an other words,
image building. Evervthing s geared 1o
building the image of the movement’s leader-
ship.” Kinnock 1s certainly not as good 100k-
ing as Gonzalez, and probably not as in-
telligent: bul the pertormance ot Socialist
prime ministers in southern Europe should
be food for thought tor anvone who thinks
we shall get an easy nide” from the next
Labour government.

To our readers in the
Netheriands:

Any readers of Socialist Review
in the Netherlands who are

interested in further discussion
of the ideas of the Socialist
Workers’ Party, please write to:
Socialist Review, PO BOX B2,
London, E2 9DS, UK.
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INDIA

Class and communalism

Communalism 1s a difficult i1dea
to explain to western socialists.
Northern Ireland is an
example of communal politics. It
does not have to be based only
on religion—in India it is a
combination of religion with
caste, language, region and
ethnic onigin. Barry Pavier
examines the communal strife 1n
the Punjab.

Communalism grows in the soil of Indian
class society. This 15 much morc complex
than that of Britain. Ttincludes a mass urban
petty bourgeoisie and lumpen proletarit, a
mass rural bourgeoisie and petty bourgeotsie
and a huge class of small tarmers. This 1s
quite apart from the working class {urban
and rural) and large private and state capital.
All classes except for the owners of large
capital are splintered by rehgion, caste, lan-
puage, etc — the working class nog least.

This has several consequences. Firstly, it
has produced rampant tactionalism inside
the ruling class. The crisis hit Tndia early, in
1965, and ever since different regional ruling
class ftacttons have been at each others’
throats, fighting for the major share of the
limited resources now available. Secondly, it
means that there are numercus divisions
between difterent sections of the working
class. Not only between workers in ditferent
parts of the country, but also in the same city
and the same factory. Workers migrating
[rom the souch 1o, say, Bombay. probably
won'l speak the language of the local work-
ers. They will live separately, watch different
films, have different lewsure activities and
celebrate different festivals. This tends to
tnsulate different groups of workers from
each other. Of course, manage ments attemplt
to use this for their own ends.

This 15 the situation in the Hindustan

Lever factory in Bombay, as described by
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mmunalism lie In Indlan ciass sociely

Bennett L’Costa, general secretary ol the
Employvees Union {more or less equivalent 1o
a Brimish convenor):

‘Because of the struggles and the umity of

the workers, as long as this 15 strong, the
MANagement  cannot  cven
creating splits on this basis, But it 1s at a
time when there 1s a lull and there 15 a
penaral weakness and bickening. then at
that stage these types of Torces raise thenr
heads. .the union has (0 be very vigilant
about these things, 1y a great threat,”
This 15 1n one ol the best orgamsed
factories in Bombay, where they have had
|80 secnionul strikes in the last two vears, 1t
shows the third conscgquence of the structure
of Tndian class society. It 1s possible tor one
sphinter of the regional ruling class, or petty
bourgeoisic, or some combination of these
1w, to mobilise sections of small farmers
and the working class behind 1t, on the basis
of retigion, caste, or regional sohdarty,
There is one condition, working ¢lass passiv-
ity and in particular a lack of clear clays-
centred politics. This is what permils
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situations ike Poniab today, and Assam and
St Lanka last year.

Yet 1t can be fought, and the divisions ot
[ndian ciass soctety can be overcome. The
way forward s indicated by what happens al
Hindustan Levers — militant rank and [ile
action, mmvolving all the workers and con-
trolled by them, combined with a luctory
leadership containing socialists who are wetl
aware of the dangers of communalism and
who argue for spectlic actuons {o counter
them.

These socialists are not aligned with a
magor party, Bennett Y Costa’s politics arc a
mixture of revolutonary socialism  and
Maoism, which might seem pecoliar o a
British audience but which s quite explicable
given local conditions, They do not suffer
though from the parliamentary cretinism of
the two major communist pargies, and the
impaortance of that becomes clear once vou
lovk at what 18 happening in Punjab.

First, the communal violence 1s not the
work of an oppressed muinority or  the
expression of a backward., pre-capitalist
society. The economy of Punjab is based on
agriculture that has been completely trans-
formed by capitalism, even to the satis-
taction of the Communist Party of India
(CPl), whose pohtical line tor the last 30
vears has been based on the need to compleie
the bourgeois revolution. Conseguently the
class strugele in the countryside 1s sharply
drawn between capitatist farmers and the
rural working class. There 15 no ‘peasant
gquestion” in Punjab.

A taction of the Punjabr bourgeoisie,
emboldened by ity growing strength, pre-
cpitated the crisis by atucempung to grab
more power through gaining special stalus
for the state of Punjpab. This faction operates
through the Sikh regionalist party, the Akal
Dal. They began a low-level civil
disobedience action, which stuttered on fora
couple of years to the end of 1982, and then
became badly unstuck,

Therc has always been a wing of Sikh
regionalism which argued tor an indepen-
dene Sikh state (Khalistan), run on Sikh
religious law, much afier the style of contem-
porary lran. In [982-83 the Congress (1)
government tricd to use this faction o split
the Akah Dal Thev covertly promoted the
most prominent tigure ot the Khalistan
laction. Jaswant Singh Bhindranwale. This
ploy succeeded only too well. Bhindranwale
spectactularly outllanked 1he conscrvative
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Auling clas

Akall leaders,

The problem for the Congress {1)1s that he
ran completely out of control apd has con-
tinually raiscd the stakes by setting loose his
mass base of pettv-bourgeols vouth. At
present he is holed up in the Golden Temple
of Amrsar (which offers medicval-style
sanctuary), making agttational statements
and directing a growing terronst campatgn,
not only against the government, but also
randomly against non-Sikhs, The conser-
vitllve Alkali lcadership has been compelied
to move owards him in order 1o mamtam
any inlluence.

Bhindranwale has exposed the cruel truth
for the Akalis: they arc dangerouslty over-
plaving their hand, Even in Punjab there is
only a 532-48 matority for Stkhs over Hindus,
In the ncighbouring state of Harvana. scpar-
ated from Punjab in 1966, there 18 4n over-
whelming Hindo majority. The terrorisi
campaign  has  become  extremly  viclous
during rthe last month,. 1o March, Sikh
students  on motoreveles drove into Lthe
village ol Kahnowan and machine-gunned
the tirst 16 non-Sikhs they came across, Al
the beginmug of April they killed two lead-
ing politiciins, one Congress (1) and one
Bharativa Janata Party (BJP—neo fascists ).
The respouse w this has been counter-
terronsm, su far mamly cantined to atlacks
on Sikhs in Hurvana., but with threats of
acton i Punjab,

This is hardly surprising. since the BIPis a
militant Hindu chauvinist party and is hnked
with a mass para-military organisation. the
RES. The RSS has previously concentrated
on orgamsme ant-Mushim pogroms. buricts
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factions stoke up support on the basis of religious and regional divisions

possible 1o recognise their hand behind two
Hindu defence organisations in Punjab.
Operating through such fronts, which pull in
greater [orces than the BJP could alone, has
been a consistent policy of theirs for the past
[ive years. Given the night {or wrong) con-
ditions, Bhindranwale and the RSS between
them could turn Punjab and Haryana mto a

disaster of Lebancse proportions.

The role of the Congress (I) has been
suitably disgusting., Having stoked up Bhin-
dranwale in the first place, Indira Gandhi
has moved in completely the opposite
direction. Abandoning the policy of the past
M} years — the Congress as the protector of
minorities — she and the rest of her govern-
ment have becn making a number of moves
t encourage Hindu chauvipism. This 1s
election year and she has more than half an
eye on the threal from the BJP.

Nod and a wink

However, what it does 15 build the RRS.
The ‘non-party’ {ront unites right wing,
politicians who are members of parties other
than the BJP, and mobilises their support.
Indira Gandhi’s new moves to the nght are
building these organisations as Congress (1)
politicians feel that they have some kind of
official sanction, even if of a nod-and-a-wink
kKind,

But where is the working ¢lass? In Punjab,
mainly in the countryside, and there we tind
the best organisation that the CPl possess.
An agricultural workers’ union, oOver
1 25.000 strong {out of about 300,000 agri-
cultural workers in total), Founded wn 19534,
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it actually has quite a good record of organ-
ising struggles. [t has the achicvement of
socialism as one of 1ts objects. Over the past
few months neither it nor the CPI have
organised a fightback. The other communist
party, the allegedly more left Communist
Party {Marxist), has been acting as "honest
broker’ between the government and the
Akali Dal rather than orgamsing working

"class resistance to communalism.

The communist partics’ Impotence 15 a
sign of the utter bankruptcy of reformism.
They both refuse to put the working class at
the centre of their politics, and hold to
the idea that there & a4 nationality
guesion I [ndia, urgently in
need of solution. At various times this has
led both of them to embrace very unpleasant
ruling class regional parties. notably the
Akali Dal, This has meant they have ducked
the daunting but essential task of confront-
ing the idea in Sikh workers that their
religion is the most important aspectof therr
lives. The same applies to all religions and
castes, and the consequences dare frequently
made painfully clear. _

At the moment it looks a5 if the best that
can happen in Punjab is thai some dirty com-
promise will be cobbled up between [ndira
Gandhi and the Akali Dal which will tem-
porarily cutflank both Bhindranwale and
the RSS. The worst 15 a ghasily three-way
shoot-out and indiscriminate sectarian
violence. The tragedy is that communalism
can be fought, butto do that bevond the con-
fines of one militant factory requires a
revolutionary socialist party with a general
perspective of working class politics.
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PERMANENT REVOLUTION

The world 1s divided into hostile
national states yet economically
1s Internationally organised as
never betore. John Molyneux
cxplains the history and the
rclevance of the theory of
Pcrmancent Revolution to
understanding the world and
what it means for the prospects
of a socialist revolution.

Marx wrotc!

‘In broad outlines Asiatic,  anclent,

leudal, and modern bourgeois modes of

production can be designated as
progressive  epochs in the economic
lormation of society,’

The replacement of feudalism by
capitulism 15 a progressive phenomenon.
This is not to deny the brutality of the
process,  Capitatism comes  inte being,
"dripping from head to foot. lrom every
pore, with blood and dirt’, Nevertheless it ts
still an important step forward tor humanity.,

T'his 1s because capitalism a) produces an
ecnormous advance in the torces of pro-
duction creaung the matenal basis tor a
classtess society; by results 1in an cnormous
soctatisation and concentration of the torces
ol production helping the eventual takeover
of these forees, ¢) gives rise to an integrated
world market and world cconomy laying the
basis for overcoming the division of the
world into hostile and warring states, d)
creates ks own gravedigger — Lthe working
class — the only class capable of over-
throwing capttalism  and  bringing 10
completion the tendencies Lowards a co-
gperatve classless world.

Capitalism was thus o necessary episodein
human history, There could be no teap trom
feudahsm to socialism.

Marx's hist of “progressive cpochs’ 1s a
‘broad cuding’, a very hroad outline. When
we come 10 look at the actual historweal pro-
cess, Lo approach it concretely as a basis for
action, we have 1o lake into account the fact
ol uneven development.

The rise of capitalism was anything but a
untform  or  simulianeous  process. Tie
bourgeois revolution accomphshed 1o
Britain 111 the scventeenth century and 1n
IFrance in the eighteenth century was in other
countries delaved unul the ninctecnth or
twenteth centuries and in some parts ot the
world s not fully complete to this day.

What should be the attitude of Marxists 10
this phenomenon of belated bourgeons
revolution?

Marx encountered just such a situation in
the German revolution of 1848, Germany at
that time was a backward country relative to
Britain, France, Holland. It was fragmented
into numerous semi-absolutist, semi-feudal
principalitics and states 1n which the process
of industrialisation was only v oits firsg
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stages. [ts working class was little more than
embryonic. Its bourgcosie appeared 1o be
about to make 1ts own version of the 1789

revolution 1n France. The Communist
Manifesto summed up the Marxist stratcgy

as follows:
‘In Germany they tight with the bour-
geoisie whenever it acts ina revolutionary
way, against the absolute monarchy, the
teudal squirearchy, and the petty bour-
geoisie. But they never cease, for a single
instant, (o nstttinlo the working class the
clearest possible recognition of the hostile
antagonism  between bourgeosie and
proletarial, 1in order that the German
workers may straightway usc, as 50 many
weapons against the bourgeoisie, the
social and poblcal conditions that the
bourgeoisie must necessatdy introduce
along with 1ts supremacy, and in order
that, after the tall of the reactionary
classes 1n Germany, the light against the
bourgeoisie itsell may immediately begin...
*The bourgeois revolution in Germany
will be but a prelude to an immediately
[oBowing proletarian revolution,’

[t was a limiled form of what 15 now
known as ‘the stages theory™. First with the
bourgenisie against the Torces of feudahsm,
then against the bourgeosie [rom  the
moment of its victory, The (atal flaws in this
strategy (then, as on so many subscquent
occasions) was that the bourgeoisie fatled to
play the historical role assigned to i, I'earing
precisely the development of events that
Marx hoped for, it betraved its own revolu-
tion and came to a deal with the aristocracy.

Independent party

Marx was quick (o learn the lesson. In
1849 he broke his former alliance wih the
petty bourgeois democrats and declared in
favour of an independent workers® party, In
1850 in the *Address to the Communist
League’ he outlined 4 radical perspective of
independent working class acion 1o trans-
form the democratic revolution into an
international socialist (ransformation.

"While the democratic petty bourgeoss
wish to bring the revolution to a con-
clusion as quickly as possible.. it 1s our
interest and  our task o make the
revofution permaenent, unul atl more or
iess possessing classes have been forced
oul of their positton of dominance, until
the proletariat has conquered state
pnower, and the association of
proletarians, not only in one country but
in all the domnant countries of the
world, has advanced so far that
competition among the proletarians of
these countries has ceased and thatat last
the decisive productive forces are
concentrated in  the hands of the
proletarans.”

This was the starting point ot the theory of
permanent revolution. It was destined 1o
remain a dead letter at the tume ol s
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tormulation as by (hen the GGerman
revolution  was  decisively  defeated and
Furope was entering a protonged period of
poiitical reactton accompanied by an enor-
maous expansion of capitalism. For further
development of the theory we need to look to
Russia at the beginning of the twentieth cen-
tury.

The situation of Russia was in some
respects similar to that of Germany in 1848,
It was the most backward of the major
Furopean countries, under the absolute rule
of the Tsar. It was just beginning to ex-
pericnce the development of capitalism and
industry, rendering Tsarism more
anachronistic. Russia was on the eve of
revolution.

Yer tn other respects Russia was very
dilferent. International capitaiism was pow
halt 4 century older and more advanced. It
had undergone a (remendous process of
growth, concentration, monopohsation and
internationalisatton, and had entered the
stage known as imperialism. The industry
that appearcd 11 Russia was the product not
ot gradual development on native Russian
toundatons, but of this advanced
capitalism.

As Trotsky wrote:

*Ar the same (tme that peasant land-

culuvation as a whole remained, right up

to the revolution at the level of the seven-
teenth century, Russian industry in its
technigue and capitalist structure stood
at the level of the advanced countries and

I ccrialn  respecls  even  outstripped

them.'

In relaton o Western Europe, Russia
exhibited not only wneves bul zlso combined
development.

Within Russian Marxism there were three
distinct responses (o this, The first was that
of Plekhanov and the Mensheviks who based
themselves on Marx’s general historical
scheme and appled 1t mechanicaily to
Russia. They expected Russitan history to
follow the pattern ot England and France, o
undergo a bourgeois democratic revolution
led by the bourgeoisic. The role of the
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working class was 1o support the bourgeoisie
1n this, and care 1o be taken to preserve this
alliance.

1f the working class became 100 revolu-
tionary they might ‘frighten off” the liberal
bourgeoisic and throw it into the arms of the
autocracy. Plekhanov's response to the de-
feat of the 1905 revolution was that the
workers ‘should not have (aken up arms’.

The second position was thatof Leninand
the Bolsheviks. Lenin rejected the Men-
shevik view that the revelutton would be led
by the bourgeoisie. He argued;

‘It fears to lose 1n this struggle 1 property

which binds it o the existing order: it

fears an all-too-revolutionary action of

the workers who will not stop ar the

democratic revolution but will aspire 10

the socialist revolution.”

It would be the working class in alliance

with the peasantry, who make the
revolution,
Nevertheless Lenin accepted the

revolution of the bourgeois in the sense that
it could not go beyond or overthrow
capitalist social relations. Lenin envisaged
the revolution establishing the ‘democratic
dictatorship of rthe proletariat and
peasantry.” By this he meant a temporary
revolutionary government of representatives
of the workers and the peasanis making a
clean sweep of Tsarism, and the remnants of
feudalism, and mstitule a  democratic
republic expropriating the large landowners.
but stopping short of taking over capitalist
property.

Transition to socialism

The third position was that of Trotsky and
has passed into history as the theory of
permanent revolution. Like Lenin, Trotsky
argued that the workers not the bourgeoisie
would make the revolution, But he diftered
from Lenin in maintaiming that the logic of
gvents would not only bring the working
class 10 power but would compel 1t to start
the transition to socialism.

Against the Mensheviks Trotsky argued
that the law of combined and uncven
development (which he was the first 1o
formulate} had produced in Russia a
bourgeoisic that was exceptionally weak and
a proletariat that was particuarly  very
strong. The bourgeoisie, dependent from the
outset on l[oregn loans, was economically
and politically the junior partner of Euro-
pean tinance capital. [t had long ago aban-
doned any revolutionary pretentuons and
had no desire to see a revolution in Russia,
Moreover the bourgeoisie was organically
linked to the aristrocracy.,

There was no posstbility that the Russian

bourgeoisie would place itself at the head of

the peasantry and lead the siruggle against
Tsarism. Bul this weakness was not 1o be
found with the working class. On the con-
trary, 115 strength was based in the advanced
industry that had been tmplanted in back-
ward Russia. The workers were concentrated
in huge factories like the Putilov works 1o
Petrograd. So the working cluss despite
being a tiny minority ot the population, held
in 115 hands the key productive forces and
was potentially immensely powertul, It
would therefore fall to the proletariat, and

nol the bourgeoisie, to carry out the tasks of
the bourgeois democratic revolution.

Against Lenin, Trowsky argued that ‘the

prolctariat, once having taken power, will
fight for u to the very end” and (hat n the
cause of this fight the pressure of immediate
problems {unemployment, the implemenma-
ten of the gighi-hour day, the resistance of
the propertied classes elc) would compel it to
employ socialist  coliecuvist measures
against bourgeols property.
' Lenmin believed that such a development
was ruled out by the peasantry which made
up the great mass of the population. The
revolution, he thought, would lead to a
majority of peasant representatives in the
revolutionary government who would back
the revolution only to the point where 1t
overthrew the Tsar and the landlords.
Thereatter 1t would side with the bourgeoisie
and push the working class and i1ts party out
of power.

Trotsky rejecred this perspective. Holding
that, as Marx had noted, the fragmented
conditions of existence of the peasants make
them ‘incapable of enforcing their ¢lass in-
terests 10 their own name, whether througha
parliament or through a convention’. The
peasantry he maintained would play 4
crucial partin the revolution but it would not
be an independent one. It would have to
follow one of the main urban classes. Since
the bourgeoisie in the towns would not
support the expropriation of the
landowners, the peasantry would follow the
working class, at least up to the creation of
workers' power.

To the objection (repeatedly raised by
both  Mensheviks and  Bolsheviks) that
Russia could not leap straight to socialist
revolution because 115 cconomic develop-
ment was too backward Trotsky replied that
this was truge only if you viewed Russia in
solaton, But, Russia was part of a world
capitalist system ripe for socialism. The key
to the survival, the permanence of the

*Russian’ saciatist revoluiion lay in spread-
ing 1t mternationally.

This then was the theory of permanemnt
revotution as presenied by Trotsky prior 1o
1917, In the event. 4as 15 always the casc,
reality proved more complex than any
torecast. No one for oxample, toresiaw the
nine months of dual power or the role of the
soviets.

The position of the Mensheviks led them
further and further to the right. in their rigid
conviction that the Russian Revolution
should be led by the bourgeoisie they
scarched frantically lor a revolutonary
bourgeois democracy to support. "When', as
Trotsky put it, ‘no leading bourgeos
democracy was to be found. the Mensheviks
themselves undertook, with more or less
success, to carry out jts duties.” They ended
up in alliance with the reactionary (not
revolutionary) bourgeoisie against the
working class.

The position of the Bolsheviks was better,
but had it not changed wouid nonetheless
have ended as providing a left cover for the
Menshevik slioe to the right. It did n fact
begin to play this role in the first two months
of the revolution when Pravda took a posi-
tion of condiuonal support for the
Provisional Government and made con-
cessions to the idca ol supporting the im-
perialist war. 1t was only Lenin’s return from
exile in April with his lamous Aprid Theses
that recriented the Bolsheviks in  the
direction ol an open struggle lor workers’
power. Lenin had to break with his past posi-
tion and wage a vigorous fight agaimnst many
of his closest followers.

In contrast Trotsky was vindicated on five
crucial points, 1) The overthrow of Tsarism
in February 1917 was accomplished by the
working class not the liberal bourgeoisie.
The fact that power passed temporanly to
the bourgeoisie was because the workers’
parties handed 1t to them not because they
won 1. 2) The bourgeoisie 1n power proved

ttberal bourgecisia
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incapable of carrving through the main tasks
of the hourgeois de mocratic revelution, con-
vening a Constiiuent Assembly 10 found a
democratic revolution and  solving  the
agrarian uestion.

3) The bourgeots revolution did grow over
directly into e socialist revolution and the
dictatorship of the proletariat. 4) This
revolutior did mitte a process of inter-
national revolution in Hungary, Germany,
Italy etc. 5) The tailure of the international
revelution meant ultimately the loss of
workers” power and the tuilure of socialist
revolution in Russia,

Up to this powmnt, Trotsky developed the
theory of permanent revolution only in
relation 1o Russia. He had not applied it to
other cconouncally backward countries or (o
the problems of colonial revolution in
gencral. It was only in response 1o the
Chinese Revolution ol 1925-27 that he made
this generalizition,

Chima 1 the mid-1920s experienced a
massive revolutionary struggie against
tarergn imperialisim and its own fendal war-
lords and landowners. This struggle was
spearheaded by the new Chinese working
¢lass and ook the torm of 4 huge wave of
revolotionary sirikes. Politically there were
two muin forces involved: the bourgeois
nattonalist Kuomintang {founded by Sun
Yat-Sen and then led by Chiang Kai-Shek)
and the Chinese Communist Party.

S;bn rdination

Throughout this period the by now
Stalinist Comintern imposed on the Chinese
CP a policy of political and organisational
subordination to the Kuomintang, including
entering the Kuomintang, and handing over
membersiup hists, and refusing to criticise the
principles of Sun Yat-Senism. This strategy,
a rerun of Menshevism, was pursued in the
name of the bourgeols democratic nature of
the Chinese Revotution. It led 1o complete
catastrophe, In 1927 Chiang Kai-Shek
turned con the Chimese Communists and
massacred thent,

Trotsky subjected this policy to severe
criticism and it became one of the major
1ssues 0 his struggle with the Stalinists. At
first this crinicism was limited by factional
pressures. Trotsky was then in alliance with
Zinoviev and Kamenev who both opposed
the theory of permanent revolution. This in-
duced him to attack Stalin not from the
standpoint of permanent revolucion but on
the prounds that even if the Chinese
Revolution was bourgeois democratic the
Stalinist strategy was a complete travesty of
pre-1917 Leninism.

In September 1927 Trotsky threw off this
limitation and argued unequivocally that:
“The Chinese Revolution at its new stage will
win as a dictatorship of the proletariat or it
wili not win at all.” From this point on
Troisky took the view that permanent
revolution had been raised ‘from the realm
of reminiscences over old differences of
opinion among Russian Marxists ... into a
question of " the character of the inner
connexions and methods of the international
revolution in general”, In 1928 he formulated
its principal conclusion as follows:

“With regurd 1o countries with a belated
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bourgeols development. especiaily the
colonial and semi-colonial countries, the
theory of the permanent revolution
signifies that the complete and genuine
solution of their tasks of achicving
democracy and national emancipation is
conceivable only through the dictator-
shup of the proletariat as the leader of the
subjugated nation, above all its peasant
masses,”
it was in this form that the theory became
a key component of Frotskyism in the 1930s
and since. It was an immense breakthrough.
It shattered the mechanical conception
dominant in the Second International where
the revolution was destined only to oceur in
the advanced countries and io be tallowed by
the backward countries onjy after prolonged
capitalist development. 1t disposed finally ot
the view that the bourgecis remained, in
SOINe sense, a ‘progressive’ force and the

disastrous ‘stages theory’ of revolution
which led {and still leads) would-be
revolutionaries into  holding back the

struggle of the working class in the name of
an allegedly necessary ‘bourgeois’ stage ot
the revelution,

Today more than fifty years have passed
since this breakthrough was achieved. The
question we now have 1o ask is; what is the
current validity and relevance of permuanent

revolution in the light of the experience of

the last half century? The first thing to be
said is that the essence of permanent
revolution is now maore relevant than cver,
The development of capitalism (particularly
in the last 20 vears) has made it more
international, more internationally inte-
grated and more widespread.

As a result sectors of modern industry
have been superimposed on the backward
agrarian economies of numerous third worfd
countries. In other words combined and
uneven development, as it existed in pre-
revolutionary Russia, has been massively
generalised. And of course where capitalism
goes there it creates its opposile, the working
class.

Today there is no major country in the
worid, and tew minor ones, where (here docs
not exist an urban working class capable of
taking power and initiating the socialist
revolution. The refusal of so many ‘third
wOrldists’ (O recognise this is a case of seli-
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imposed  political  blindness born of
education in a Stalinist/Maoist tradition
tounded on rejection of the theory of per-
rmanent revolution,

A point which brings us 10 a second way in
which permanent revolution has increased
its relevance, It Trotsky generalised  his
theory from the Chinese Revolution to cover
the countrics ‘ot belated bourgeois develop-
ment’ as & whole, so tfrom the same starting
point Stalinism has gencralised its stages
theory not onty to all the third world but
also, via the anti-tascist popular fronts of the
thirties, to the advanced capitalist countries,

——_nr

‘Historic compromise’

From Spain in 1936, to Chile in 1973, to
the lranian revolution, to the Italian CP's
"historical compromise” we hawve seen the
same straiegy of class collaboration, of
alhance with, and subordination o, the
‘progressive’ sections of the bourgeoisic.
Even in Britain which experienced iy
nourgeols revalutivn in the seventeenth cen-
tury our decaving Communist Party aspires
to no more than a ‘broad democralic
alliance” with a left government “opening the
way 10 sociahsm’ at some furure unspecified
dale.

The theory of permanent revolution which
tnsists on the potential for workers' power
not only where the working class long since
became a majority, but also where itis stll a
minority, 15 the essential point of departure
for cutting through this nonsense and avoid-
ing the endless repetition of such disasters as
the Pinochet terror in Chile or the Khomeini
terror 1n Iran,

The final element in Trorsky’s theary, his
insistence on the impaossibility of socialism in
one country and the possibility of an inter-
national revolutton, has been confirmed and
strengthened by recent developments.
Engels in 1847 rejccted socialism in one
country on the grounds that, '‘By creating
world market big industry huas already
brought all the peoples of the earth, and es-
pecially the civilised peoples, into such close
relations with one another that none is
independent of what happens to the others.
This was a projection of trends which he and
Marx had perceived to be inherent in
capitalism,
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Today, 1t is reality. We have now not only
a world market, but also a world production
hine with ndividual commuaoditics traversing
the conlinents a4t various stages in their
manufacture and capital refocating itselt
from one corner of the globe 1o another. In
This context even the most determinedly self
sutficient abf ¢cconomies (China and the
Eastern Europran btoc) have had their
ecconomic fences breached by the pressure of
world competition and their need 1o partake
of the bencfits of international echnology
and international finance.

Connected 1o this we have scen the re-
markable domino etfect of even relanvely
small revolutionary breakthroughs (none of
which has yet resulted in workers” power),
Consider for example the chain reaction that
extended from the colontal wars in Angola
and Mozambique back into the heartland of
Portugal in Spring 1974 and then back again
1o Angola and Mozambigue and from there
on (o Zimbabwe, and beyvond to Soweto. The
rising anti-imperialist war in Central
America 15 another example. One hasonly o
consider the incalculable international con-
sequences of a scizure of power by the
workers of Brazil or South Atrica (never
mind Britain or France) 1o s¢e the potential
for world revolution todavy.

Having said all this it nonetheless has 1o be
recognised that the course of the class
struggle in the thired world bas  not
conformed exactly to Trosky's prediction.
His analysis in the 1930s seemed to suggest
that for the colonial and semi-colonial
countries only two allernatives wrre
possible: either their continued domination
by imperialism or the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. In fact history has proved tar more
complex with a wide vaniety of intermediate
cases emerging.

Imperialism

First there  have been cases  where
imperialism has granted independence 10 a
native bourgeoiste, not without struggle, but
without a fight 1o the finish — India being
the most important example. Secondly, there
have been some cases where former colonics
or semi-colonies have undergone sufficient
economic developments o be on the road 1o
becoming independent centres of capital
accummulation, eg Brazid., Thirdly there

have been a number of successful wars of

liberation which had led to independent anu-
imperialist but nonetheless manmtestly
capitalist regimes ¢g Algeria and Zimbabwe,
Fourthly, there have been the ‘communist’
rcvalutions which have led to more or less
fully state-owned economies {(China, Cuba,
Vietnam etc) but which were not led by the
working class.

To attempt to fit all these variations into
Trotsky's schemes without amending or
developing it in any way leads to con-
tradictions and politicat errors. Forexample
Mandel and his followers in the Fourth
Internaticonal have tried to maintain the pure
letter of Trotsky's formula. in doing so they
have becn forced to argue that in the first
three cases outlined above (ie those where
privatc ownership remains) the bourgcols
revolution has not yet been completed and
that in the lourth case (where private owner-

ship has been abolished) the full process of
permanent revolution has occurred and
workers” states have been established.

The ‘incompleted bourgeots reaction’ they
justity on the grounds that pot ¢ff ‘the tasks
of the bourgeois revolution have been
achicved’,

That ts a democractic republic, national
independence and untfication, distribution
of land to the peasantry.

This means expeclting a carbhon copy
repetition of the French Revolution to be
repeated in every third world country. Tt
lecaves these would-be Trotskvists in the
classic Menshevik positien of looking for a
hourgeois democratic revolution that isn't
going 1o happen for the simple reason that
the bourgeoisie dlready holds power.

The 1dea thar some countrigs have
achieved ‘workers' statcs has even more
serious conscquences. Basing itself on a
tallacy that state property equals workers’
state, 1t leads to the view that the socialist
revolution can be achieved not only without
a Marxist revolutionary party {(in tact under
the leadership of supposedly counter-
revolutionary  Stalinist  parues) and  so
undermining the whaole basis of Trotskylsm
but also without the sell-emancipation of the
working class, which undermines the whole
of Marxism.

5

Spanish Civil War: Communist Parly
supporied the Popular Front.

In order to preserve the essence of the
theory of permanent revolution (the strategy
of raising the working class to 1he leading
role in the anti-imperialist revolution and
transforming that revolution inte a socialist
revolution) it is necessary to recognise that
this is not a universally predetermined
sequence of cvents. In particular 1t s
necessary to recognise the possibility of what
Tony Clff has called *deflected permanent

revolution.’
This i1s what has taken place 1 countries

like China and Cuba where netther the
bourgeoisie tied to imperialism, nor the
working class, lacking revolutionary leader-
ship, has been the driving [orce 1n the anu-
imperialist struggle. The resuiting socul
vacuum has been fitled by a section of the
petty bourgeois intelligentsia, leading 4
cross-class alliance tfor nauonal liberation.
Such movements lcad to state ownership as
this 15 the only way the native petty
bourgeoisic can transform itself into 4 new
ruling c¢lass. The cconomy becomes bureau-
cratic  state  capnalist, the fundamental
economic and social contradictions of
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capitalisim rtemain as does ultimate
subordination (o the world economy.
However, if permanent reveiution 1s not
predetermined neither 1s ‘deflected
permanent revolution’. Wecan sec that there
arc a number of cases where circumstances
rule out the possibility ot national hiberation
being achieved by any force other than
workers® revolutton. One example of this is
South Africa. Here the white ruling class 1s
toor  entrenched to succumb 1o petty-
bourgeous-led guerrillas. The only road to
the destruction of apartheid is the road of
urban insurrection by the black workers.
Another example 1s in Palestine. Again, the
power ot Ziontsm backed by US tmperialism
15 simply Lo great to be overthrown by the
PLO gucrrillas or by any torce less than the
Arab working class of the Muddle East.

Crucial factor

Closer to hoame we have Northern [reland
where the stalemate between the torces of
nationalism and imperialism can be broken
only by an unequivocally socialist working
class movement North and South to
simultancously challenge the Southern
bourgeois/Catholic state and reach out 10
the Protestant workers in the North. In these
situations we can say, as Trotsky did of
China in 1928 that ‘the revelution will win as
a dictatorship of the proletariat or 1t will not
win at all.” Elsewhere there 15 more than one
option. But in cach case the crucial factor is
the role of the working class, its level of
indepcndence rom other classes and s
revolutionary leadership.

All of these arguments lead us back to the
starting point of the theory of permanent
revoiution and Marx's decision in 1848 1o
break with the petty bourgeois democrats
and light lor the foundation of an In-
dependent workers” party. The theory of
permancnt revolution does not mean revolu-
ticnary socialists forming the left wing of
petiy-bourgeocis nationalist movements: i
means beginning with the independent
organisation of the working class and from
thar ground taking up the nauonal,
democratic and peasant questions. This was,
in fact the common starting point of all the
Russian Marxists, Mensheviks, Bolsheviks
anc Trotsky alike.

The Mensheviks' crrongous stages theory

led themn 10 compromise this independence,
the Bolsheviks® fierce adherence to 1t led

them (o0 abandon their stages theory, and
Trotsky's analysis led him to recognise the
central role of the revolutionary party in ac-
tually making permanent revolution
happen.

Today it must be admitted, the dominance
of varieties of Stalinism {Maoism, Castroism
etc) itself the legacy of the catastrophic de-
feats and subsequent passivity of the work-
ing class in the advanced countries, has en-
sured that the task of butlding revolutionary
workers' parties in the third world has
scarcely begun. It remains essential for all
that, and the best contribution we can make
to 11 15 to combine our theoretical argument
for the strategy of permanent revolution
with a concrete demonstration of the poten-
tial and relevance of the working class oy
what we do in practice here,
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REVIEW ARTICLE

State sponsored scabbing

Duncan Blackie reviews Stares of
Lmergency by Keith Jeffery and
Peter Hennessy RKP (£14.93).

Atutime ke the present a sober and realisiic
appraisal of the role of the state in stnike
bredking, and its imitations would be wel-
conned. Statey of Emergency by Jelfery and
Hennessy altempts just that, a detaled, it
acidenie account of the role of the govern-
mend i andostrial disputes trom 1918 to the
Drdag it

The roots of the earlicst attemptls at cen-
trally co-ardinaled strike breakimg be m the
SMETZCney organsations set up during the
firsl world war, The 1915 Munibons of War
Avt made strikes illegal in war industries,
wiuch were given a hiberal definition and ex-
teaded well bevond the immediate area of
munitions productuon. As the book shows
the zovermiment had hittle success in stopping
budustnal wnrest, Rank and file actrvises
soull pal around the compiicity of union
leaders with employers.

“The compact  between  umons  and

goverament muted the full expression of

Erivoul grievances and the emergence ol

viteoatlicial uniom feaders in a widespread
stewards’ movement., The shop

s o

stewards demonstrated their power mn

February 1915 when there was a major

stoppage  of  engineers on ‘"Red

Clydeside™. The following July 200,000

miners o South Wales came out on

sirike.”

The impetus tor extending the powers of
the state came as the war onded with a
massive wave of mabtancy, Strnikes ot cotton
workers in Lancashire. efecrrical engineers in
Birmingham, mumitton workers in Loudon
and the Midlands, and tinally the London
Police strike in Aupust 1918 are but a lew
cxamples. The then Prime Mimister, Llovd
GOreorpe, later remarcked that the country was
“nedrer 1o Bolshevisn that duy than at any
LTI SIS,

—_——_——— o ——_—.— f e L o ——

Ruling class fears

The tear amongst wide sections of the rul-
g class was refleced by Lord Milner when
he wrote: 'T tear that the time 1s very near at
hand when we shall have o take strong steps
tey stop the ‘rot” i this country unless we
wish to follow Russia into impotence and
dissolurion’, l.caving aside the purile
remarks by the authors aboutl revolution
never bheing o as it is ‘unBriush’, the
account gives an impression afb the paralvsis
felt by the government at the time.

“The railway stnke of 1919 drove some so
tar as 1o suggest that prvate owners of
pigeons should be approached through
the country and a scheme prepared to
utilise their services if necessary.”

In 1919 the war cabinet, faced with a
London bus and tube strike set up the

Industrial Unrest Commilee: ‘Toe make
necessary arrangements for dealing with any
situation that might arise from industrial
unrest at the present moment and in the
future.’

In July 1919 some 9040 naval ratings were
drafied into the Yorkshire coalfield to main-
tain pit head pumps, and throughout the
year the army played a prominent role in
civil contingency planning.

Faced with the problem that the use of
troops, 1o say nothing of their questionable
loyalty, inflamed rather than quelled dis-
content, the government disbanded the army
coordinating centre and set up the Supply
and Tranport Committee under cabinet
control. During 1919 and 1920 civil servants
worked to review plans for strike breaking,
assessing the number of scabs needed to
operate each industry etc.

Asx part ol the London Electric Power
Scheme:

*‘Various technical and learned societies,
including the Insttution of Civil En-
gineers were approached privately and
agreed ... 10 invite their members by cir-
cular to volunteer for scrvice during a
strike,”

A member of Lloyd George's cabinet,
Geddes, suggested the formation of a per-
manent orgamisation for dealing with strikes,
The book gives two reasons tor this, The
firsi, charactenstically overblown by the
authors a legal one, that, as the Defence of
the Realm Act had lapsed, the use of troops
n industry was now unconstitutlonal. The
second reason, much more importantly was
that troops don’t make very good workers
anvway. [t was possiblc for them to carry out
limited manual duties but they were guite
incapable ol running a power station, for
example.

The miners’ stnike of 1920 saw the
appomtment of 11 regional civil
commissioners for England and Wales, each




given the job of maimaining supphes in their
respeetive arvas, The expernence gained
this dispute gave the governnwent an ideua of
how to deal with many ol the problems. such
as how scab labour could hest be deployed,

Jeltery and Hennessy say that this also
provided g prablem for the government as o
whether there wis “reasorhle provision Lor
preventing the starvation of the country and
maintaiing orderly vovernment.” In other
words strike breaking, Bouh then and simee
the reality s not whether there s eneugh
strike breaking but the extent o wiueh the
government of the time has been able 1o or-
panise 1t

During the miners” strike of 1920, when
the raal workers threatened Lo come out in
supprort, the governnent pushed throuagh the
Emergency Powers Act, This cave govern-
ment departments the powers e Teg s
almaost anythmg, restricted the s ol Tire-
arms. made marches tleeal and made any-
one promoting the mtcrests of 1he strihe
liable 10 arrest,

This has been used 12 times. three betore
the war and nine atter. Fouar of these by
Labour admimstranion. An amendment was
made 1n 1964 to enable action wrbe rakenin
advauce of a strike,

The resulis of avil contingeney planoming
In the CGeneral Stedke wus not one oF greal
success,  The  wolunteers  recruited  from
stndents and the middle class managed w
run less than 3 per cent of trions, The spectal
constables, had o be restricted o the rich
argas o London in order w release the
repular police far the Bast Bod. The Specals
had so little understanding ot working class
hte that they managed (o do Lt more than

clicit howls  of  dersion from iocal

poptlalions.

The only lood o leave London docks did
so with an escort ot 20 armoured cars. In-
deed one ot the main lessons deian by the
gaovernment was that a show ol Torce was

more important and effective than the acrual
use of i,

"Armoured tighting vehicles can exert a
great moral effect by their formidable
appearance, but as this effect 15 greatly
decreased  when  crews  dre  seen  to
dismount and attend 1o engines, vehicles
of doubtful reliability should never be
taken out.’

[n the period tollowing the second world
war, the [abour government faced a simular
it less extensive wave of nnlitancy and used
rroops dt the shightest sign of trouble. The
powers Tell into virtual disuse hetween 1950
and 1970, but with the onsct of the crnisis n
the early seventies they were used a total of
five timies by the Heath government.

National interest

At t(he height of the miners’ strike in
February 1972, the Emergency Powers Act
met 1ts Waterloo, a month into the strike:

"A state of emergency was declared on 9
February., On the next day an event
occurred that has haunted contingency
planiers ever since. Saltley coke depot in
Birmingham was closed after a six day
strupgle involving al peak moments, 800
police and 15,000 massed secondary
pickets ... The effectiveness of the miners
secondary  pickets enabling them  to
contri] power supplies with the passive
support of their trade union colleagues,
meant that ong union in the 70s could de
what both the triple alliance and the

Gieneral Strike had failed to do in the

2087

In the hinal chapter the authors grapple
with “problems’ of government ympartialicy
In cases notasclearcutas 1919 or 1926, They
argue 1t 15 legitimate tor cthe government (o
break strikes when the question of state
power arises. In the 70°s the government

Sinervened o prop up their incomes policy,

Ll J—_

Cenire: In the posi-war years the ruﬂ'g class look
of amergency measures as many workers lcoked to the example of the

“this they see in a difierent high.

States of Emervency s a good read tor the
facts and figurcs behind a wide range of dis-
putes, But 1t {alls short of prowviding a
coherent overall analysis, Tt is shot through
with contradictions.

Having ploughed through 250 pages of a
clear exposition of the use of government
powers to break strikes i the interests of em-
ployers 1t comes to the conclusion that
suCCessive governments have defended the
‘national interest” aganst those secking o
*hold the country to ransome.’

In the linal pages anineresung conclusion
i reached. Governments need to intervene in
mndustry im order to provide an additonal
form of management, capable of uniting the
interests of all emplovers as distinet from in-
dividuals. The form this should take s of
close  consultation  between  wnlons  and
government, no-streke agreoments  find
much favour as patt of an exercise in self-
restraint.

Such a plan v clearly utoplan and
nonsense. But ot s a ptan used on therr
ultimate fear, independent rank and lle ac-
tvity., What s useful about the book s
though written fraom a bourgeos viewpoint 1t
demonstrates the value of the trade union
leaders 10 the emplovers.

Time and agamn 1t states that the most
effective strike breaker is not brute torce, or
roaming bands of tascists, hut the trade
utlicon bureaucrats.

“When all 1y taken imte account the

country depends on governments and

trade unions recogmsing that 1l 1s i no-
body's interest that there should be a final
showdown. Should a "High Noon® occur,
the balance of social and insnitutional
torces could be tilted permanently in
favour of one side or the other changing
the political and consatutional landscape
ol the country bevond recognition.’
Excellent, which wav 1o the OK Coral?

vvvvvvv
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Russian Revolution. Left:Troops sirike breaking during the 1926 General
Sirike. Right: Gn 9 February 1972 the government declared a stale of
emergency as miners’ pickels clashed with police at Saltley coke depot. The
next day 40,000 workers shut the depot.
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REVIEW ARTICLES

Women’s liberation—two traditions

Ty CHHT Class Nerveole aguid
VWcrszien s diberasion {Bookmarks,
Ld 3

Tany Chit™s new book s ihely o
sttt o lot ol argaowe s — indeed it
witl bo o puy o i doesn’y, because
they are the kind of arguments we
onrhit w bBe havine, abour the
ot cLien between o women s
Liberittiom aomd the -ruapsle Far
sorcLiadisam.

The Book rapges very wide, trom
1 discussian of  the Laglish
Revolution of the 16405 o recent
descriptions of working class family
Fife. This makes it exciteng e read:
there i bownd to be something it
vial haven't abuoul belore,
whether 1115 the role ol wonien m
the Parrs Commune or the angins
ol Lhe nuedern Anterican woinen’™s
litheration movement in the
agitation lor black ol nghis. At
the siame tme it means thal cach
chatpter can bead on o turther
reading  and, of  course, turther
argeinents as o oswhal 0 all about,

The central arpument of Chit's
brorh s the Marxist one than the
Fght for wormen's hberation cannot
be separated from the class strugele,
Though he states this posttion nory
or less dogmatically 1 the
Hilraduction— and it is 1o be hoped
that  this won’t puat oo many
uncommiided peopic ol reading o
— what De gows o Lo dev 15 dlermron-
strase the point over und over agaln
throueh the Instors of real, actual
steuggles, Flus, ol course, 15 what
the Marsist metbed soall aboaet, and
I doubbat it has everbeenapplied so
thavoushly (o the guestion of

reed

wormen s strugules.

On the other hand, there s the
history of woenaen inrevolotions of
the past. This shows thar women
have been mnvolved, and women's
posiliem bl soviety  Aas been
challenped. 10 all the great modern
revolutions. These tacts hiave ofren
been written out ol history —
initially by men, but more recently
by wammen anads 0 argue that
revatutions are  irrelevant o
W OIS,

Sparked

The Taristiin working  women
who went 1o drag the roval family
oul o Versarlles in 1789 the women
of the Pars Commune, amd the
waorien strikers who sparked oit the
Russtan Revolution ot 1917 ob-
viousty didm’t think revolution was
irrelevant’

When 1t coumies Lo explamimge why
i the eod women got o great deal
less wut of these revolutions of the
pisl than nnight have been expected
given their high evel ol involve-
ment. onty anranadvsis i olass terms
can really give meaningtul answers,
and this s owhit ClIUEs book gives.
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There are two traditions in the struggie tor women'’s
liheration. One that sees it as a fight separate Irom men and
separate from the class struggle, The other that regards the

tight for women’s liberation as inseparable from the

struggle to emancipate the whole working class. Here we
review two books, Clasy Strugele and Wopmen's Liberarion
by Tonyv Chif that argues unegquvocally for the
revolutionary tradition and Wigan Pier Revivited by Beatrix
Campbell who unequivocally rejects it,

.-
o .

Equal pa:v wdi;ary at Trico in 1976—class is a gH with a habit

of opening up undar the feet of women’s movemaents,

In particular, there 15 4 Tl account
o how the counter-revolulion in
Russig n the [9210 was ageont-
panicd by @ reredt rom women s
lberution as well as trom workers’
[HIWEL,

The relavonship between class
struggle and women's Liberaton 15
shown, 1 the second place, by the
Mistery  of  women's  movenmenis
since the neneteenth century, Many
of these movements have set oul bo
unile wonien across class harners,
Bul ctass 15 a gulf between women
which has an uncomfortable habit
of opening up under the feet of
WOnlen's movements,

Sometimes the nuddle and upper
ass women 1n these movements
have ended up by abandoning or
selling our working class women’s
mnterests. Such was the Waomen's
Trade Umion League of the UUSA
which orpanised massive demon-
strations, ingcluding a cavalcade of
millionairesses’ curs, in support of
siriking Now York waistmakers 1o

1909, only to denounce the strikers
as Cextrenusts’ for otejecung by
compromise dJdeal the ladies
arranged for thens!

Somuetimes they have ended up
sUpPOorting  resactlonary, even
mifitanstie governments.  This s
what huppened w the middle class
temipists ol Germany and Kussia
when the Diest world war broke ou
— und, of course, to the miliant
Suttragetre movement in Britain, I
1% shocking how many womendon’™t
frrow Lhat the leading Suffragettes
handed  out whiwe  feathers
‘cowardly' men who  wouidn™t
valunteer tin 1914, and renaomed
their puper Britaania 1o show their
patriolism. Read about it tn Chils
book — and about Mrs Pankhurst's
porsonal visit to Kerensky in Russia
in 1917 urging him 1o resist Lthe
Bolsheviks!

Sometimes  these movements
have just drifted away from an
inicial concern for working class
WANTIED LNl 3 preoccupation with
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middle class ltestvles and carcers,
Perhaps the mos=t damning gquota-
fon trom  the current women's
mevement in Brikan 15 10 ane of
ChtEs Tootmuoews: Michele Barrett
and Moary Melnwosh's adviee tha
“For those who canallord i, paving
womeone to clean the house or cook
meals s preferable (o making it the
duty o ohe househald member.”

I'his hook does a greal deal more
than  denounce middle  class
teniinests ol the past and present,
however. It wurns the coitical eve off
the Morxist method o the histary
ot the working class movement
il exposing the sexism of leaders
and the nacroew cralt and burcau-
cracy of the trade umions, Proudhon
15 there: s woeman must be either a
housewifc or @ hartlot™ so 15 the
Britisht imperalist and  sectanan
Bellort Bax: “the existing marriage
lws are simply a “plant™ to enable
the woman 1o swindle and oppress
the o,

In ftact, you cant discuss the
relationship botween women's
liberation  and  class struggle
without a tull scale artack on the
conservitive dnd sexist traditions of
the labour movement 1o country

after  country, and  this Chid
provides,
Oppressive
Hut there are alseo wotable

exceptions, and the book contrasts
the reactionary American
Federation of Labour, which was
racist as webl as sexist, with the
alternanive tiadition of the
Wobbhes (Indusinial Workers of
the World), whongluded legendary
women organisers like the "Rebel
Cnrt” Ehzabeth Grurley Flvon and
Mother Tones. The most natable ex-
ception  of  all s the massive
mebihisation of  women  betore,
during and immediately after the
Russian Revolution of 1917,

CIHT shows how the sexism and
cratrsm ol the trade unwons 1a late
mincieenih century England, and
the cagerness of well-hezled ladies
tr found cross class omions  of
wonnen workers™, tragwally rein-
forced one another. Each provided
the other with a good excuse for
separalism — the male workers’
suspicions  of the philanrhropic
ladies, 1he ladies denouncing the
trade unionists’ sexisim,

[inally, Clitl discusses the family
in maodern capitalist society, He
guile correct]y recagnises that while
the working class, women as well as
men, fought {0 defend the family in
the nineteenth cenury against the
ravages of the imdusinal revolution,
this does nat make it any the less
oppressive and confining. Indeed.
he argues. the lamily s especiafly
oppressive and confining for the
working class. as econamic




pressures dodd o the tensions, while
muddie class tamilies can purchase
the goods and services, ar cven just
the varety of hfe, which ease the
strain.,

He also discusses how homo-
sexuality 1s o “problem”™ ltor
capttuhsm  because it challenges
hath the material basis of the family
(privatised  reproduction of  the
labour force) and s ideology.
When it comes to sexual relations in
the future, aficr capitalism has been
overthrown, Clift says  perhaps
Engels was right about a series of
one-io-one relationships being the
norm — but thenagain, perhaps he
wasn't! The point is that we don’t
know, and we can’t lay down pres-
criptinns  for the future. Bul
svocialists are commilted (0
improvemnent in this field: we have
to get rid of ‘the mmiimacy that is
poisoned at its roots by capitalism’,

Altopether, the book 1s a full and
etfectively argued staiement of the
Marxist position. One or two minor
complaints: foolnotes don't always
give tull references for the lurther

reading you'd hike o do, and the
most commanly misread statsuc
about the family today {that
marred men with peo children and a
dependent wile {form only 5 percent
of the worktorce — sce p2 of this
issue) 15 misread again by Chif or
his Immediate source.

In no sense can ClLiff's book be
the last word on this subject. There
15 clearly room for argument on the
material in cvery chapter, and
sometimes the poinl-scoring 15 a
letle crude. For cxample, Clift's
argument that the granting of the
voIz 10 women in Britain was not
the result of the sutfrage movement
at alf, bur ruther of the threat to
capttalism posed by the Russian
Revolution, If the prior existence of
a suffrage movement had nothiog
to do with 1t, why thern did French
women have 1o wait tll 1945 for the

vote?  Surely  French capitalism
dido’t  feel less  threatencd by
revolution!

But it is clear, readable and
mostly very convinceng and it cer-
tainly should become a classic,

MNorak Carlin
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Beatrix Campbell: Wigan PFPier
Revisited

(Virago £4.95)

During the late 60s and earky 70s
there was 4 INAsSIVe UpPsUrge 1o
women workers nmulitancy. Women
ftooded into trade vnians: in NUPE
the number of women trebled, 1n
COHSE 11 quadrupled, in ASTMS
it went up by seves wmes.

Women who it had been thought
were impossihle to arganise went on
strike. Equal pay which had been
the officiz] policy of many unions
lor years suddenly became a hve
issue, as women began 1o fight tor
wage rises to bring them up to the
level ol men.

Every onc of these strikes,
whether it was won or lost struck a
blow against sexism. Forevery Lime
women orgamsed, they challenged
their traditional image as passive,
submissive and only interested in
the home.

Their militancy certainly
frightened the ruling class, burit did
something cven more important, 1t
began to overcome the deepest
division witlin the working class —
that between the sexes, Whenever a
sexist tride uniomist hegan saying
how useless women were  us
militants, socialists could point to
an office or a tactory where women
were proving that this was rubbish.
Men who had never thought of
WOMEN CXCepl a5 Pin-ups or wives
were suddenly contronted  with
women asking for solidarity as
tragle uniomsts.

This militancy dil not exist in
isofation. It was part of a general
advance of the working class. After
the election of the Labour govern-
ment in 1974, and the co-opting of
the trade union leadership to
preside over cuts and redundancies,
the conlidence and fight in the
working class began to shp. The
wave of militancy was over,

In the past couple of years a
growing number of feminists. many
af  whom  would claim tw be
socialists as well, have reacted tothe
lack of women’s nulitancy duoring
the last few years by blaming men.
Beatrix
WOMEn,

She believes that there & some-
thing called the ‘men’s movement’,
which is very powerful and all per-
vastve. According to Camphell 1
has “deteated women's nght tao -
dependent economic means'. 1t can
he found in the pub, the working
men’s chub and on the picketline, in
all cases it s defending “male
solidarity”,

Sirikes. trade unions and
workers” soiidarity are all old-
tashioned, ‘the old ways of class
struggle 15 dead’, savs Campbell.
"What's so special about trade
unions? she asks. ‘they are just
anoiher place in which men and
women play out their conflict of
lnterest.’

Love object

Mipers aticact a  particular
venom. We are told ‘The socialist
mexvemeant in Briiain has been swent

off s feet by the magic of

masculinty, muscle and machinery.
And inats star system, the accolades
w0 1o the miners . 1t 1s masculinity
at its most macho that seems to tas-
cinale men. Miners are men's love
object. (lan McGregor's love
abiect. 1 wonder?),

If Reatrix Campbeli was 4
irendy Tory, or an AMErcan pro-
fessor trying to prove that the work-
ing class is dead then her daft ideas
wouldn't really matter. Indeed they
would pass wilhout notice 1 a
world already awash with pundits
and academics who have definitely
proved that the working class will
never fight again.

But Campbell claims she is a
socialist, ‘Wigan Piler Revisited'

Campbell 15 one such,

docs not just attack trade unionists,

it also contains some heartfelt and |

muoving accaounts of just how dread-
tul lite in Tory Britaimn s tor the un-
employed and the poor.

Her stratepwes for  organising
wiMnen are extremely reactionary,
but come dressed up on feminist
rhetarie,  Her views on the or-
ganised working class woulkd not
disgrace a Tory lady from Brighton,
wherg they are shipped in between
plcas on behalf of the poor.

Although Campbell mentions the
changes in the working class which
have pulled more and more women
int paid work, she never really
lakes women seriously as workers.
Instead she turns to community
politics as the way forward tor
WOMen.

But when we look al the sort of
acrivilies she pralses, we can see
how far her fermimsm s from o
gepuine theory of women’s hibera-
tion. Pages and pages are spent on
desenibing women organesing ‘nur-
series, better health care tor women,
mothers’ and toddlers’ groups and
children’s plavschemes.’

So afrer all the claims that women
are the progressive sex organisingin
new ways we come down to this,
Wamen's new radical role is in fact
doing what they have alwayvs done,
loaking after the kids. By a feminisy
sleight  of bhand the source ol
women's oppression, the fact that
thev  are expected 1o carry the
burden of childcare has become a
way lorward for women's
liberation!

Campbell attacks revolutionary
saciahists for looking to the futurc
rather than creating socialism now,
But what she suggests docs nothing
other than give a progressive gloss
to capttabism and all its rattenideas.

Such is the price of believing that
the divisions in the working class
are 50 deep that they cannot be
overcome.  {3iven the mserable
political elimate over the past lew
yedrs, i1 is not surprising that such
an idea has pained ground.

When workers are on the
delensive, their most reactionary
ideas will come (o the lore. Feeling,
that they cannot delend their jobs
through organisation they witl, in
desperation, ey to justily their nght
(o & job, higher wages or whatever
by using the ideas pumped at them
by the rulimg class. White workers
will say they should be first in hine
for jobs, men will suy that they have
more right to work than womenand
5{) (11,

But when workers are on the
offensive these ideas ship intoe the
backpround, For any group of
workers who are iovolvwed 1o a
dispute, concentraung on  Lhe
differcnces boetween workers
becomes counter-productive. No
group ol workers, however strong
can win a major dispute on their
own. T hey find that they need the
solidarity of many workers who
they might have previously
regarded as inerior.

This does not mean that all male
workers will miraculously drop any
sexist ideas they have immediarefy

Socialist Review May 1984

-—

T~

they go on strike. But when such
ideas do not il the situanon they
have Jess Toree,

Because she  concentrates  on
thase who are wierms of capitalism,
rather than those who hive the
poawer e confront and wlomately
overthrow 11, Campbell's vision of
the world s essentinlly statig. The
poeple she 15 most nlerested in
during the six months she pravelled
the North of England i order w
wrile this book, are those who
manage somehow Lo come up with
at best an individaa] soluten w
their almost insaluble problems.

It i an unfortonate face of life
that most of Campbell™s subjects,
the long term unemployed, the
battered wives, the single mothers
stuck tn the home, do not have rhe
power o loree the government
change course, let alone 1o over-
throw a4 system from which they get
the roughest deal,

I the mudst of a miners” sorike, a
book which thinks of 1the miners’
paweT ds hopelessiy ouldawed and
iNMusory  is  preity  irrelevant.
Campbcell dismisses their sorugeles
as  economistie, and clams that
they, like all men, will only hght
aboutl pay. Yot they are the people
who are rhreatenming to turn the
Tores' cconomic policies around,
and owver jobs, rather than pay. IF
they win 11 will beoctie the whole
class, For it will have Kicked a huoge
dent in the contidence of the most
VICEOUS Eovernment since L war,

Outdated

As the muners now on strike
travel the country to pet sobdanty
from other workers, the lesson that
they are noel qust hehtiog for them-
selves  1s constantly  being  tein-
torced, And as the strike gocs on,
stapping the movement af coal
hecomes the prierity, the tact that
they casaat win alone  becomes
obviaus,

They are lorced. whalever 1deas
they have to see other workers as
members of the same class, whocan
and will give them the backing
which they need to win, Whether
these workers areg men or women,

black or white 15 not the key issue. |

Ideas sucl as sexism divide the
working class. they sun our rulers,
not us. They stop workers fighting
effectively. so when workers begin
e move these wleas have 1w be
quietly  pushed  anta the  back-
ground, as they no longer have a
functrion,

(Camphbell has made a mistake.
The “old methods™ of class strugple
are nol dead, as Ian McGregorand
Margaret Thaicher are finding out
to their ¢cost at the moment. If the
mingers win every other worker n
the country wilt feel more conhidem
1 take on their own bosses. The
situation of dowowarn in workery’
struggle  which  produced  this
miserable htile book will have
changed, and revoletionary
sacialists will no longer be alone in
thinking that the working class ¢an
change the world.

Ann Rogers
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REVIEW

Academic drivel

A Short History of Sacialism
{reoree Litehiheim
faminen £2.98

A book with thisitle 1s bound o be
hought by large numbers of people
looking For a bricf introguction to
the ideas andd history of the socialist
movement. Unfortunately they will
be wasting their money and, tf they
read through 15 turgid pages, nme.

Lichtheim asn't & Marxist or a
socialise, bMe 1s just interested in
ideas — uny ideas irrespective of
their signiticance to the develop-
ment of socialism. Nowhere in this
book 15 there any conception of
soclalism as the sell emancipation
of the warking class. Class struggle
is talally absent as the driving force
of  history. So  without these
measures of how socialist theory
has developed from, and influenced
the development of working class
history, Lichtheim is teft completely
directioniess.  Instead we get a
catalogue  of 1deas  with  ewvery
philusaopher from ancient Greece
onwards  geting a name check.
Lyven worse maost of these ideas dre
not cxplimned in rerms ot what they
actuakly meant bul i reterence to
preceding theories, As a result of
this approsch more spacs is spent on
pre-1880  Russiao populism  and
Anarchisim than to Mary — which
given  Lichitheim™s  mability o
understand any of Marx’s ideas 15
probably for the betrer,

Such a horch-potch s alright it
you are nlerested in readime about
the eccentricitics ot the carlicst
Fabians or the significance the
chinical msamity of most of the
French Utopran Socialists had 1o
their theories, bul it i o way an
introduction (o the history  of
SCHIIA T

Untartunately whepn Lichtheim
does come down from the clouds to
discuss the more imporant socialist
thinkers things get worse, Mary, we
arc wld, only believed class strugple
acenrred in the market ceonomy (so
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much bor the operung hine ot the
Communist Manifesto) and had no
strategy For the trapsieen from
capitialism 1o socialism {so much lor
his writings on the Paris
Commune). We are also presented
with a description of Marx’s theory
of capitalist crisis which noever ance
mentions the rate of protit. For
Lichtheim Marx believed socialism
wourld  artse  because  of  ‘the
automatisnt of the economic order™,
leaving aside, what, if anything, this
means there s certainly no con-
ceplion of  the overthrow of
capitalism as the result of the
growth of the strength and or-
ganisation of the working class
caused by the development of
capitalism itself.

" mgn s
Primitivism

When Lichtherm fimally arrives at
the Russian Revoluuon, the mosy
important event in any histary of
soicialism. his own politics become
clear. In fact it's the only time
anything hecomes clear, for
Lichiheim™ stvle s aimed more at
demonstrating his own grasp of
snteilectual  history’  rthan clear
explanation. Leaving aside such
absurdeties as, “Trotsky, for all hus
revolutionary fervour, remained a
Menshevik because he went an
analysing political conflicts 1n
socialogieal terms' and:
‘Bolshevism possessed a strilegic
advantage that its rivals could not
malchy 18 very primilivism', we are
presented with the vision of Lenn
as a Jucobin conspirator driven tor
M} vears by the desire to revenge his
brother™s ¢xeculion for his partin a
plat 1o kell the Tzar, Finally a coup
Jd'erar  ushers 1n the Bolshevik
dictatorshup "tnaly dispuised as the
rule of the soviews.” Only then
‘towards the end of his hite Lenin
saw the Russian reveluuon as the
bk 1 world upheasal’ thus allow-
g Stalin to spread the dictatorship
atter 945!

INTERNATIONAL
SOCIALISM

While such a history of the
Russtan revoelution has no connec-
tione with reality, but could form the
Basis Tor o tollow up to Dallas, it is
the common view ol events
amangst right wing academices such
as Lichtheim and itdoes have a very
vhvicus political function, Having
seibed off trom mistory the revolu-
vonary  road to socialism by
prescating 1t as being bascd on a
minority couap dietat leading
directly o Stalin’s labour camps,
Lichtheim is then Iree 1o present the
wellare capitalism of the Briush
Labour Party and of Scandinavian
Social Democracy as the only viable
Form of sociplism, Having cut off
socialist theory from the Lenimist

New
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politics that alone can fulfil the
ideas of that theory, socialism is
reduced to a set of abstract ideas
with no inherent criterion to judge
between the utopan socialists and
Maurx or the Fabiansand Lenin. [tis
within such @ [ramework: thal
Lichtherm's book rests.

In his introduction [David
Mcl.ellan claims Lichtheim’s boak
s mtellectual history of a depth
and scope that s rare indeed’. It
150t rare at all — it’s just another
example of worthless night wing
academic drivel. Anvbody buying it
forits Litle probably has grounds or
action under the Trades [es-
cription Acgt,

Graham Wright

75p from your
local Socialist
Worker bookstall
or {plus 20p post)
from
BOOKMARKS,
265 Seven Sisters
Road, London
N4 2DE

TN
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LETTERS

Red Petrograd

I s mamch™s Socfiadng Koevien
Calim Sparks” review arniele ol 84
Siths Ked Perecorad aas illos-
trated b w0 pliotograpl o s
nreset i e Fatihss fictors o pe-
clect the Petrograd Sovier mwhich
there was o prommnenty dispiased
hanner  which aovordime 1o 1he
Pl e’ s captisnn o part reaads T ong
Teve the deast ol the anversal arny
vl svarkers™ . The photo miy he ot
such o meeting hor the Ranoeer
actuad by vesds T repadn e s
i i s boc e forwnnd the vand at
Loy aod poveerty ol by this e
bl v end copoatism’

Ths aside the actweie was ahsolu-

Lolv riehe o seress che i rtatioe ol

ot 's books Notoons s o1 evnd-
Glece ddtinst the gt winge aren-
el that the revolutoen was ot
e by ordmary people. 1 also
ciidenve azainsl an nvreasingly
perelior viesw e the ledt thar the
shoilled
‘Labour oistocrabic” workers wlio
wers onlyointercsted o their owsn
cials ool the espense ol other
WO R

Orbveneasl all ol the eld divisions
withiy e working cluss did oot
disappear owveright bt the
strugeyles ol 1917 beean taochallenge
themy bl by foncig warkers Lo
Fely o ooe aseetbier and by oansprringe
woesither eros Dk sk e, T
il workers totlen woinent Lo
et e horwond o therr
v 1 P oy resider Tookes back gt the

vhcear tluey will see ot 1 embaesdies

Fevoleineons was led by

ot b this tew univ T i
chyvtonsle ohe i cme o el Lirae
wolkslops o the factens Tt the
e v ade oo wode v ety
al poople. A gonwed mdwentnen s the
display ol Dits—an nmpartiant
sbatbls svithelal Lhas time ! ook e
Foer Uloese wth cochars aemnd sies the
daiticeent clathinge and the
sk ling ol womien woraers

bl sene ol the Tist—hbaougel
(RRINS L'I'IB]I'I'.‘L'I':II'IE'_ |:|I._:|l"|lL':'- 1 Hll:‘h.ﬁi“,

Ja0n Briton aond Crernimy, to help
produce munioons for the Test
worlel war,

The tragedy was that these bepin-
ness owere et buale upon. Blere
agiaon the boaomer o the phiote taosap-
iticat for o records the srrggele 1o
hovp pronlicliom sarng awans1 cnar-
o onduds durng the covrl sar as the
VoL le T e o Ul oy rnnes
civsed oo the revoiuioen, The
Panner apoears Gy be dlustraled
willl & stean lewonnstive angd i os
worl he o recalling that se desperate
with [he situation thal wliereas in
PHE LA mudion tens ol sram were
shipped Bworail in 1918 the tirore
wos | ool ooy T8990 2 muilleens 1420
Joomilhon In Seprember 1920
dpnrosdmidely bt percent ool all
COEIIes e ol el ke i ool PO
s ones bl been prescneed o the
PR It v Ll

Divisions

Agamnst Tl background e
tesvis collapsed,  many ot 1he
workers of 1907 weont to die at U
brotel. ot back to tie coungrvside 1o
scdve e bar bood or o were s1eked
tates Phe Srciser oy created toory
Lo hald things together, Hinger and
paterty cdid nor end as the banner
Terped. Tnstead it waas they that waen
Al s they did sooall of the old
divistons were reinfionced,

Mol ook helps st recl]
Clve Better dovs of TUL7 amd shonwes
thar we are el pomtie aind
ubirptdn L e view o ob o wlhit
ippened. Colin Sparks s gaae
rieht Lo recommend ot Bon i ans -
v bt ottt by 1w length and price
thies =hold beg ar Darrow or twist
stident broemds" armas toopet thent i
vopne ul o muen shorter aroele b
Souath that appeared o Flrory
Hoerrionfiop o 10 TUE L cnnntled
TOra L cvmseneasness . cliases
coltsctosess. Petrograd [T

Mike 1lavnes

- .

h banner with the unfulfitled promise

Israeli Marxists

The article loswde Isruel” by
Cockerill  and  Koeall  (Necdafo
Keview Mol "5340 was onch o
swecpine oty denuessdl ot the
Tewish oworking cliass. Fhe arow
abso contradices wsells T discusses

o
-

e s Lie Ut real wages Pecause of
the ccomomie chiros amd o s s
already resuliing e muss public
seChor Strtkes. Woe are toeld ot past
cramples whoen e Chental Tews
have  turned o radical polities
([srach Black Pantlersy ok sehin
abioul the tecent weak arweops
an Ismele preace mwovement? Yer the
artle concludes that because ol
thear Limited privileges amd ghe lold
al Ziomisan an Jewisl workers i
they will never ol eneee the Tsrach
resanee sl Tlhis s the s
attituce that those on the Briosh
Lt who hase dlusaons 1o the TR A
v torwenrads Protestant waorkers 1

thie quorthe ol Treaod.
O30 comese Aoenis deeiary, simall

ceoltadie cwdvintages oo Arab

wirhers and Ldlse Crrnde wsnen”
oraatisations wedded e e staw
make thing~ more ditticulr,
However, it sheuld bBeothe oboof
Jewislt Mariists in Larael to tahe
advitnlagme ol the coonomie contra-
divoens Tucoge the sraeit rulinge
chitss Do start winmine Jewsl
workers away from Zioas, Stale
run trends untons oy Poland did mee
stopr the Tommatean ol Sabidarie.
EEothe Arub and Polestnzian
workers nande ird ootsade Tsroe!
were 1o pive o leid along clioss Tines
rather  than  purehy mationghsge
s, it large proporton of Jewish
wiolkers cesull b won caer ot
stripele e ol e Marssts
woo ks that the workong cliss s
ey oo s deselopownt el cliss
consclonsess. A umited working
class stioegle s overy ool i
sl on plaves sacl as Tsrael b
FesveTotiostary sochthists shonh? mon
dlve Upr Lhis o,
(i Ungpakoernp

Popular literature

| yoor coumrades,
AR (M HEN NN RS TS R N TR E R

(S SR T TR IS TN 2 LAY | PO ORI DT B EEPRY N AR

Vorenivw ool A
I oodman™  “The Thpae’™s Od
Cleile="0 T wonld ask ven e all

prabshslomge o sl

serTosfss Lo ksl s s
ST T

Lorellect sor reviewer, Hraondler,
sl w i Phoafinnan s e s
o Dlarknan shoas i

A AN N
hrds el e

A laerature 1o by
ravist vicy ot soss Brosller, s
oo sl alrea b Bl sees clalode
an o twegiled and elalee g mita-
Lilesod o reonding thoese thimgs, o,
witvs Brondler: Thow come bie™ s
cozlere ™ W real Ty ddon™t need 1his
sl ol amalv-e he coniodes,
Pocpie e contoescd o o
radicters s s e L[:-IU]‘I|;"I| I~ 1l o

st ol celieal anaaleses oo il

NS R TN P SR H R TET AT T

Farst. Thoriman daesn’t usd
Ttk e Fome Rangerene The s
the e wrster B olivew o this Tield
it el oo shoss s thinl cere e
S TRRICE SN N DA STRRNEN SR YT BTN |
ST s L Soaite opliaT
leeritare, ool sl also sl -
convinetngls Qe ther mmicke e

. ' . ;
Illllf_-rl' ' lll'.'l Yol

Commonsense
Mecorel, Thorman foear s s
LN RT PO A T A RES PTG R IERN T A | BN
thi hicesatire, Bramdler can’t linve
reined The ook prroper b oo e e nld
lervs seen Thalar~ stennne
cpretnnge cond clostire possages telhme
vl P v s ety s Ul
VLN e s b arsoedd wain

Lo il Do st Tie Lanlanstass s

Then douring Adlendc™s penond she

s descve eraed tor brerse oy poer-
speclive wd o broshies oI rhe
Satilesios el o Dterinhiose, =il
thal  aetive  <nanga Dor o s
Tes e

JUS el i it ion oz bBeine e
Tolaily possives 10 5 qJestien ol
learmime ko Looomderatand the
afteraed, the chrorr ol mintcilar
WEITTE boooswath o s THson

ST
conntplete s tgoves Lrhorlmaen’s
sapa b v ol the Readers?
Thizest oy whoeh he shoses [oea thin
WGLaZiey vechs 1o TR s 1l
LT K moowinye o o loeg choone
voneneTs Gl et i dlens
Theral, s et that bald vprpasr
Chon, bather cultinal analvses ar
e oIy crearisatee, Iy G
AU s twor cdlier eeon-

v aud v o revelitanary

vrmnisatton, Father Moaosstains-
sy T TS LD T G s e
[ovovhos =l dowesa s e Welll woael it
wors sl Bociise o ek ddowesn™
AT T ey g ues i does1 miean
It s oessvered oo IEpecple Bos o
contlused and contrindictosy con
sl s, Ightr maet belp ol
e L dersiinmd oo bar Betier Tiess thos
P Pecr conased? Mg wises e
bty need a bt ot nnder-tandig
AR PRSI I P R TSN R P IR L B

A I ksgieiuans book 1< e

another cleser, abstruse acadenne
bovok . T o ismnniteedd. Fascinating
Al beautituils wrtven stoady s s
hooesr bt s palivies, wd aleen
oo P Tt ™ el =i sl
Feseneen 7 s owoathes ol readine
In vvers ST

STl

emiber o amd

Yarnn 1Bavker
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aking our liberties

Civil liberties have suddenly become a big
Issue in British pohties.

GCHOQ. Sarah Tisdall, the police
Nottingham  —  one Tory outrage  has
fallowed another. Even more important, in
cach case the Lories have wrang-footed it
and ended up causing a real stir way beyond
the people who normally get worked up
about this sort of thimg. There secms every
prospect of more wrang-footed  Tory
OUTTA B0 1Ly e,

[ these circumstances CAOmpalging over
civil libertics can become a vote winner for
the Labour Party. Quite comcidentally the
orbituary columng last month gave us i re-
mitder of the lasttinwe that happened. Heory
Brooke died at the age of aighty,

You may well ask who on carth Henry
Brooke wits, because scarcelv anything has
been heard of lnm in the last twenty vears,
Bue in 1963 and 1964 his nmme wias d house-
hold word. He was home seeretary in the
Conservative  governmenls ot Hlavold
MacMillun and Alec Douglas-Home, He
wils d somewhat austere and reactonary
character, whose numerous petly autriges
against civil hiberries butht T up mnto d
figure of widespread loarthing and nidicule.

The campmgn  against Henry Brooke
plaved o signiticant purt in Labour’s efeclion
victory 10 October 1964, Trdeed Tor many
people the hitghpoint of clection night was
Henrv Brooke's  personal  defeac e s
Hampstead constutueney.

Basic arguments

Praobabty in Neil Kinnock™ campagn
committee someone is workimg out liow (o
Jdo a stmilar job on Leon Brittan, [ hape the
Iubour leadershiip do mount such a cam-
paignn, U will make ir all the easier (o fight
back aginnst the Tory attacks on arvil liber-
tes il they do, and it will make it all the easier
o Pt over cortain basic socialist arguments
about the state.

To do both of these things etfectively will
however mean us meptioning a4 number of
things that Neil Kinnock™ campiaign
managers will regard rather like swearing in
church. Let me give an cxample: the case ol
Philip Agee.

Philip Agee 15 the lormer CIA agent who
broke fram the CLlA., wrote nside the
Company: A Ci4 Piary and has since
devored his lite to very eftecnively exposing
the work of the ClA and other mtelhigence
agencies, In shortheisthe sort ot person who
any lover ol civil hberties should regard as a
hero, In the mid 19705 he was living 1n
Britain (he faced threat of prosecution and
perhaps worse 1 he remained in the USA)
untld, 1o mid-November 1976, the home
office refused to renew his residence permit.

After a vigorous defence campaign (dur-
ing which he spoke very ably ata number of
Socialist Workers Party meetings) Phihp
Agee was cventually thrown out ol the

Philip Agee: Exposed the ClA and kicked

.\,_..-g;.--\..
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outl of the country by a Labour home
sacraefary

country. Lits "erime” was quite simply that he
had exposed the CLA. You can rmagine the
outrage 11 Leon Brittan threw someong aut
of the country for that.

But 11 wasn't T.con Brittan who threw
Philip Agee out ol the country. It wis u
[.abour home secretary, Merlvn Rees. And
the cabinet of which he, Merlvn Rees, was d
member included as s deputy prime
mintster at the ume, Michael Foot {wlio you
might think would ar least care about civil
libertics) and Tony Benn, Both remained 1n
the government, Clearly neither saw throw-
ing sonconde out of the country at the behest
of the CTA a5 4 resigning 1ssuc.

It would be comtorting 1o pretend that the
Philip Agee aftair was a treak, But 1t wasn't,
It stemmed dircetly from the policy of the
Atlantic  Alllance  which every [Labour
government since the war hastolfowed. That
meant that the CLA wiis to be regarded as an
essentially frendly (i someumes a little
over-enthusiastichorganisation, Under every
Labour government since the war Coopera-
tion between Briosh intelligeace services and

the ClA has been o matter of guite on-
exceprional dailv routine, 5o what could be
mmore natural than to deport an elfvctive
foreign eritic of this "triendly” stiution?

But vou onky have to menton the roatine
practice ol cooperation with the CIA 10 be
reminded of 4 pumber of other routmne
priacuces that must have gooe onunder every
past Labour government. Forexample every
past Labour government has wotilised the
political spving operations of the Special
Branch. Only occastonally 15 that
dramaused, aud thenoe cansesa fuss. In 1966
| Livold Wilson launched o victous attack on
mibitants of the scamen™ union, wihnich was
thenengagced ina militant strike. The brict be
was working from had clearly come from the
Special Branch, [t causcd something of a
sensation and wisa heyincident couviuceing
muiny soclahists that they should Jeave the
L.abour Puarty.

That was o dramatic example. Bul no one
l1as cver sugpested that Wilson was behaving
i an abnormal way 1 getting material from
the Special Branch. Nor has anyone ever
sugeested thar the Special Branch s activities
have cver been signihcantly curbed because
the Labour Party was 1n ottice.

And the same goes Lor all the other dis-
tnctly unpleasant orgamsatiens which go o
compose the srater M IS MG, the SAS and
so on, Forall of them it has ben "husiness as
usual’ during past Labour governmenlts,
And business as usaal’ tor bodies like this
can mein nothing other than daly ampling
upon civil iberves. No wonderthen Lhat past
[abour governments have such an appalling
recaord on vl liberties.

Heaped praise

Dyoes the present leadership of the Labour
Party cven pretend that things will be any
different on Lhis score when they Torm a
governmert? So tar as T know they do not.
They are certainly all comnutted o the
Atlantic Alhance. and therefore presumahty
ta continued intelligence couperation with
the CTA. Over the GCOHOQ attarr Kimnock
aind the others all had wnple opportuniey to
say that they would get rid of the network of
spying which that institution s by detimiton,
They said nosuch thing. Instead they heaped
praise o the “vitally important work tar
national security’ which that insntuton was
doing.

You could continue the hst the Special
Branch, MI5. M16 o1 the SAS — Kinnuck
and his tean have never suppgested thar any
of these might be scrapped.

It that is their atutude w the more exotw
picces of the state muichine, just think how
they would behave with, Tor instance. a chiet
constable,

Actually, vou don’ need to stretch your
imagination. As part ol his campaign over
the policing of the mimers’ strike Gerald
Kaufman went 1o see the chiel constable of
Nottinghamshire equipped  with a  thick
dossier on police malpractice. Kaufman
came away maintaimng that the chiet con-
stable was completely blameless,

If that is how Kautman stands up tor civil
Hberties as the sfgdow home secretary, god
knows how he would behave as the real one.

Pete Goodwin




