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Sanctions and solidarity

SUDDENLY, CAPITALIST governments across the
globe are falling over themselves to support
sanctions against South Africa. On the surface it
appears that the Black resistance movement in
South Africa has everyone but Britain and the
USA on their side.

But imperialism’s interest in maintaining its
stranglehold over the southern African sub-
continent should not be under-estimated. Be-
sides wishing to safeguard their investments, the
West dreads any continued turmoil in southern
Africa, let alone it ‘going communist. Either
would have enormous implications for the Afri-
can continent as well as for the political
equilibrium in the Atlantic and Indian oceans.

At £ll billions, British capital accounts for 40
per cent of total foreign investment in South
Africa, more than this, the relative proportion of
British captial tied up in South Africa (ten per cent
of all British overseas investment) is many times
greater than any of its imperialist rivals.

The bedrock of British trade and investment
with Pretoria is finance capital and London’s
metals and gems market. Any dislocation of
British involvement therefore would entail a
major disprution of the bastion of British capital-
ism. Thatcher and her allies cannot contemplate
this kind of action.

Seemingly opposed to the Thatcherite posi-
tion that any measures taken ‘must not harm the
South African economy’ are the Commonwealth
states, the Non-alighed movement, the Or-
ganisation of African Unity and a handful of
‘enlightened ’ bourgeois governments like Den-
mark, Australia and Sweden.

They fear that Thatcher’s intransigence will
precipitate an unheaval that will jettison the very
system of exploitation she is seeking to protect.
Hence, Neil Kinnock warns the government’s
present course will ‘undermine British influence’
in southern Africa. The underlying unity of the
international bourgeoisie is revealed by the
supine posture of the EEC after the recent summit.

Amidst this wrangling one thing is clear: the
bourgeoisie has the initiative on an international
level. The Soviet Union and its allies are sitting on
the sidelines accepting the framework of ‘san-
ctions for peaceful change and reform’. The
working class internationally — the only force
likely to act in support of the Black workers of
southern Africa — has yet to make its voice heard
independently of these inter-governmental di-
plomatic manoeuvres.

Over the years the leaders of the British
labour movement have built up a shining record
of inactivity in the struggle against apartheid
from which the Anti-Apartheid Movement, re-
gretably, has done little to differentiate itself.
Why should they? The AAM’s strategy of esta-
blishing influence through its relations with
labour bureaucrats and international diplomacy

has meant that only recently has an element of
mass action become part of its thinking.

In contrast, the kind of solidarity the Black
resistance movement needs must be committed
to the conscious overthrow of the present system
at whatever cost. Independent solidarity initiat-
ives by the labour movement and the oppressed
are needed.

Direct links need building with the indepen-
dent workers’ movement in South Afria. British
trade unionists can and should impose their own
sanctions now, in the manner of Dublin’s Dunnes
Store strikers. Mass political action is required,
not simply to pressurise the Tory government,
but also to fight for a comprehensive programme
of action by the whole labour movement. This
involves recognising that:

* real economic warfare by Britain on apartheid
would cost jobs and trade. It therefore must be
linked to the fight against unemployment.

* A genuine break with the multinationals and
other institutions propping up Pretoria would
involve an outright confrontation with the City of
London.

* The British labour movement will be unable to
aid the overthrow of apartheid without challeng-
ing the racism in its own ranks — this involves
supporting and building links with Black struggle
in this country.

* Demands must be made on a future Labour
government — including the payment of com-
pensation to workers taking boycott action, to
the frontline states currently at the receiving end
of apartheid’s own sanctions and aggression,
and to an independent Namibia for resources
stolen by British companies.

* There is a crying need for an international
solidarity movement that will aid the overthrow
of South Africa’s rulers and not just sidetrack the
struggle into talks and settlements as today’s
international initiatives tend to.

How useful sanctions are therefore depends
entirely on their aims and content. Sanctions can
be a weapon in any war as US and British
imperialism have shown time and time again
when they really want to get rid of a regime.
Against Nicaragua, Cuba and Libya the US has
organised complete blockades, punitive action
against friendly states, companies and in-
dividuals; and has linked this with off-shore
military manoeuvres and the funding of terrorist
organisations. Neither the Labour leadership,
the ‘EPG’ or the Commonwealth would contem-
plate an equivalent policy in southern Africa
against Pretoria. But the working class in this
country can make it’s voice heard independently
— building on the massive sentiment that has
developed and the visible desire to take action in
solidarity with the Black working class of south-
ern Africa.




Murderers fall out with thieves

DEPUTY CHIEF Constable
John Stalker was appointed
two years ago 1o investigate
the shooting dead of unar-
med individuals by SAS-
trained RUC squads in 1982.
His attempt to find out who
was finally responsible and
what actually happened was
continually obstructed at all
levels right up the very top, as
it became apparent where
decisions were being made
concerning the incidents.
Those implicated included
senior RUC officers and
possibly RUC chief Sir John
Hermon himself.

In an apparent move 1o
further block the investiga-
tion or delay it — the British
securily establishment are
attempting to have Stalker
punished for associating with
criminals, as a cover for
pulling him off the RUC case.

So much mud is now being
thrown at Stalker and his
assoctates (now including top
Manchester busincssmen,
Tory MP Cecil Franks, - ifs
possible that even chicf
constable James  Anderton
won’t be spared) that the
state may succeed in divert-
ing atfention away from the
cover-up towards Sialker's
own alleged misder-
meanours.

Those thought 1o be invol-
ved — MI5 and the Special
Branch — have a good reas-
onto be covering things up. A
whole range of atrocities and
illegal praciices have been
integral to Britain’s war in
ireland since the carly 19705
- including under the in
struction of British Labour
and Dubiin government

leaders.
The present attempted
cover-up concerns three

shooting incidents in Novem-
ber and December 1982 in
which six unarmed peope
were killed by the RUC. The
idea of the original investiga-
tion was probably 1o throw
out a few 'bad apples’ and
prove that British justice in
Ireland extended beyond the
summary exccution of in-
dividuals simply on sus-
picion. Unfortunately shoot-
ing-to-kill as a policy dates

back to the 1970s and
presenting it as anything else
but deliberate policy would
be very difficult.

One of the 1982 cases
Stalker was sent to inves-
tigate also implicated the
Dublin establishment. Sea-
mus Grew and Roderick
Canoll were shot dead in
December 1982 afier being
followed by E4A, the RUC
undercover unit, as they
ravelled home to Armagh
from south of the border.

Any full revelation of the
facts would involve an ad-
mission that E4A were op-
eraling south of the border.
One of then other activities
was the employment of RUC
informers in the south — one
of whom, George Poyntz,
was involved in the Grew and
Canoll case.

Al the original trial con-
cerning this case, in April
1984, RUC constable Robin-
son was acquitied of murder
after revealing he was in-
structed to tell o false cover
story that Grew and Carroll

were shot alter crashing
through a checkpoint. He
also admitted to being

ordered under the Official

Secrets Act not to reveal the

true facts. This wall of ob-
struction was still firmly in
place when Stalker starting
delving into the issuce.

Like the recent trial and
conviction of the ’‘Brighton
Bombers’, the Stalker affair
and shoot-to-kill expose the
Anglo-lrish Accord for what it
is — summary justice. The
only trial takes place on the
front pages of the tabloids
while the nationalist popula-
tion gain nothing.

Few commentators have
stopped to consider that
British use of under-cover
squads, selective assassina-
tion and cross-border incur-
sions are only necessary in
the first place because the
Republican movement  has
mass support and other meth-
ods cannot beat them.

Two things we can remain
surc of. British terror tactics
like shoot-to-kill will continue
to be the order of the day;
and a the higher echelons of
the Police and the local Con-
servative Assocation in Man-
chester will continue to be the
dens of thieves we all knew
them to be anyway — what-
ever the outcome of the
affair.

PIERS MOSTYN
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Hundreds of}housonds demonstr¢

Wapping: who is going to lead?

DISMISSED PRINTWORKERS
fight on after a magnificent
vote by SOGAT, NGA and
AUEW members against the
£50 million pay-off that
SOGAT and TUC chiefs
Brenda Dean and Norman
Willis hoped would clear
theit decks of a stubborn
strike. But after the vote was
announced, the questions
that needed answering were:
‘Where do we go from here?’,
‘Who now is going to lead this
strike?’.

The Saturday night imm-
ediately after the vote saw a
reduced number of pickets
compared to the beginning of
the strike.

The vole itself demands a
show of solidarity from the
labour movement, especially
the Fleet Street union mem-
bers. Instead of demanding

such aresponse, Dean, at the
SOGAT Bi-ennial Delegate
Conference (BDC), attacked
the ‘wreckers’ of Fleet Street.
No, notf the media magnates,

but her own union’s members.

The London District Coun-
cil (LDC), dominated by the
Communist Party, had the
chance to become the de
facto leadership of the strike
having lead the campaign for
the rejection of the pay-off
deal. Regretably having won
the initiative from Dean, they
handed 1t straight back in
relurn for vague promises
and the same old strategy. To
call this a ‘compromise’ is to
prettify it!

The BDC passed a motion
calling for the failed boycott
campaign to be revitalised, to
push for the expulsion of the
EETPU from the TUC and to

stcp up the picketing at
Wapping.

Since then, the national
leadership has done nothing
to implement these decisions.
Rather, they are fixated with
what they regard as the
BDC’s key decision 1o keep
within the law while prosecut-
ing the strike. This means not
prosecuting the sirike at all.
Threatened with sequestra
tion the BDC voted to ensure,
‘the maintenance of SOGAT
as an independent trade
union’. The national leader-
ship proposed it, the LDC
agreed it, the conference
voted for it unanimously. The
dispute is now frapped by
legalitics. Murdoch, never
slow to see his opportunily,
immediately slapped down
affidavits for injunctions on

SOGAT members of the LDC.
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Interestingly, the affidavits
lift one corner of the veil
covering the effects of the
strike. TNT scab transport is
costing News International
£200,000 a month, late de-
liveries £14,400 a month,
security at Wapping and Kin-
ning Park, Glasgow,
£100,000 and £67,000 res-
pectively. Murdoch also com-
plained of the acute psych-
ological stress affecting his
staff who have to cross picket
lines to get to work. These
snippets, together with the
vote, suggest how effective
increased action could be.

But the truth is the leader-
ships of the embattled unions
and the TUC are relying not
on the pickets and their sup-
porters to win the strike, but
on none other than Eric Ham-
mond to persuade Murdoch

T REGATIONAL Plo Wl A s,
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:fte uumst apartheld in London June 28

to re-open talks. Verbal att-
ack on the EETPU’s leaders
do not hide this appalling
fact.

To win the strike needs to
be escalated by getting Fleet
Street out in support. This call
has ever greater support
among the once hesitant
strikers, yet is still opposed by
the LDC and, of course,
Dean. The revived fortnighly
mass meeting of SOGAT
workers has now taken a
decision to picket parts of
Fleet Street like the Press
Association works. There is a
growing mood that an elec-
ted committee of strikers and
London branches should run
the dispute, rather than the
full time officials of the LDC.

Solidarity action remains
vital, but the strike will have to
find some new, more militant

leadership if such solidarity is
to be organised. Also, the
role of the Labour Party
leadership in isolating the
strike should not be over-
looked: from Kinnock's
chauvinist proposal to legis-
late against ‘foreigners’ own-
ing ‘our British media’ to
ignoring the presence at
Wapping of a scab prospec-
tive parliamentary candidate
for Stevenage. The left of the
party has been exiremely
lackadaisical.

One thing is certain, when
the media barons turn vi-
ciously on the Labour move-
ment and especially its left,
they will have been imm-
easurably strengthened if
Murdoch succeeds in deliver-
ing the crushing blow to the
print unions that he so clearly

intends. JOHN TUITE

Well done,
Neil!

IN ITS HEYDAY in the 1960s
the New Statesman sold
100,000 copies a week. lts
circulation has since fallen to
27,000. Doctors recommend
it to insomniacs. You will
therefore have been enthral-
led to learn that the journal’s
new editor is John Lloyd,
former industrial editor of the
Financial Times and Neil
Kinnock’s candidate for the
Statesman |ob.

Lioyd comes with sound
credentials. In Marxism
Today he advocated the elec-
tricians’ union’s style of
business trades unionism. He
promises that the Statesman
will be a ‘well-written voice
from the left, but not con-
strained by the left’. So well
done, John! And well done,
Neill

In the best interests of
pluralism, dabate on the left
etc, we now have the States-
man, Marxism Today, New
Socialist and Tribune all
chanting Kinnock’s chorus.

Over at Marxism Today, in
the CP's HQ, there’s editor
Martin Jacques who is seek-
ing to recreate the Popular
Fronts of the 1930s, seeming-
ly oblivious to the fact that
they spelled disaster for the
workers’ movements. At New
Socialist, ensconced in Wal-
worth Road, editor Stuart
Weir is cock-a-hoop that he
has halved the sales of the
formerly Bennite magazine.
He now plans to sell off the
Labour Party’s discussion
magazine to private inves-
tors. Tribune editor Nigel
Williamson is the proudest of
all, having converted the for-
merly Bennite paper into a
press release for the LCC
(Labour Careerists’ Commit-
tee), thus helping his buddies
to jobs.

For decent reads (the
papers of the farish left ex-
cepted) it looks as if we must
await the eclipse of Neil.
Shouldn’t be too long. Mean-
while. Zzzzzzzzzzz

HENRY SCHWEIK
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JAY NAIDOO, General
Secretary of the
650,000-member Congress of
South African Trade Unions,
(COSATU) has been detained
following the South African
government’s
state-of-emergency decree of
June 12. The speech below was
given by Jay Naidoo at the
University of Natal,
Pictermaritzberg, on 19 March,
1986.
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we as the independent trade unions, and
COSATU m parvcular, operate. I wall attempt
to locate COSATU in the present polinical
environment and explam the pressures under

What I would hike to set out here today
are the broad circumstances in which

\Vl]ich a rclﬂ[i\'cly new llni()” movement ('xi5(§<

In understanding the signiticance of
COSATU it 1s worth recalling that 10 vears ago
in 1976 the total paid-up membership in the
newly formed mdependent unions was probably
20,000 at the most. By 1979 it was probably
around 40,000. Today in COSATU aone there
are now 600,000 fully paid up members Jocated
in every industrial concentration in South
Africa.

But for all the strength that we have at
present, for all the experience of our worker
leadership and more broadly the working class,
COSATU sull 1s a relatvely new organisation,

Nevertheless we do believe we have
something to say and with this in mind [ would
like to share some thoughts with vou.

COSATU i« tirst and foremost a trade union
federation. ftis an organisation that unites
organised workers. [ts roots arc on the factory
tloor. [ts starting point is its organisational
strength at the point of producution s
members are the producers of the wealth of our
C()un[ry.

Political struggle
But experience has taught us that it is not

enough to simply concern ourselves with factory

wssues. Non-political unionism is not only
undesirable, itis impossible. And this basic
truth has become nereasingly clear o the

organised worker movement. 1985 was probably

the most turbulent year in the history of our
country. It saw the emergence of levels of
resistance to the apartherd state which have
never been seen before. Tt saw a ruling class
floundering, a government directionless and an
cconomy ravaged by intlation and soarinyg,
unemployment.

[t was aganst this background that COSA'TU
adopted an explicitly political direction. We do
not see COSATU as a political party but we do
believe that COSATU has a responsibility to
voice the political interests and aspirations of the
organised workers and also more broadly ot the
working class.

We theretore see COSATU as an active
participant in the liberation struggle. We see

Speech by Jay Naidoo
‘The Significance
of COSATUV’

oursclves as a pohtical foree at local, regional

and navonal Tevels. And we therclore are toreed
to confront the following questions.

What sort of polities?

What sort of hiberation are we seeking?

Who are our triends and allies i ihe siraggle?

What are we tighting for?

What are we highung agamsiz

The polivcal policy adopted recently by o
central executive committee states:

‘that workers expertence repression, hardship
and suttering not only at ther workplaces butm
cvery other aspect of therr hives and within the
communities where they live, Tois theretore
imperative that the Federation should playa
maor role m the struggle tor a non racial and
democratic society and that dhe Federaton will
not hesitate 1o ke polincal action o protect
and advance the merests of ity members and the
wider working class.”

Clearlv we sec ourselves as part and pareel of
the broad straggle against apartherd and racism.
We see ourselves as tull participants in the fight
tor democracy, justice and peace m Soutls

Atrica.

Exploitation and working class politics

And vet our experience as workers has taaght us
more. Justice tor us is not simply a beauutul
phrasc. Tt also means soctal jusuice, cconomie
justice and political jusuees Te means freedom
from hunger and poverty, the nighto work, the
right 1o proper housing, decent medieal tactlities
and a meaningtul education svsten that would
develop the human potental of our people.

It is our experience that aparthend racisin has
gone hand m hand widh our exploitation and
suttering at the hands of the bosses. Tree
enterprise has not been something separate and
hostile 1o racism. Despite the desperate attempts
by organised business to distance themiselves
trom the present diseredited regimie we have
Jearnt one important lesson, that the root and
fruit of the apartherd tree is the exploitation ot

workers in South Atrica. Our most recent
caperiences at Geneor, Rand Mines, Haggice
Rand all contirm this. It takes very hulde to
unmask these monopolies and reveal therr
ruthless puli\uil ol \upu'prniil\. The last 10 (ld)‘\
have come as a shocking reminder that nothing
has changed. Many lives of our members have
been sacriticed on the mines through the
brutality of the mine bosses and repressive
organs ot the apartheid state: the SAP and army.
To us the alliance berween big business and the
apartheid state is soaked inthe blood of the

workers,

IUis theretore clear that we see ourselves
expressing the interests of workers in the
struggle for our freedom. We see it as our duty
to make sure that freedom does not merely
change the skin colour of our oppressors.

We are not tighting tor freedom whieh sees
the bulk of workers continuing to sutter as they
do todav. We therefore see it as our doty
promote working class politics. A polities where
workers” interests are paramount i the struggle.

Alliances

At the same ume we recognise that no struggle
has ever involyved one social toree acting alone,
We therelore have to look caretully at our
society 1o see who are our allies.

This brings me 1o the other important aspect
ob our political policy: ... the independent
poliical interests ot the working class shall be
waged through C o taking up pohitical struggles
through ourmembership and structures at loeal,
regional and navonal levels as well as through
disciplined atliances with progressive community
organisations whose interests are compatible
with the mtersts of the workers and whose
organisational practices further the mterests of
the workimg class.”

Therctore our experience has taught us firsty,
toavord solating ourselves as workers and
detining our triends and atlies too narrowly, e
the danger of workerism; and secondly, to avord
subsaming ourselves in an incoherent mass
mood or populist desire tor anill-detined
Sreedom’, ie the danger of populism; and thirdly
to choose our alhies on the basis of what we
know, what has been our experience as workers,
and not on the basis of abstracted principles of
what is or is not a “correct” approach, ie the
danger of impractical but nice sounding theories.

Thus when we look at our society we can
broadly say that our allies tall into two groups.
Firsdy there are those that we regard as close
allies of the workers. These are the unemploved
(there are more than three million); the rural
poor (the landless, peasants and farmworkers):
and the militant black vouth. These are our
closestallies. We believe that they share with us
the desire for real freedom, for meanmgful
change. Tris our expenience that they are largely
the brothers, sisters, children and parents of our
very own members. Their tuture and that of the
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workers are inseparably linked. Like us they

want a nn‘aningl.u] transtormation ot our

society.

The second croup of allies consist of all those
who share with us a hateed of the present
system. [t consists of all those people oppressed
b\ racism ie the entire black people; as well as
all democratic forces amongst the white
populaton.

‘ Of course we may have ditterences with our
allies. But we believe that the widest possible
anity is necessary to rid ourselves of the evils of
apartheid. We may differ in the type ot soaety
we would Tike to see emerging in this country,
but we believe we have enough in common to
fight together.

Intcllectuals and working class leadership
. On this platform 1 would like 1o address atew
words to the intellectuals amongst us. We extend
our hand 1 vou. We ask vou to put your
learning skills and education at the service of the
. workers movement. H vou are a rescarcher then
carch that would help the workery’
movement. Look at unemploviment, look at the

(h) 13

housing crisis, the transport problems workers
tace. Help expose the poverty wages pad and
the pervasive influence of the big monopolies. I
vou are a doctor, serve the people, Jook at the
problems of the working class: malnutrition,
kwashiokor and health hazards at work.

But we believe that the direction of the
workers’ movement will develop orgamically out
of the struggle of workers on the factory tloor
and in the townships where they live.
Accordingly the role ol inteHectuals will be
purely a supportive one of assisting the greater
veneration of working class leadership.

As COSATU we believe that we have
generated a working class leadership thatis
competent enough to debate its position and o
direet the movement itselt.

Other organisations

What | have said up to now is fairly general, b
in thL' l‘(\ll \V(\l'ld we li\'(‘ in W h.l\'t‘ Lo come to
terms with organisations that exisr.

COSATU is forging
democratic community based organisations. In
particular we have a high regard for those
communitics which are building strong,
grassroots structures in the forny of strect
committees. We see this as a major step forward
and an important principle that is integral 1o
working class organisation on the factory tloor.

We encourage this development and see it as
COSATU’s policy tfor members and local
structures to plav an active role in building such
structures. In many arcas COSATU locals are

closer ties with

becoming a driving foree in the growth of
solidly based community orgamsation.

At the third fevel of our poliucal poliey we
have chosen, as COSATU, ‘not to affilate to
any political organisation’, but to retain our
independence. Nevertheless our commiment o
ending apartheid, the State of Emergency, the
release of comrade Nelson Mandela and all
political prisoners, the unbanning of the banned
organiations, the end to the pass Taws Tas given
as much in common with a wide range of
organisations.

Undoubtedly the most important of these is
the ANC | Atrican National Congress], a
movement whose stature and influence is
erowing daily in South Africa. In the hght of
this COSATU recently met with a high level

INTERINA TIONAG B S ey At 9

ANC-SACTU delegation in Fusaka. The talks
were open and conducted i a friendly spirit Tt
was recognised that COSATU, as a
representative of the working class, is seized
with the wask of engaging the general democratic
struggle, both as an independent organisation
and as an essential component of the democrate
forces of our country. Furtheritis clear that in
the specific conditions of our country itis
inconceivable that political emancipation can be
separated from cconomic unnnupuinn
Theretore while united n uppmnmn to the
entire apartheid system, there s a common
nnderstanding that victory must embrace more
than formal political democeracy, and must
involve a struggle for a society free from the
chains of poverty,
would require a restructuring of the present

racism and exploitation which

CCONOIIC SVaten.

Obviously there is much more 1o sav on this
pomt. However the democraue nature of
COSATU ensures that we first report back tully
o our membership before going into details on
platforms such as this.

[t was in 196C that Macmillan spoke of the
winds of change blowing across Atrica. In 1986
those winds have become a hurricane. Even the
corridors of parliament have tele them. When Dr
Slabbert resigned saving he saw no purpose in
parhamentary debate he was merely signifying
the decay and p()lltl\ al \\lldklll\\\ (I].Il cven lll(
isolated white political establishment tinds nselt
n.

COSATU resolves

As COSATU we believe that change 1s coming.

lhuchm as workers we have resolved 1o:
take the lead i organising and mobilising not
onlv in our lactories but m our tow nxlnpx
ln]n” the lessons of solid organising 1o our
people as a whole and L\]‘(Ll.!”) o our close
allies

-~ UPFRONT

raise the issues of soctal, pu]ili(;ll and
ceonomic transtormation now and not leave it
to some future unspculicd date

build workers 1o gain contidence
themselves and in their ability o lead our
struggle

understand the dual needs of workers”

L and 1o torm disciplined alliances
with all progressive forees

organise the unorganised and build powerful
national industrial unions

through our activity and education

autonomy

programmes to develop an increasingly

coherent political perspective and programme

tor our federaton.

In carrying out these many tasks we will ac all
times be guided by the following principles.
Firstly, our political and cconomic strength lies
in building powerful, militant and democratic
organisation in the workplace. This strength will
vuarantee that worker ;1xpir.uiun\ will not be
\Llppl(\\ul Such organisation is also the basts
for the real democrausation of production.

Sccondly,
representative of the working class as a whole

l)!‘ngliS(‘d \,‘\'Ul'k(‘l'S are not

but they constitute tts most powerful weapon.
The better the organisation the more powerful
therr weapon becomes and the greater will be
their contribution to the struggle of the working,
class and the oppressed people in South Africa.

Thirdly, we must draw all people into a
programme of restructuring the economy and
society as a whole in such a wav that the wealth
ol our society 15 democratically controlled and
shared by all s people.

Politics for workers is not only the matter of
changing governments. Forworkers it must go
much further to break the chains of poverty and
exploitaton that bind our people at present. It s
the struggle o liberate our people so that they
can realise their fullest potential as human
beings.

Feminism and Marxism

It is rather difficult to understand the cricisms
that Valerie Coultas makes of Engels in vour
fast issue (CWomen hold up half the sky?,
International No 4, Mav/June 1986).

One only has to read Engels even as far back
as the 1840s to discover that the integration of
temale workers mto the workforee s hardlv a
particular teature of modern caprtalisim. For
instance i 1850 Engels remarked that dhe
introduction of large scale mdustry deskilled
labour and that “industrial explottation at once
engulfed the whole tamily, imprisoning 1t m the
factorv: women and children were obliged 1o
work without ceasing dav and night until they
fell victim to complete exhaustion’. The
contention that Engels believed that women
would not be integrated into the worktoree
under capitalism is not serious.

On the contrary, Engels recognised that
womens integration into the worktoree whilst
remaining domestic slaves in the home was a
feature of class sociery that predated capitahison.
Engels statement that *. L the fiest prenuse for
the emancipation of women is the reintroduction
of the entire temale sex into public mdustry

is a demand for the abolition ot all torms of

domestic slavery ic a qualiauve change in the
character of women's labour. For Engels the
prerequisite for women liberation was not the
extent of women's integration into the
worktorce but an end to the role of the tamily as
the economic unit of class society.

Engels” argument therefore is not a tactical
preseription but the assertion that the abolition
of class socicty is a prerequisite tor the
emancipation of women. Many marxists
understand this 1o mean relegation of the
struggle for women's liberation to the indefimite
future. But it is also wrong tor marxists today to
narrow their view of women's liberation to
issues refating to women as wage carners. No
amount of reforms under capitalism will abolish
the role of the family as the cconomic unit of
society and likewtse there is no way that
marxists can avord the struggle now 1o
popularise a programme for women liberation
that explains that the oppression of women
neither started with the advent ot capitalist
property relations nor ends with their
climimation.

Roy Wall
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‘Style’ and the Left

Who are the real
philistines?

What is ‘style’? And does the
left need it? Where does it come
from? Does Neil Kinnock have
it? To MIKE MARQUESE and
TOM TREVELYAN the ‘new
look’ Labour Party does not
look that new at all.

WHENTHE LABOUR Party changed its leader
after the general clection debacle of 1983 it
soughtand acquired a ‘new look’. The duffel
coat in which Michael Foot had tarnished
the memory of the fallen at the Cenotaph
was consigned to the muscum of labour
history. The new leader revels in o his
youthful image and his smart Mark and
Spencer suits. Labour’s image is being
reshaped like a High Street window display
— and public relations experts are brought
in to manage the face-hft. They order a new
colour for Labour’s campaign (grey), a new
generaton of media-polished trade union
leaders, a new emphasis on professional
presentation. Those who do not welcome
this trend, they imply, will soon be joining
the duffel coat in labour’s muscum.

In the May issue of New Socialist, Robert
Elms, assoctate editor of The Face, pilloried
the left for its alleged indifference and ceven
hostility to something he kept referring to as
‘style’. Elms claimed that the labour move-
ment, under the aegis of the left, had
distanced itself from the aspirations of
ordinary people by its puritan rejection of
consumer values and its philistine contempt
for ‘presentation’. Tle dated Labour's de-
cline from the late 1960s, ‘when the radical
wing of the Labour movement gor hijacked
by hippiedom’. Socialism in the "60s ‘stop-
ped talking in the language ordinary people
could understand’, thanks to ‘drab anu-
materialism’.

Elms” vision is not burdened with any
pedantic concern for historical accuracy.
The industrial upsurge of the late 1960s and
carly 70s was preceded not by a golden era
of proletarian radicalism but by decades of
working-class passivity, The reviled youth
rebellion of the 1960s was more than ‘hippic’
indulgence; there were lirtde maters like a
war i Vietnam supported by a Labour
government, and an opposition to it which
became world wide. And a minor upset in
France in 1968 which threatened the overth-
row of the state. Elms’ notion that hippies or
revolutionaries ever dominated any part of
the British labour movement or the working
class 1s quaint, to say the least.

Elms would no doubt take Little interest in
such quibbles. After all, his posttion has
friends in high places. As presented in New
Socralist, it may appear licde more than a
bunch of inconsistencies, but it has been
employed by opportunists to justify an
increasingly ¢hust and in reahity philisune
political practice. Elms’ article 1s sympto-
matic of a wend of thought which s
currently serving as a figleaf for a rightward-
racing Labour Party and trade union
leadership.

Much of the Labour lcadership now
insists on the pre-eminence of the media. We
arc repeatedly told that we must learn how
to present oursclves and our policies on
television and in the press. We must enter the
magic circJe and acquire the tools of the
trade, the professional seerets known only o
the few. Kinnock and those associated with
him have relied heavily on this media
obsession to justty themselves. The miners’
struggle, for example, is criticised for being
old-fashioned, dreary, couched n a tradi-
tional trade union jargon which no longer
appeals to a working class vearning tor flair,

you cannot adopt the
campaigning style
without the campaigning
politics’

flexibility, fashion, as well, of course as
‘freedom and fairness’.

David Widgery has aptly labelled this
trend fdesigner socialism’, and his contempt
forits superficiality is well placed. However,
it does raise a number of critcial questions
for the left. What precisely is “stvle’? And i
it1s somethig we need, where will we tind
e

Style’ as used i the Elms arucle and
related pieces appears to mean, first, public
taste n consumer goods and  serviees,
notably clothes, haircuts, records and films,
houschold turnishings; and secondly, a less
specific and  more insidious notion  of
manner, vocabulary, personal or collective
“dentity?
mnotfensive stamp like a corporation logo
designed by an ad agency. In reality,
perhaps, Elms” idea of stvle boils down to
the mannerisms of a self appointed trendy
milicu.

mncreasingly  reduced to - an

Style, however defined, is a complex social
product, but a social product nonctheless,
and onc that is historically determined. Tt is
not a thing in itself, an autonomous entity,

which the fabour movement can pick up or
put down (or rather put on or take off) at
will. In the world beyond the pop video
dreamland inhabited by The Face and its
proliferating lookalikes, style exists as a
constantly shifting and overlapping multi-
plictty of choices available in different
measure to different people in different
social groups.

Any scerious consideration of the question
of style” should begin by acknowleging that
there are, n fact, many stvles current at any
one ume, and should go on trom there to ask
the crucial question: where do these styles
come trom? Are they created out of thin air,
as Elms seems o imply, to meet some
natural pre-existing demand ina consuming
public unatfected by historical change? In all
the dessons now being read 1o the left,
mention s rarely made of the huge economic
forces mvolved in shaping the  choices
available 1o the consuming  public, in
restricting those choices and consciously
creaung demands for styles that can be
produced and retatled at a profic. There is no
attempt to name, sull less analyse, the
manutacturing, fmancial, and commercial
factors which determine what is on the
market at any given time and to whom it is
available. What we tind when we scrape the
surface of the new designer socialists -—— and
their surface isn’vncarly as beguiling as they
thinkitis  isanaive but sinister faith in the
natural operation of the marketplace. “True
style’s Robert Elms informs us, ‘is implicitly
progressive’. As the Tories sav, the market is
always right.

Underlying this uncritical idea of ‘style?
and indeed much of Kinnock’s approach to
marketing the Labour Party, making it
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palatable to the media, is a coneeption of the
working class as merely an aggregate ol
individual consumers. Pcople are scen as
passive purchasers of off-the-peg identiues,
not as possible participants in a genuinchy
creative and collective project. Under the
guise of expanding the choices offered 1o
people they are actually reducing them —a
technique developed by capitalist market-
ing. More goods appcar to be available v an
ever increasing variery of packages, while the
ability of people to choosc for themsclves
the life and the accoutrements of life which
they would like 1s increasmgly circum
scribed by economic and social tactors.

Elms and others say that we on the leftare
hard, inhuman philistines who would be-
grudge the working class ther washing
machines and videos. Qur objection to his
consumerist approach to politics is other
wise. By treating people as individual
consumers of mass-produced goods vou
obscure the connections between  them.
When you introduce ‘style’ as a common
denominator for a poliucal constituency,
you draw a veil over the social and cconomic
relations which actually determine how
people in this constituency live. The relaton
between exploiter and exploited, which is at
the heart of capitalist socicty, cannot be
scen; after all, both are wearing the same
shades of pastel and white.

This is the politics of a new trendy clivism,
dressed up in a garb as falsely democratic as
the workshirts and overalls of the much-
reviled 1960s. They offer the working class
something ready-made and pre-packaged,
even pre-digested, like Macdonald’s, and
just about as nourishing. The illusion they
peddle is that if only we step into the right
fancy dress, adopt what is deemed to be the
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It 1s precisely because we are awarce of the
importance of the media, because we
recognise the immense weight of cultural
factors in shaping how people perceive the
world — and the possibilities of changing it
— that we reject the posturings of the
designer socialists. The language of the mass
media as well as its structure has to be
challenged and changed. The dominance of
the working class by capitalist institutions
and ideas must be fought on the cultural as
well as the political front.

What evidence is there that the designer
socialists are prepared to take up such a
struggle? They appear to believe that
revamping New Socialist in the image of The
Face, or recasting Labour Party propaganda
in the mould of a corporate retailing
campaign represents some serious meeting
of culture and politics. But is it any more
than just a ‘new look’ philistinism? The
power they ascribe to ‘style’ is principally
the power of the marketplace. How much
importance can they really give to cultural
and stylisuc concerns when they have
divorced these concerns from any attempt to
change the way people look at the world
they live in? They have shrivelled artistic,
cultural, and aesthetic factors into an easily
manipulable lump labelled as ‘style’ —nota
creative process in which the public par-
ticipates, but a uniform which politicians can
don as a substitute for political debate and
leadership

Allkinds of wild historical generalisations
and inaccuracies are drawn into the designer
socialist dressing room. According to
Robert Elms, who follows the more sub-

‘Reagan may be a
murderer buthe is a
“great communicator”’

stantial but also ahistorical footsteps of Eric
Hobsbawm, therc was once a homogenous,
united labour movement in Britain. The
leaders of this movement addressed the
working class directly and naturally because
they all spoke the same language, dressed in
the same style, shared the same culture. In
this rewriting of 20th century history, the
many national, racial, sexual, regional, and
generational differences which have always
divided the British working class and 1ts
movements are sublimated. The long-term
presence of variegated ‘styles” and different
cultures within the British working class is
ignored. The undemocratic, collaborationist
record of these leaders is shrouded in silence.

Now it is true that the composition and
culture of the workmg class today, par-
tcularly in the big cittes, is different from
what it was in the past. It is also true thar,
despite the many divisions that did exist in
the old days within working class culture
(not to mention politics), there was a greater
uniformity then than there is now. All the
more reason, then, it would seem, to reject
the prescription of a ‘style for the labour
movement’ which is imposed from on high.
The notion that we have ‘lost touch’ and can
regain it by the adoption of the dominant
marketing techniques of the day shows scant

Style — a multipli

regard cither for the current diversiy of
working class cultures, or for the capacity of
those cultures to shape instruments of real
social change.

Of course, the sources and subtleties of
this cultural shifr entively escape the designer
socialists. They prefer the simplicity of a
convenient scapegoat. Their assertion that
the hard lefeis responsible tor the alienation
of large sections of the working class from
the labour movement ludicrously overstanes
its influence and savs nothing ot the
detritus lefe behind by Wilson and
Callaghan governments. This has not kepr it
from becoming one ot the great journalistic
cliches of the mid cightics. The mvih of the
dogmaue, ‘boring’ hard lett cadre born of
1968 alicnating the authentic, consumerist
worker 1s useful to the designer socialists,

l|1v

partly, of course, because such tendencies do
exist on sections ol the lett. But it should be
exposed as the historieal fantasy itis, Flmy’
mnterpretation of the 1960s, which he defimes
as “hippies spurning materiabism’, is unfor

tunately madvertenty supported by David
Edgar's apology for that decade carvied

the same New Socralist. Onan
mternational scale, the
by an upsurge in ant-colonialist, anu
mulitarist and anti-racist struggles which had

issuc of
1960 were marked

all manncer of side ettects, one of which was
the advent of the so called counter-culture
and hippies. Elms” attack makes particularly
unpleasant reading at a when the
Hippie Convoy
are the working-class survivors of this once
largely middle class movement has be-
come the latest victim of Thatcher’s vendetta
against the ‘permissive society”. The irony is
that the hippies of the sixties were in fact
adherents of a “stylistic’ movement of the
type with which Elms would replace mass
political and industrial strugyle.

ume
some of whose members

And where did the anu -marerialism® of
the '60s come trom? The expansion of higher
educaton in northern Furope and North
America, which began in the carly 1960s and
which opened 1o the working class and
lower middle class what had onee been the
near-exclusive privileges of their betters, had
contradictory effects, one of which was a
widening of the horizons of personal choice
which cast the ofd values i a new light.
When unemployment did  not
pﬁr\mn] threar, who wanted 1o be dressed
up n a pin-stripe sutt or channetled into
policed by feudal  cestablish-
ments? W ]un mum and dad were being wold

P()\L d

pl«)lu\um\

they'd never had it so good, could anvone
blame you for throwing up when Corona-
tion Strect came on the box? I vou were a
woman, the new umversity place promised
much, but rarely delivered more than the
same old submission when it came o the job
market.

Theallusions of that era vanished with the

conditions which created them. Ina colder

sclimate, spurning acarcer and the material

seems such an
Sut this change

voods 1t brings no longer
attracuve ace of rebellion,

iselt shows that the choices we make

vu:;‘udmw our appearance and the whole

manner - which we choose 1o present

‘we are offered politics in
terms dictated by the
media and the
marketplace’
are ol mmmense

lllc \\’UI'H

As soctabsts we wish to widen

ourselves o
signtlicance.
and enrich these choices. Designer socialism
them. Socialism must hold
out the prospect of a transtormation in our

\\‘Ulll&l NArrow
[ives, a realisation of the ecnormous creative
capactties sealed up by the concrete facket of
capitalism, however fashionably atlored.
Instead of the mvolvement of people m
movements which would actuallv change
the conditions of our lives, we are offered the
passive consumpution of a polites presented
i terms dictated by the and the
marketplace  precisely the terms which we
must overturn b we are to rase te level of

Hlk'L{iJ

pohucal consciousness. nstead of recognis-
ing culture o all
bautdeground on

mantfestaions as a
which challenge
opponents” notions of the wav things work

s
we our
m this socicty, itis relegated w pure surface,
acloak we wrap round ourselves to hide the
uglv bits trom  the
revealing the wruth aboud the forces which

masses. tostead ot

‘\l_\]("
thc\' (lmuxc 10 .ldnpl —= tl]c.\c torces are

shape people’s ives  icluding the
takenas given. Thev are unchangeable. Their
products are endorsed.

Behind the snappy
modishness of the designer socialists can be
detected  the dc.ldcllillg hand of the old
labour burcaucracy. I'rom them we can
expect «Hll)’ a shadow ot the excitement,
diversity, and with which we
should present our ideas. The dutfel coat
may have been discarded, but the politicians
in the new suits are the servants of the same
old forces.

dress and sneering

freshness
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Labour’s Ministry for Women

The risks of
‘respectable feminism’

On the face of it, the Labour Party’s

plan for a Women’s Rights

Ministry could lead to a big step forward for women. The pl;m 18

inspired to a large extent by the Ministry for Women set up in 1981
by the MlllCllJnd government in France. But, as FRAN RAYNER
argucs, if the pltfalls of the French Ministry are to be avorded,

I &b()lll‘ proposals must be part of a wide plan of action for

women’s I'lgl][& ;Uld 1’()1 5()(.1&1151 Ll lange.

LABOUR'S SUGGESTIONS FOR a - Women's
Ministry, drawn up by MP Jo Richardson
and her working party, tirst reached Tabour
Party women’s sccuons carlier this year,
invitng their comments. The proposals now
scem likely o be ratfied by the party’s
National Exccutive and to be unvetled 1

Labour’s general clection manitesto s a
nd\l% dL\J\'md Lo AUract Women volers.

Praising  the Trench  experience of 2
Women's Ministry  Jo Richardson's plin
claims that ‘not withstanding the vecent
changes in the fortunes of the Mitterrand
government, the Ministry ... continues to
command the support of the majority of
I'rench women™

In fact quite the opposite 1s the case.
Because ol its sad record, the French
Ministry for Women's Rights finds iwselt five
vears on with its survival in the balance and
with no support from the femimist move
ment or from the French lefe Tehas been part
government  which  has
presided over cuts in creche provision,
mounted ml]m attacks on aborton rghts

of a ‘soctalist

and made it casier for employers to sack male
strikers during industrial disputes and
substitute part-time women workers on the
I()\\'t‘.\'l’ \\'.1:\_:&'\‘

Irom the start, the Ministry has been
accountable to no one but President Mitter-
rand. It has proved dmid and apy prehensive
atcach step, mtroducing cconomie planning
proposals, including quotas, mtended to
promote sexual cquality, yet lacking the
political will or clout 10 push for their
enforcement when the lmx\m complained.

[n any case, commitment 1o women’s
rights never became a central feature of the
workings of the other government depart
ments. For example the publicity push by
the Women's Ministry stressing contracep
tion rights was never backed up by the
provision of the necessary contraception
facilitics. Worse, it was cffectuvely negated
by inducements to women, introduced by
the government as a whole, to produce more
children and stav at home.

IR T N U TR

Minister for Women's Rights, Yvette
Roudy, smiled benignly in television adverts
promoting cquality i the workplace. Mean-
while the Prime Minister was busy taxing the
The Ministry
urged an end to wage differentals between

salaries of women cleaners.

‘the Ministry has been
accountable to no-one
but President Mitterrand’

men and women. Yet when women workers
came out on strike for this demand at the
French multunational firm “Effilor’ in 1982,
the government gave its blessing for the
COMPaNY 1o preserve its profis 1)\ moving,
some of its operations to the l’]nllppmu

The French Ministry for Women’s Rights
has been at best a bystander and at worst
complicit in a whole series of attacks on the
working class in France. These have been
conducted under the guise of government
and employers achieving greater ‘tlexibility’
of the labour force. Flexibility measures
have left young workers, immigrant wor-
kers, scasonal labourers and part-umers
extremely vulnerable and have hit women
especially hard.

As a concession to the employers in return
for an agrcement on a 39-hour working
week, the government and union leaders
allowed the lifting of previous legal restric-
tions which had protected women from
weckend and shift work. The Ministry for
Women passed over this in silence.

Most significant, it performed a complete
about-turn on the policy of part-time

Mmerrqnd wnh Yvette Roudy, Mmlster for Women’s Rights
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Yvette

Tart time work s a decon

working.  Before entering - otfice
Roudy clammied:
will lead 1o
Yot 1983
the Mitterrand government introduced tax
that enabled

them to create nore part tme jobs and sphi
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women becoming marginalised’.

mducements for cmplovers

‘Richardson’s proposals
present a largely
organisational package’

existing hull tme jobs into part nme. Yvetee
Roudy then dechued: “Formy part, Fmuch
WO part tume oo
Ihi\

lost

prefer working

woman not working at afls e was

response which,
the Minstry s

among women and with thelete ol the labour

more than any other,

support and eredibailing

novaement.

So what of the Mistry's futures Faen

Betore the Fronch Sovmlint Parny lose s

“ oy e thes vear's clections, the tae of

Iol!!\ Vhneans for Women's Rights was
k

Will working class women benefit from a ministry?
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Women's Rights.

Fowever, Jo Richardson’s proposals, as
they stand, present a largely organisational
package without any polmml tocus. They
acknowledge the growing strength  of
women's demands while conceding as litde
as pu\\ll\lx to them.

A “small but high-powered” ministry of
politicians, civil servants and lawyers is
They would  decide  political
prioritics “as appropriate’. Regional units
would bring together trade unionists,
women's  organisations, cmployers and
government bodics to decide and oversee the
regional implementation of  policies for
wWomen.

A small dose of ill-defined  contract
compliance would be introduced along with
moves towards cquality in jobs, training,
cducation and taxation. The achievement of
Al this depends on “political will’, say the
proposals, but they leave i at that.

A crucial omission from Labour’s plan is
any mention of abortion rights. Absent, oo,
is a clear commitment to oppose any future

SUgEe sted.

‘Labour’s Ministry, we are
told, would have
“resources”’

measures on part-time work which could
increase the vulnerability and explottation of
women in the labour foree.

[abour’s Ministry, we are told, would
have ‘resources’. But this has to mean a
budger. A Ministry for Women without
money of its own would be useless.

Positive discrimination and quotas should
beintroduced in training schemes funded by
the government. Powers of contract com-
pliance should be tightened up and should be
subject to effective sanctions.

The new Ministry’s policy-making would
have o involve women and be accountable
o them otherwise decisions would be made
by civil servants. Regional units should have
L majority  against employers with an
iportant say given to women represen-
Latives from the trade unions.

Unless we fight for these objectives and
develop them, Labour’s Ministry for
Women’s Rights would achieve the political
advancement of women at a superficial,
burcaucratic level only. This may sausty
some of the softleft. But it will do nothing to
aid autonomous  women’s  organisations
with a strong working class base such as
Women Against Pit Closures which are
raising far-reaching demands. Nor will
assist those raising feminist demands i the
trade unions.

The French experience shows that a
Women's Ministry operating in a political
context where the working class is suffering
anonslaught, is not only rendered powerless
to preventattacks on women’s rights but can
actually be used o provide a cover of
‘respectable feminism’ for these attacks.
Thatis why it is so vital for the left in Britain
1o hink the fight for women’s liberation to
the fighr for socialist change and make sure
that any future Women’s Ministry becomes
an ally, not an obstacle, in that process.
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Interview with Ralph Miliband

Pushing from the outside

RALPH MILIBAND is onc¢ of
the best known Marxist writers

in Britain® and has recently

been a tfierce critic of what he
calls “the new revistonism’ —
the abandonment of socialist
positions by many in the labour
movement. KATHY LOWE and
PHIL HEARSE talked to him
about the problems facing
socialists today.

It is widely held thae there 1s a “crisis of
Marxism’. Do you think this is so?

I think it is much more a crisis of socialist
conviction and socialist confidence.
Obviously ever since the beginning of
Marxism you have had questions,
controversies, pmlwinws‘ about it. From this
point of view there is nothing very new
about th( controversies Unm" on,
theoretical terms. What T think is much
more significant now is the attack on
certain fundamental categories which relate
to the nature of the socialist project. Take
for example the category ‘class”. This is a
critical category. \X/lmt is happening now is
a rejection of the notion r]mt the working
class remains the indispensable ageney for
socialist change. Most of the grounds for
this rejection are exceedingly questionable,
or simply false, encapsulated in the formula
‘goodbye to the working class’. By this
people mean cither the working class has
faited to carry out the revolutionary
project assigned to it by Marx, which is
truc as far as the last 100 years s
concerned. But is this a terminal, final
thing? This has to be questioned and 1
don’t believe it's true.

So if people mean by crisis of Marxism a
collapse of it, then 1 disagree. H they mean
the need to probe, discuss, 1o vo further,
well then Pve no objection.

What has given rise to the ‘new
revisionism’, the abandonment of socialist
ideas by a spectrum of people and
publications on the left?

It's a number of things, We are at a
difficult and important historical moment
msofar as the two major forces which have
dominated the labour movement of the
capitalist countries - social democeracy
and “orthodox communism’ have shown
signs of degeneration and collapse. Plus a
whole series of events have contributed to
this loss of confidence.

IFLEERMACROMAL fdes A 1

In the British case where the collapse is a
social democratic one, I think a good deal
has to do with the performance of social
democracy in the sixties and seventies and
the failure of the Labour left to “caprure’
the party between 1979 and 198172,

This has contributed to a foss of
confidence, an absence of perspective, and
people are falling back on a whole series of
gimmicks, looking for new agencies of
soctal change, trying o resurrect popular
fronts and so on. The thing which I find
dangerous is that this scarch seems to
represent a dilution and an evacuation of
the soctalist project.

Now the relative elecroral success of
Thatcherism — clectoral since in alimost
cvery other sense s been a failure = has
disheartened a lot of P(()Plt Bur that's
nothing new, vou get it in every
ceneration.

Can radical socialist idcas be made popular
m Britain? Surcly the argument that we
have to capture the middle ground to win
has some validity?

I disagree that vou have to move
rightwards to capture the middle ground.
One has to make a disuncuon. If vou say
that the ideas of storming the Winter
Palace and establishing the dictatorship of
the proletariat are unpopular, then
undoubtedly they are, for a whole series of
historical and other reasons. But the noton
that transformation of the social order, in a
democratic, egalitarian and co-operative
dircction is inherently unpopular strikes
me as nonsense and is contradicted by the
evidence, For example the Labour Party
has actually won clections on some fairly
radhcal programmes, promising ‘a

fundamental shift in power and wealth to
working people and their families’. So the
notion that the working class is inherently
against socialism strikes me as a curious
sort ol mystification.

On the notion of “alliances’ T've got
nothing against the notion that you've got

to geton your side a large part of the tower

middle class ntelligentsia which has
emerged m the fast decades, well absolutely
I’'m all in favour of that.

But that’s a different thing to saying
that you've got to enter into alliances with
anti-socialist forces like the SDP. That’s
not alliance, that’s capitulation.

On alliances with soctal groups other
than the working class, let’s start with the
working class itself. IU's a big constituency
you know; there’s white collar workers,
frayed white collar workers, industrial
workers, non-mdustrial workers and a
whole variety of other people. Now some
people talk as il there had been a time
when 90 per cent or more of the working
class had voted Labour and now 1t’s not
the case. But this is not true, it has never
been the case. In 1935, after slump,
unemployment and the means test,
Baldwin was returned with a 200-scat
majority. So while I'm not saying we’re on
the up and up there never was time when
the working class was unanimously pro-
Labour.

After 1959 there Wils an attempt to
explain the defeat of Labour at that general

clecuion by saving t]mt you had to move to
the middle ground, and I think something
of the same phenomenon has happened
today. I may add that a lot of people who
are talking this way are moved by
honourable motives. They’re worried by
Thatcherism, creeping authoritarianism and
the like and they want to constitute a
broad front. They are worried that a
sectarian emphasis will put people off —
and they are right about that. The problem
is how to preventit, and 1 think they’re
going about it the wrong way.

But what about the notion that the central
role of the working class has to be replaced
by an alliance of social groups, cach
fighting their own oppression, with no
particular grouping having a privileged
role?

But the question is not who has a
‘privileged role” in any metaphyscial way,
but which class grouping is most likely to
be able to achieve that transformation. We
shouldn’t say only the working class can
doit, that’s not right. You need the
working class plus a whole lot of other
forces and movements, in which women'’s
movements msofar as thcy are separate




from the working class are one, and in
which a lot of groupings are needed to
forge an alliance.

So 'm not giving a workerist emphasis;
but I am saving that the working class s
the central part, the indispensable part of a
constellation of forces, and it vou reject
that you are making a big mistake.

Anyone who is awarc of just how
powerful the structure of capitalist power
is, and how utterly determined the
capitalist class 1s to keep that power, must
base themselves on an alliance which
includes forces powerful enough to cffect
its overthrow. It seems to be obvious that
only an alliance with organised labour at its
core will have that power. Soif anyone
says that the working class will not, is not
capable of, plaving a central role in the
transition to socialism is really saving that
socialism is impossible.

Another idea that’s gained some popularity
is that nationalisation of the means of
production is inhcrently burca ucratic and
therefore we ought to concentrate on
things like co-ops and local enterprise
boards. Do vou think nationalisation can
ever be non-burcaucratic?

Well I certainly hope so! It not we are in
deep trouble, since T take it for granted that
some form of social ownership of the main
means of production is a precondition of

‘people are falling back
on a whole series of
gimmicks’

the socialist project. Of course
nationalisation in its Labourist form was
highly burcaucratic — it was never
intended to be a road to socialism atrer all.

But at a deeper level we're dealing here
simply with the problem of statism and
non-statism. I think that a revolutionary
socialist movement and a socialist regime
would need the state for a very long nime
to come, and that the noton ot the
‘withering away of the state” has to be
highly qualified. On the other hand there
a very good and important anu-state bias
in socialist thinking which ought to be
encouraged.

There is a genuine tension here, which

S

we have often tried to avoid. Pm not
saying that this is a problem which we
cannot solve, but it 1s a genuine problem
nonctheless. It's Bike the tension between
organisation and spontanceity. If vou stress
organisation too much you end up with the
apparatus and nothing much clse, and of
you only stress spontancity vou probably
end up i jail.

As for local intiatives, well that's fine.
But the idea that they can be the be-all and
end-all of socialism, and a substitute for a
degree of centralisation seems to me to be
an tlusion.

Do vou think that the Labour left has been

'2 d(‘(l-.\‘l'\ L‘/\' d(‘llﬁlﬂ‘(l’?

i
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illustrates the need

&

Thatcher’s Brita
for socialism

I worked in the late 1950s with a pressure
group in the Labour Party called “Victory
for Socialism’, which was promptly sat on
by the party leadership. From that limited
experience T tormed the impression that the
Labour left was really incapable ol doing
much more than putting a little pressure on
the leadership. So T underestimated rthe
Labour left that came up in 1979-81, which
was a much more vigorous and determined
Jeft. But after Benn's defeat in the deputy
leadership clection in 1981 the centre-right
gained the ascendency.

Now, the left is sull there, and 'm not
one to dismiss the idea that the Labour left
could pressurise a Labour government,
prevent it doing some the worst things that
it might do and so on. But 1 really cannot
believe that the Labour Party is an
instrument for socialism.

If you believe that the Labour Party IS at
best a party ol social reform, as opposed to
socialism, then vou have to decide whether
to push it from mside or outside, and for
some time | have been a partisan of
pushing it from the outside through an
organised socialist party.

How can the kind of socialist party that
vou want, a non-sectarian party firmly
committed to socialist change with some
thousands of members, come mto
existence? Iiven people who agree with it
cannot now join it, but Iave to make some
other choice.

Such a party cannot come into existence
untl people are convineed of the need tor

A

it That's what worries me about people
precipitating themselves into the Labour
Party when they are not convineed that it
is a socialist party, because 1t tends to
foster ilfusions. [t seems to me that to do
what sections of the revolutionary left did
after 1979 and join the Labour Party,
ultumately makes the formation ot a
genuine soctalist party more difficult.
Since a non-sectarian socialist party
doesn’t exist, well Pm not in a position to
give people advice. They should do
socialist work wherever they feel they are
effective. But unul a real socialist party
comes into existence, which can contain

‘until a real socialist party

comes into existence, we

are not going to get very
far’

within 1t a spectrum of different trends and
positions, then T don’t think we are going
to get very tar.

Haven't we already seen the kind of parties
which vou arc advocating, tor example the
Frenel PSU and the Tralian H Manifesto
group? Surely the balance sheet of these
partics, the Manitesto going back into the
Iealian CP and the PSU virtually collapsing
with many of its leaders going off to the
right, is a lamentable one?

A Trotskyvist might say this is what you ger
with centrist parties which can’t decide
whether they’re revolutionary or reformist.

You are right about the difficultics which
these kind of parties face —- of necessity
vou get very heterogeneous organisations.
But you have to ask yourself whether the
fate of the PSU and 1l Manifesto would
necessarily be the fate of all such
organisations — tor example thereis a
similar organisation in Denmark which
seems to be doing quite well.

[.ct me be clear though that I do notsee
the kind of party which I have in mind in
the British context as a replacement for the
Labour Party. I think the Labour Party
will continue to be the mass party of the
working class for some ume to come. 1 see
a socialist party as a formation which
would exist alongside the Labour Party,
engaging in class struggle, and injecting
socialist ideas into the culture. It would be
parallel to the Labour Party and put
pressure upon it.

What you seem to be saying is that the
experience of France and Ttaly renders such
a vision utopian and unworkable. If that is
right, then we are ina bad way. 'm
horrified about how weak the ideals of
socialism are in this culture, and how can
we change that outside or an organised
socialist party?

“ Ralph Miliband’s best known works are:
Parliamentary Socialism (1961), The State in
Capitalist Society (1969), Marxism and Politics
(1977), Capitalist Democracy in Britain (1981)
and a collection of essays Class Power and State
Power (1983).
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REVOLUTIONARY
POSSIBILITIES

Frery viars AGo on the Iherian
peninsula, the last workers” revolu-
tion of the inter-war years broke out.
In February 1936, the Spanish people
clected a Popular Front government
made up of bourgeois Republicans,
Socialists and Communists. By aprior
arrangement between the right-wing
Socialist leader Indalecio Pricto and
the Communist Party, the Republi
cans had been given a guaranteed
majority in the Popular Front, ther
candidates had 152 deputies whereas
the workers™ organisations had 6.
From the beginning the downtrodden
and the exploited attempted to stamp
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1936: the
Popular Front

1986 marks the 50th anniversary of two momentous

events in the history of the international working class —

the Spanish revolution which miuated the civil war and

the coming to power of the Popular Front government in

France. Both met cheir defeat at the hands of the policy

of ‘popular frontism’ — governmental allhances with

capitalist partics — pursucd by the working class leaderships,

and especially by the Stalinists. Here we publish an
account of the struggle in Spain by JEFF KING, and the

story of the workers” defeat in rrance by CHRIS BERTRAM.

their own mterpretation of the elec-
toral victory onto Spanish society.
Withim tour davs of the hberal
Anzana becoming president, the wor
kers and peasants started 1o take the
land. Across the country the despised
clergy were expelled from then
churches and by June 1936 there was
scarcely a church open i Valencia,

The government  was  transfixed
with horror at the sight of working
people making their own liberation
instead of accepting what the capitalist
politicians decided they could have.
Anzana promised he would stop the
strikes and scizures of land. e
prolonged the press censorship in-
herited from the previous government
and postponed the municipal elee

tions due to be held in April, when the
workers’ parties would have swept the
board. As the revolution swept across
Spain, the capitalists and their servants
in the Cortes were united n one single
destre: how best to crush this upsurge
of proletarian ‘disorder’.

A CHOICE FOR THE
SOCIALISTS

OF course the extreme right and the
reformist leaders differed on how best
to return the situation to ‘normal’,
Anzana and the liberal republicans
favoured using the reformist leaders
and urged the right-wing socialist,
Pricto, to form a government, but the
left led by Largo Caballero insisted
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UNLESS THE Popular Front
government could solve the agrarian
question; develop and extend Spanish
industry; break the hold of the
church; smash the power and
influence of the military and solve the
colonial and national question, it was
doomed to fail.

The attitude of the workers’ parties
to these matters was decisive. The
Socialist Party was to stand or fall on
them.

THE AGRARIAN QUESTION
Agriculture accounted for more than
half of the national income and nearly
two thirds of exports. Some 70 per cent
of the population worked on the land.

One third of the land was owned by
the big landowners. Another third was
owned by the middle sized
landowners. The final third was owned
by peasants and this was invariably
poor, dry land which was rarely
capable of supporting a peasant family.

With few exceptions agricultural was
conducted by the most archaic
methods and the yield per acre was
the lowest in Europe.

The agrarian problem could only be
solved by distributing the two thirds
held by the landlords to the peasantry,
and by a big investment in modern
farming equipment to raise
agricultural productivity which meant
cash from the state,

INDUSTRY

With fractionally over one percent of
world trade, industry in an even worse
position than before the 1914 war.
Unemployment was rife, accounting, if
you included dependants, for more
than a quarter of the population.

When the government of de Rivera
had introduced tariffs against imports
to protect Spanish capitalism, the big
powers had retaliated by cutting out
Spain’s agricultural exports, causing a
dreadful agricultural crisis which led
to the collapse of the internal market
for industry.

There was no way foward for
industry without the use of a
monopoly of foreign trade, but the
capitalists were hostages to foreign
capital and inseparably linked to the
landowners. This meant that it was
impossible for a bourgeois
government to create a monopoly of
foreign trade.

THE CHURCH

The Church had enormous economic
power. In 1931 the Jesuits owned one
third of Spain’s wealth. It ran a

that Pricto needed the permission of
the Socialist Partv. The Socialist

Party, however, faced o dilemma:
despite its efo progamme the
Madrid scction had carried a resolu-
tion which endorsed the theory of
permanent revolution it could
cither head the revolutionary wave or
divert 1t back into parhamentary
channels. [ts Teaders, schooled for
vears i the academy of parliamentary
soctalism, recotled from the Tawless
ness and disorder” of the workers and

peasants.

At ]()(Jl |L‘\ v] ]\n\\‘(‘\t‘l' llk' 1NASSCES,
often under soctalise Teadership
widened the struggle. In Badajor,
25,000 peasants families, mspired by
therr local Socialist feaders took over
the great estates. In Asturias, once a
powerful  base ot Pricto, 90,000
miners struck  demanding the dis
missal of the Mimisters of Agricubiure
and Labour. At the same ume [
Socialista, otheral paper of the Social
st Party was writing: “The svstem s
genumely anarclusue and provoking
the rritation of the rightists’

COUNTER-
REVOLUTION

Exasperated by the mabiliny of the
Popular Front government to curtail
the demands of the insurgent masses,
the Spantsh ruling class Taunched a
countetr [('\l)]l]li()”. I\l (l‘l\\'” o ‘]U]\'
17, General Franco assumed com
mand of the Moors and Legionnaires
of Sp.mixll Morocco. He called for the
establishment of an authoritarian state
and within three davs every one of
Spain’s 5C military garrisons joined
him. The Popular Front government
dithered.

Photographs of Spain courtesy of Judy Groves

To crush the fasaist rebellion meant
civil war which in turn meant arming
the workers. To the liberal bour-
geoisie, the “enlightened” servants of
capital, an armed working class was an
even more frightening prospect than
the armices of Franco. The workers’
demand for arms was met by a
statementon July 18 from the national
committees of the Communist Party
and Socalist Party which asserted
blandly about Franco’s rebellion:
“The government is certain it has
sutficient resources to overcome this
crimimal action”. They wenton to say:
“The goverment commands and the
Popular I'ront obevs.”

Thus from the beginning both the
Communist Party and the Socialise

‘by June 1936 there
was scarcely a church
open in Valencia’

Party leaders made a6 clear their
alliance with the liberal bourgeorsic
over ruled  anv considerations of
soctalist revolution. In o Barcelona,
Spain’s sccond iy, the workers
ignored the stalinists and soctal demo-
cratic Jeaders and  stormed  the
barracks by July 20 they controlled
the city. In Valencia the rank and file
troops shot their officers and distri-
buted arms to the workers. In Asturia,
acolumn of 5000 workers, armed with
dvnamite trom the mines began a
march to Madrid. In the capital ieselt
the workers attacked the ¢y bar-
racks. Acting against the advice of
their deaders the workers had saved
the situarion and stopped the counter-
revolution in its tracks.
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Inspired by the activiny i the aues,

LI]L' PL"I\(\HI\ S\ Jl'll](‘(l [RANE !I\\‘ ]Alll(i\
using their tools 1o hack o death
landowners and othicials who tried 1o
stop them. Committees of workers
and peasants Ted the militas and as the
old order began 1o crumbles <o the
CN'T (amarchist trade unionsy and
UG (soctabist trade untonsy or
ganised  Tactory committees  that
v\lumlui Illvll' inlllwm‘v lw)‘nnd lm«lc
union affatrs, in fact, o embrvo
soviers were taking shape.

These bodies, hased as they wercon
the power of the masses and dhiewr
armed militias, organised separately
t]'()”] 11]&‘ ;‘\U\UI‘IH]IC]II JIILI ]1\ m
sttutions  and o situation of - dual

powet l\cg‘m Lo atise.

LOSING THE
REVOLUTION

Ihe Popular Front povernment had
fost 1ts army o Franco, 1ts state
apparatus had gone over almost
without exception 1o the counter-
revolution. The opportunity for the
workers” parties to launch the struggle
for soctalist revolution was at hand.
The bourgeans politicians were dis
x‘l'uli[ul, ll]cil‘ state ]Ll(i t]i\\u|\m{ i[]
the contlagration. Bue the workers”
parties did not organise for power
The Spanish Communist Parny
farthitulhv carried out Stalin’s policy ol
the popular Jront mient only on
estabhishung i alliance between the
western demaocracies” and the USSR,
they saceihicied the Spanish revolution
i the mterests of Russian diplomacy.
Astor the Socalist Paroy, s eaders
were imprisoned within the social
democrane tradition ol parliimen
ranism: revolutionary siuatons

demand revolutionary actons, and
such actions were alien o these
reformist veterans.,

']'IIL' .11)\11'L|]i\l\ WO IIM’ niost
courageous and audacious forces m
the mass movement, but they were
crivpled by therr anu state theories
and therr Jllilmh* Lo Covernmeitts the
situation \.[ik‘d out fon I]IL‘ fnxlnll];ni a1
workers” revolutonany government
and the establishment of a0 workers
state. Latery ironteallv, the anarchists
jotned the Popular Front government,
ustifving therr entrv into a bourgeors
covernment by cluming “exeeptional
circumstanees . But what is the use of
a theory that collapses betore exeep
tonal arcumstanees and leads o
betraval of the workers” sacriices?

Thus at the very moment it was
possible not one ol the workers

\)l‘:_'\.l[li\.lli«)ll\ not oven IhC lk’it

‘they sacrificed the
revolution in the
interests of Russian
diplomacy’
centrist party of the POUN (Party ol

Marxist Unitvy
organise and lead the workers and

Was Pl’\‘]‘\llk'&] Lo

peasants in a straggle tor power. The
choice was clear enoughy ceither el
on the workers” committees and the
workers” militias o support the
covernment. By failing to support the
revolutionary alternative 1o the cap-
italists, the workers” parties were
dragged i tow behind the Tiberal
bourgeorsie.

Fventuallv Caballero jomed the
covernment and hecame prime minis
ter. Later,so did the anarchists. 1o the
mterests o ‘natonal uminy” the wor
kers' militias  were  dissobved, the
factories and the fand restored to therr
owners and the “excesses™ against the
church stopped. Likewise, alt idea ol
granting independence o Morocco
was dropped, atrer all such tlk might
sur the colonial slaves of those same
‘western democracies” Stalio, and the
Popular Front government, wanted to
court.

By breaking the back ob the wor
kers? \Il’uggl(' the  Commiunists,
Socialists and Anarchist leaders broke
the back of the resistance to Franco
and thus the civil war was lost. When
today Spanish socialist prime nunis
ter, Ielipe Gonzales, preaches the
need not 1o ])l'n\n\]\x‘ lln‘ l'i;;i][ by
CONCUSSEST W \l]ﬂlllli rum'mlu'r lll‘ll
his predecessors, Pricto and Caballero
helped 1o introduce Tour decades ol
fascist dictatorship i Spain. They too
did not want 1o provoke the men of
Properey.

number of enterprises like flour mills
and laundries, using the labour of
unpaid orphans to cheapen
production costs.

By its control of education it kept
the peasantry illiterate. In 1930, more
than 50 per cent of the population
could ncither read nor write. 1f Spain
was to embark on the path of progress,
the power of the Church had o be
broken. Its wealth had to be
confiscated and used to help the
peasants cultivate their kand.
Education had to be taken out of its
hands and all the religious orders had
to be dissolved.

THE ARMY

The army was essentially an outlet for
the sons of the rich. Its officer caste
was linked by kinship, social position
and common interest to the ruling
class. Its main purpose was to put
down rebellion in Morocco and act as
the last line of defence for reaction at
home. With a ratio of once ofticer for
every six men it was thoroughly
dominated by an extreme right wing
officer corps. Unless the army was
democratised, which meant replacing
all the officers by officers clected from
the ranks it would always be a dagger
at the throat of the government.

THE COLONIES AND THE
NATIONAL QUESTION

In a scries of bloody wars Spain had
subjugated Morocco, viciously
exploiting the Moroccan people for
the benetit of the government and
Spain’s capitalist class.

The Republican-Socialist alliance
took over the colonies and used the
corrupt colonial administration, the
Foreign Legion, and native
MErcenaries as ils overseers,

Only by granting Morocco
immediate and unconditional
independence could the Popular Front
government have broken the hold of
the army, and incited the Moroccan
masscs o rise up against the Foreign
Legion, thus depriving fascism the use
of its shock troops against the
Republic.

In provinces like Catalan and
Basquec, strong nationalist movements
existed, led by the petty bourcgoisie
but which could have been won to the
side of the workers providing they had
been granted their full rights to
autonomy. A failure to do that meant
leaving these movements under the
political domination of forces hostile
to socialism.
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[N JUNE 1936 a great movement of
stikes and factory occupations spread
millions ot

through  France. For
working people something had chan-
ved and they telt they could ke ther
fate into thar hands. "Now
cverthing is possible for those who are
bold enough,” wrote Marceau Pivert,
the leader of the Socialist Party left

own

wing.

Yet within two vears reaction was
again in control of France, and the
CGT (rade union  contfederation)
could only muster two milhon, of its
five million members, for a one day

ceneral strike.

The weakest of the mmperial
powers, I'rance had long plaved arole
i the world that did not correspond
to its cconomic weight. None felt the
crisis more actutely  than the -
poverished peasants and the ruined
shopkeepers of the towns. Fascism
had triumphed in Germany in 1933
and the danger scemed real cnough in
I'rance.

On 6 February 1934, after a day of
violent demonstrations, armed fascist
and rovalist gangs attempted to storm

the Chamber of Deputies to overth-

‘the united front of the
working class parties
was greeted with
enthusiasm’

row the government. The government
of Gaston Doumergue, which cameto
power three days later presided over
an cightmonth offensive by the
Fascist Fiery Cross. [t secemed that
France might go the same way as
Germany.

The parties of the working  class
were shaken by the events of the 6
February. The Communist Party had
been violently hostile to the Soctalist
Party, applving the line of the Com
munist International which said that
social democracy was the lett face of

Chronology

creation of French CP.

192C Tows Congress of STTO fascism.  I'rom  the Socialst Party,
1934 1\11('111}\\(\! fascrst coup Doumergue government. P L'\pcl\ Marceau Pivert d .ICJH Z\,[.(,m\l\'\.
Dorior. called for united action with the CP.
1935 Mulhouse Congress ol SHIO. Their call was echoed l\\' _I.\u[llc\
1936 \Victony ol Popula Tront O ll}\.\lil’” of tactones. Doriot, a leader of the CP and mayor
AMatienon ancoments. Davatoaton of e Spanish Cuvil of St. Denis. Doriot had gone oo fast.
Wt The CP expelled him only to adopr his
1937 Bloo anmnownees “parsc s Juin Fall of Bhuom government P()\i[im]\ immediately fterwards.
1958 June  Pivertstes expellod trom SEFOS Seprember Doriot tormed his own party and

Munich, Novemba P ailure of General Surike. <oon beeame a fascist himself.

The failure of t

vlar Front in

The united from of working clas
parties was grected with tremendow
enthustasm, but the leaders were mos
interested in parliamentary deals tha
in fighting for power. Almost fron
the beginning Maurice Thorez, th

Communist leader, wanted «
broaden the alliance o include th
‘democratic’ bourgeols party th
Radicals. To the ordinary militants i
the Socialist Party this was unnaceepr
able.

The Socialist Party, or SE1O, Ted br
Leon Blum, was one half of the ol
puty ol Jean 1920
majority of the party had formed th
CP, taking the daily paper I Tuman
e with thent Those that remained s
the SIFIO were often careerists ant
tumeservers, but as the CP becam
more sectarian and turned into #
instrument of Sualin's forcign polig
things began o change.

Workers began to ook to th
Socialists and letr-wing  tendencr
emerged in the party. The June 19
Congress of the SFIO saw a pitche
battle brween lefvand right, with Je
Zyromsky advocating the scizures

Jaures. In

power by “direct acuon’

The Socialists declared that the
could not share power with a partye
the ruling class, that it must be “alle
nothing’. Conlerence decisions d
notdeter the party leadership. In Jub
Blum addressed a meeting togeth
with Thorez and the Radical Pan
leader Daladier. The ‘Front Popular
was born.
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Leon Blum

The programme of the Popular
Iront was very hmited -— limited to
what was acceptable to the Radicals.
Under the slogan “Bread, Peace and
Liberty’ the alliance promised
cooperation with the League of Na-
tions, dissolution of the fascist combat
organizations, and an unspecified
reduction in the length of the working

‘the workers did not
wait for Blum to take
office’

week. Added to this were the reform
o the Bank of France and the tax
system and a few nationalisations.
Workers'
agenda.

When the clections came in May
1936, the left was victorious. The most
startling aspect of the results was the
defeat suffered by the bourgois com-
ponent of the Front, the Radical
Party. At the same umes as the
workers” parties vastly increaed their
vote the Radicals lost 43 scats. The
wacial and political erisis had engen
dered a deepening division in French
society and a growing political aware-
ness among, sections of the farmers
and shopkeepers as well as the
working class.

The workers did not wait for Leon
Blum to take office, they occupied the
factories. All the official leaders of the
working class were horrified and
frightencd. Jouhaux of the CGT, an
anarchosyndicalist turned right-

P()\\'Cl' was not on [l](’
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winger, negotiated concessions {rom
while the CP used s
mtluence to halt the suike movement.

the bosses

After voung for Blum in order to
defeat reaction the workers had repu
diated his allhance with the Radicals by
threatening the rule of their class.

OnY June that Matignon agreement
was signed. The French workers had
won a 12 per cent imcrease mowages,
paid holidavs and the 40 hour week.
They also gained recognition by the
emplovers of their right 1o bargain
collectivelv. But thev had
cheated of power. On the left, only

been

the Trotskvists opposed the agree
ment.

The leaders of the working class,
both Socialist and Communist, could
not lead it 1o power. For all therr left
wing rhetoric, they were sull firmly
ticd to the ruling class.

For a ume, 1t looked as if a new
Jeadership could emerge from the letfr
of the SFIO. As well as the Trotsky -
ists, who bricfly joined the SFIO
1934, there was the tendency led by
Pivert, which included such figures as
Damiel Guerm,

Trotsky was to be disappointed: the
‘revolutionary left’ tendeney could
not break with Blum, and so ended up
supporting him: “No matter how
much the centrists babble about the
‘masses’ they always orient themsel
ves to the reformist apparatus.
Repeating this or that revolutionary
slogan, Marccau Pivertsubordinates it
to the abstract principle of “organisa-
tional unity” , which i action turns
out to be unity with the patriots
against the revolutionists.”

And soitturned out, Pivert suppor
ted the Matignon agreement and acted
as the left-wing conscience of Teon
Blum. The government  that
power in June 1936 was composed

l()l)](

exclusively of Socialists and Radicals.
The CP and the CGT elected not o
take part themselves, but to give their
support. Carried to power by the
workers, the Popular Front proved
incapable of  changing  their basic
situation.

The gains made by the suike
movement however
enough to damange the intereses of the

were large
bourgeoisie. Fconomic sabotage by
the bosses led inevitably to financial
crisis. Revolutionary measures against
capital were not open 1o a socil
democrat in alliance with a capitalist
party, so Blum was obliged to ‘restore
contidence” instead.

By March 1937 he was calling for a
‘pause’ in the reforms. This only
encouraged  the ruling cass in s
attacks. The devaluavon of the Trang,
carried out by the Blum government,
helped to unload the burden of the
cconomic crists onto the shoulders ot
the working class. A growing propor-
ton of the workers sank into passivity

and seepticism and the peasants and
<hophceness tarned back to the bour-
ceois parties. The Blum government
fell in June 1937.

In the mternational arena the Pop-

ular Front acted as it did at home. In
wor ds 1 supported  the  Spanish

Republic against tascism. In practise,
Blum became the chief advocate of the
‘non-intervention’ policy promoted
by Briush imperialism. When Hitler
and Mussolmi were supplving Franco

‘a growing number of
workers sank into
passivity and
scepticism’

with all the arms he needed, Blum was
helping to strangle the Republic.

The same Radical Party to which
Blum and Thorez had tied themselves,
showed how ‘democratic’ it really
was.

In November 1938 the Daladier
covermment warned that efforts to
enforee the 40 hour week m munions
would be considered a crime; workers
could be given a wwo-year prison
sentence for holding anti-war discuss
iﬁ)n\.

The workers responded to this with
aspontancous wave of strikes, but the
CGT, with the supportof the Socialist
and Communist parties, limited ac-
tion to aone-day protest stoppage, the
Popular Front had prepared the road
to detfeat.

Blum turned on the opposition
the SIFIO in June 1938, torcing Pivert
to form the Workers’” and Peasants
Socialist Party (PSOP). But Pivert had
not been won to Marxism: he suppor
ted de Gaulle in the war and then
returned to the mainstream ol the
SEF1O. Jean Zyromsky, the other
former leader of the left, joined the

CDP.

Mavurice Thorez
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potential oy < pehieies at home and abroad.

awy

T e v o f funiness i fabricating evidence, by
N Deutsche s e ! e o Bocoming o vietime at o lata
the wave of s b b sl e wucessor Yerhov betell the
unleased when Co e bare 16 vears laters Bern, suc
began i Auges : e Yoshov, ger e esecu
ob sadisne and Lo TR e badler, thereby dlosing the
unti the b of e i sl cChapter of gnomay and frame
the Bolshes ik Pt thar o HPEE 0
tovicton i P T Ihe ol were ordhestrated Bike
Fvery single e [ B pre oo cmtended tor mational and
polithurcau wirl st ot ternational consumption. Stalin
Stadin, and the g E o : coaoned e m het needed o
been shot o qoiot R oy the o venannng Tinks with
Zinoview amd o R Sy poety That meant the phvsi
T4 other Tong oo o e Juction of eve ry one ot the old
the bloodlewmng de P Jdovship ol e the event ol
January 1937 Rade T b TN coaolar resistincee to his regime there
more were found g : sl be nosone o mive that resis-
June of that ven (RTINS coes polimeal voree and leadership.
hachevskv, hove o thermaore by this awesome display
mrervention e ol i
stadly along withopbe o e Vyvshinsky ended his
senctabs o he s e tonetroom tirade
uted after 4 s - ;
Finallv came b et 000 “shoot the mad
|
when Bulhanm Y ' d()gi'i”’
theory ol wocidprs o v
and 2C others v R Foever he sent o message tooevery
plotting 1o restorg capa e Bercwerat and aspiving apparacchik,
USSR, Fvery e v - Lo dthe onhy path to success i Soviet
was  charged  wnts oo i : vty Loy along the road charted by
assassinate Stahn oo : - Coe Sl Th message iternanion
wreek the Sovee o . B e cquadiy as bluncand branal
O poison musse oL . e rhe capimalise class i the
and with o b o domocracies” that the Russ
of the October Beovvinn: : v heese was by put i order,
Briush, Germve oy e ot cvalenon was no longer the message
Intelhgence. oo 0 : s b USSR as the old revolu
agreed with the fve - o canaries were bemg shot o the cellars
USSR and give ¢ P chhe Lubtanka prison.
great arcas of Sove o Prichiened of the threat from
the  credudon. : sovrgent Gonmany on Russods wes
monstrous <l ’ : oo borders, Stalin had claborated the
dishonest coutt polea ol the Popuolar Fron which
tons.  The e . . v to brme abour a nahicary and
detendaurs 0 Pdonate donee between the LISSR
ol the alfeg e el cestern caprtabism agamste e
the detendarr v b fer s Germanye The purge o the
the verdict oo o hovie Tetnsey was done o
]Hudllxul, 1|:.5| lpg e : " ')'H' l“ 'M:\: \u\i\llixt\\lﬂ\{ l]\ilil«llll\
subjected e ot hooware opposed 1o subordimating
fosstons were g b e et of the workimy, class o
Blatant talveb b v U the T bneaneracy s diplomane
where thres deton e sonomvee o As the avil war raged i
to have ey warh o the Russian seeret police and
exasted for veam, v : dhpsred Commust Pavty impor
political pobee who e cobdhen own verstons of the Moscow
of Zmovier  aas ) Co by seeredy rortured and




shot those in the Republican ranks
who wanted o place the interests of
the Spanish revolution in the fore of
the struggle against Iranco’s fascism.
What gave the wials a surrealistic
atmosphere was the sight of the
defendants, one afrer another, con-
fessing their ‘crimes’ and incantating
the preseribed hosannas to the
‘mighty leader comrade Stalin’. Tt was
onc ol history’s cruel and ironic twistes
that the tormentor of these old
bolsheviks was the public prosecutor
Vyshinskv, a former menshevik, who
had only made his peace with the
revolution o further his carcer, and
who tme after tume ended his cour-
troom trades with the demand:
‘Shoot the mad dogs™”

The confessions can only be under-
stod 1if one recognises the dilemma of
I'or them the Com-
munist Parey was the ony conceivable
mstrument  of change, hence they
were determined at all costs o stay
within the partv. As Deutscher ex-
plams i his book Stalin: a political
middle

the defendants.,

since  the
twentes recantation had been some:
thing ike a ritual habit, an acceepred
routine, with the broken men of the

biograply: ‘Ever
srapi

opposttion. They had begun with the
admission of ordinary  offences
aganst discipline and they ended by
confessing apocalyptic sins. In bet-
ween there was a wide gamut of
gradations which  they had
through slowly, like sleepwalkers
almost, hardly perceiving the direce-
ton of their movement. Fach tme
they made a recantation, thev agreed
to confess some sin only slightly
worse than the one confessed before.
Each time they hoped of course, that
this would be the last sacrifice deman-
ded of them for the sake of the party .

. [t 1s doubtiul whether even at the
end of the journey they saw clearly
that what awaited them now was the
holocaust.”

Added to this was the undoubrted
use ot torture, both physical and

sonce

moral. "The political police had been
their families as
hostages and it is almost certain that
the prisoners hoped their confessions
might save their relatives. No other
explimation will explain the con
fesstons.

allowed o seize

Fvery erime of which they
were accused was urterly alien o the
very spirit of thar existence. The
absurdity of the charges can best be
realised by recognising that if the
defendants had taken over the entre
machinery of the Soviet administra-
ton and that i1s what the
prosccution clamed had  happened
—itis not they who would have been
inthe dock, but Stalin and V vshinsky.

I)C\pllc the grotesque nature ()i [h(.
charges, the farcical character of the
evidence, and the crudeness ot the
prosccution’s case, the Communist

T REIATIONAT e ' Jurs Ao 1 nd,

L

g
m&ﬂwa E

Vyshinsky, Stalin’s prosecutor

parties throughout the world wel-
comed the verdicets, offering one final
proof that these former parties of
revolution had been converted into
servile tools of Soviet diplomacy.
None was more servile than  the
Communist Party ol Great Britain
(CPGRY. Trs central committee hatled
Zmoviev's ‘well merited death’. With
the aid of tunds from Moscow, the
CPGB and s front organisations
wrned Justitving the trials into an
industry. B()()]\\I()”Ld()n[llt‘prL\\L\
The Moscow Trial: Defear of Troe-
skyism: Eight Soviet Generals Who
Plotted Against The Peace: The Trial
of Radcek and Others, are just a
random selection from the
ment.

As one trial followed another and

assort-

previous  justifications collapsed
under a welter of new revelations, the
hacks of the CPGB remained imper
vious to truth and reason. At its 15th
Party congress the CPGB had ap-
plauded the ‘bolshevik  comrade
Yezhoviand later, at his trial, enthu-
stastically greeted his sentence! Lajos
Magvar was drawn into writing for
the party’s theoretical magazine [a

bour Monthly where he denounced
the “Trotskyite-fascists’, then he too
fell victim to the purges.

But, support for the bloodletting
was not restricted to the CPGRB. The
Labour MP and barrister D.N. Pritt,
was present at the 1936 trial —-
journcy and expenses courtesy of the
Russian burcaucracy — and claimed
the accused were ‘as guilty as they
themselves said’. The Right Reverend
Hewlitt Johnson, then Dean of Can-
terbury, in robust Christian style
justified the executions of the latter-
day heretics, but then the good Dean
did accrue his share of loyalties from
the sales of his book in what he
described as the *socialist sixth’. John
Strachey, then tlirting with the ‘lefe,
he later become a right-wing minister,
was ‘convinced all those ‘Trotskyists
arc working in close association with
the Nazis”. Tribune plumbed the
depths when 1t had the affrontry to
declare the seeret trial of the Red
Army generals — acussed of being
Nazi agents, three of the nine were
jewish — as ‘very democratic’.

The support tor Stualin from a
collection of lefts, lawyers, intellec-
tuals and men of the cloth grew out of
two considerations. For some being a
‘professional friend” of the USSR
meant material benefits like free jaunts
and royalties. For others the most
important thing was the idea that an
atliance between the Soviety Union
and the western democracies was the
best guarantee of defeating fascism,
and thereby saving Britsh demo-
cracy. And if this meant turning one’s
face away from unpleasantries like
frame-ups and legalised murder so be
it. If ‘our way of life” could be saved
by the death of toreign revolutionaries
it was a small price to pay. It never
entered the heads of the lett MPs and
intellectuals who justified the trials,
that the only way to guarantee
democracy was the advancement of
the soctalist revolution. For them
independent working class action was
an alien concept, and thus in the cause
of bourgeois parliamentary  demo-
cracy thm became Stalin’s apologists.

In those awful years when midnight
descended on the 20th Century,
Stalinism and  rcformism  revealed
their true face. It was only the small
Trotskyist groups, aided by other
socialists and a few intellectuals who
stood out for truth and justice against
the might of the Soviet state and its
supporters world-wide. Of  course
most of the left fellow travellers and
intellectuals deserted Stalin when the
going got rough. Many like Strachey
become supporters of the Cold War in
the late forties and fifties, after all they
no longer needed the USSR to defend
Briush democracy, they now  had
American imperialism at hand for that
job.
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Pamphletb
Labour MP E N
Pritt

Photographs
from ‘The Great
Purges’ br David
King and Isaac
Deutscher
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| " LABOUR — TAKE THE POWER!

" TURN BACK THE GREY TIDE!

Ihe right wing of the labour movement has been getting away with murder: policies and principles
have been slaughtered. Kinnock, Hattersley and a cabal of union bureaucrats have been setting the
rigenda and setting the pace towards a new witch-hunt. i

New alignments have helped the “new realists”. Urging on the process of ditching and diluting \
Labout’s policies have been: @ The new Tribune @ The new Livingstone @® The new New Socialist
® The new Marxism Today.

All these elements are central to the new grey election campaign (never mind the politics, feel the
hieadthl).

Rut beneath the thin veneer of “new’” politics lurks the same old reality: Kinnock’s gang are limbering
up for a period of Wilson-style Labour government pledged to capitalist policies, and certain to attack
the working class.

We can't yet stop the careerist bandwagon which Kinnock is driving, or stop some former left wingers,
inmping aboard. But we don't have fo concede the initiative to the right wing.

We can begin to organise the hard left to fight back in defence of socialist policies, class struggle
methods, and the demands of the oppressed.

That's why we need the new, fortnightly paper to be launched in the autumn, which will expand and
improve upon the present Labour Briefing.

The new Briefing will argue for the policies which the labour movement needs to fight back against
Thatcher and combat Kinnock's retreat.

Our aim is to stop the rot. Our allies and audiences are the most militant forces in the
trade unions, the Labour Parties, women’s campaigns and struggles, Black struggles,
the Lesbian and Gay movement and among young people — anyone committed to the
fight for a socialist solution to the crisis.

The new paper will be tighter in focus, harder-hitting in ifs line, but broader in scope than the present
Briefing. it will still be democratically run, and offer a forum for debate as well as a basis for organising
the left. It will be basic reading for activists, but understandable to workers on picket lines and first-time
readers.

The campaign for the new paper was launched at a 200-strong conference in May. Now we need
YOUR support to help raise the funds and assemble a network of sellers and supporters.

Il you agree that it is time we fought back against the witch-hunt and the right wing rampage, we urge
you to:

® Join our ““500 Club” scheme: pay £1 per week towards the Launch Fund of £8,000
— and be entered for a weekly £25 Draw!
® Make a donation to the launch fund: send cheques (payable to Labour Briefing No.
2 account) to: Launch Fund, 162 Millfields Rd, London E5.
® Pledge a regular sale of the new paper in your workplace, Labour Party or
neighbourhood. Order your copies of our Pilot Issue (out July 15th) from Millfields Rd.
® Tell your local comrades about it: organise a Launch Meeting, with a speaker from
Briefing (write in, or tel. 01-533 2593).
@® Subscribe to the paper — £12 per year.
| ® Order copies of our Turn Back the Grey Tide leaflet to spread the word and
promote the new Briefing from 39, Talia House, Manchester Rd, London E14 9HB.
CONTACT US for any further details. TOGETHER WE can Turn the Tide!
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Carlos Guarita/Reflex

London’s docklands up for

are relocating there

The GLC

has put forward

a rival industrial
strategy to Kinnock’s.
JAMIE GOUGH
examines just how

different it really 1s, and
suggests an alternative.

An improved
economy ?

BEFORE ITS ABOLITION, the Greater London Council published
awcighty volume entitled The London Industrial Strategy (1.1S)
made up of strategies for twenty scctors of the London
cconomy. The book describes policies for the GLC’s own
ntervention, including for its investment arm the Greater
London Enterprise Board. But this intervention was intended
to be an experiment, developing and proving aleft alternative to
the industrial policies of the Labour and TUC leaderships. In
the New Statesman, Maxism Today and clsewhere on the left it
has been hailed as a new, pathfinding approach to cconomic
policy.

The LIS contains uscful proposals on many cconomic
issues, including on the public sector and domestic work. Bur

INTERNATIONAL Nov b Jutys Aot 1986

the most distinctive contribution concerns policies  for
strengthening the power of workers within the private sector.
There are in fact several contradictory lines on this issue in the
LIS, reflecting the different political currents that were present
in the GLC. Tt 1s these strategies 1 look at in this article.

Modernising Britain, from the left

In order to sce what kind of alternative The London Industrial
Strategy provides, we need to compare it with the traditional
policies of the labour movement on industrial intervention. The
central aim of these policies has been to improve the
competitiveness of British manufacturing against its interna-
vonal rivals. The Labour and trade union leaderships have put

grabs. Many ‘flex spec’ firms
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themselves forward as the champions of - “ctlicieney” and
‘modernisation’. British capital is presented as ‘backward’ and
unpatriotic, centering its activities on overseas investments and
speculation. Accordingly, the role of the labour movementis to
force industry to do its job properly  like German or Japanese
capital, for mstance. Kinnock’s current presentation of the
Labour Party as ‘the party of production” is the latest version of
this old theme.

The labour movement at all levels has largely tollowed this
line. Since the second world war hundreds of billions of pounds
of grants have been given by the state to private manutacturing
firms, as regional grants, through industry-specific schemes, as
funds for specific firms, and through tax reliet on capial
investments. The labour movement has very seldom questioned
these hand-outs or attempted to harness them o 1ty own
particular ends. After all, if grants cqual greater productivity
cquals more jobs and higher wages, what is there to question?
The typical approach of the labour union movement has

‘the rate of profit is so low that
productivity increases just displace
jobs’

therefore been to get together with the emplovers o lobby the
government for more.

"The first problem with this approach is thatitis completely
insufficientfor the task it supposedly sets itselt “modernising’
British industry. The overseas, speculative orientation of British
capital is dved in the wool. To change this orientation would
require such massive direction over the City and the Brinsh
multinationals as to amount to expropriation in reality if notin
name. Investment grants hardly seratch the surtace.

But there is a more fundamental problem: ona world scale,
increased investment and productivity now does notmean more
jobs. During the 1950s and 1960s, increased productiviey did
help o feed the international capitalist boom,  through
cheapening consumer and capital goods and raw materials and
thus sustaining profit rates. Good protits encouraged morve
investment and higher ourput, more than enough o offset the
job displacing effects of increased producuvity. Now, however,
the rate of profitis so low that productivity inereases do not
encourage a new wave of sustained investments they just
displace jobs.

What is more, one effect of most increases in mvestment is
to make capital’s profit sitvation worse, through mereasing
capital intensity. Extracting the same profit requires more
capital and so the rate of profit declines. This was happening
also in the ’50s and 60s; but with the current already low rate of
profit increased mvestment helps o deepen the erisis ol
profitability, and thus the erisis of jobs.

Government grants that increase investment may well
improve the competitiveness of a particular firm, or stop
becoming more uncompetitive. They mav theretore provide
some  oftentemporary - respite for workers i thatfirm. Bu
they do not create jobs overall, and therefore are not a jobs
strategy for the working class movement. For this, the fuststep
is rather the kind of policies proposed i the Campaign Group’s
pamphlet A Million Jobs a Year
vovernment borrowing made effective by nationalisation of the
City.

The LIS, however, does claim that industrial imtervention
can create jobs. Vigorous and detailed state policies for
- in contrast to tinkering with the money supply
are said to

retlation and increased

production
Cmonctarism’) or with demand (‘Kevnesiantsm?)
be able to revive the cconomy. The LIS argues that, through
using advanced technology and good organisation, an enter
prisc can gain a ‘strategic place” in the ecconomy. This might well
enable the enterprise to reap higher than average profits at the
expense  of other forms. But this does nothing tor the overall
rate ol profit or for cconomic revival. The “job creation” surategy
of the LIS is just a more sophisticated presentation of the
traditional policy of improved compeuuveness.

Can the LIS solve youth unemploymet? Si‘gning én in

A new flavour — ‘flexible specialisation’

The GLCs publicity made much of the imaginary jobs it was
creating through its investments. But the emphasis of the LIS s
not on job creation but on strengthening workers” position
through changing technology, organisation of production and
organisation of industries - ‘restructuring of labour” is the
dogan. Central to this theme s a new form of industrial
organisation called “flexible specialisation’.

Flexible specialisation in its ideal form turns on its head
most people’s idea of *modern” industrial production. Rather
than ‘mass production’ to make large quantities of a
standardised product, it sets out to make a lwrge variety of
products in short runs. Instead of plywood cupboards, we have
the cutomised fitted kitchen, “spanish’, ‘tudor” or *high tech’ to
taste. Instead of jeans we have designer jeans, instead of M&S

‘instead of jeans we have designer
jeans, instead of M & S we have Next’

we have Next. And rather than repetitive production line work
by workers most of whom are trained only tor the spectti,
simple job, in the flexible speciatisation model workers need to
have the skill to handle constantly changing products, to reset
machines frequenty and solve problems as thev arise.

This new organisation inside the factory can alter the
organision of the industry. The advocates of - tlexible
specialisation agrue  that the new type of production can be
carricd out of most efficienty notin the large factories and firms
typical of mass production butin small or medium factories and
firmes. The necessary inventiveness and fast footwork s best
schieved when factories and firms have extremely detailed
knowledge and skill in a narrow arca of production: hence
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flexible specialisation. So instead of the large mtegrated steel

works producing basic steel, you have small works producing

steels for special markets.
The LIS sees flexible specialisation becoming the donumans
industrial model in the world economy for a long periad, i il

way that mass production has been from che 19204 10 the

‘flexible specialisation is only one of
capital’s response to the crisis’

present. Computer controlled production equipment can be
programined for new tasks much more quickly than the old
clectro-mechanical machines could be set, thus cheapening the
production of varied goods.
processing can easily handle stock control and rapid ordering
fora massive variety of designs and sizes. And the LIS argoe that
there 1s a decline in demand for standardised products and
increasing demand for varied consumer goods and costonmised
capital equipment. The LIS then bases its strategios on thos
flexible specialisation future.

It 1s true that the flexible specialisation stregery is being
ndoptcd by groups of firms in many ditferent industries. Buru
1s only one of capital’s responses to the crisis. Mass producrion
of standard produgts will remain important: i raw maternal and
energy production; in transport, distribution, communications
and other ‘infrastructures’. In other industries standardised
production is becoming more important: office work, many
consumer services, and production of standardised machmes
with the flexibility to do many different tasks. In consumet
goods, fragmentation of taste has a lot to do with mercasmg
differences  between income  groups, ages and  the seves
produced by the crisis ~— it is not a permanent leatme. A

The new telecoms and date
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strategy based on tlexible specialisation can therefore atfect only
part of the working class,

The new craft worker?
But the LIS has cottoning on to flexible
speciahisation: i appears o otfer the pm\llnlm for a gradual

reasons  fon

Imerease i \\HII\IH“ class power based on skill. There are (”lt
feasty two lines on this i the TS,

The tirst line, developed for example in the strategies for
funniture and the mediag s straighdorwardly class-collabora-
tonist, Teargues that tlexible specialisation gives workers strong
against their cmployers. The emplovers
cannot casily sack them, because their skills are needed; nor can
production casily be speeded up or reorganised  without

bargaiming power

workers' consent because workers” collaboration and ininanve
is needed for this type of production. The employers are willing
to pav good wages since, through their specialisation and
unique designs, theyv are able to charge high prices for their

products. Competition on the basis of quality, not cost, means
cruplovers need not resort o nasty cost cutting methods. In
short, tHexible spectalisation s a step forward for the working
classs e can restore the control over work and “the dignity of
labour™ that the eratt worker had before this was smashed by
mass producton.

radical alternative o the Tabour
leadership, this line gives their policy a sophisticated underpin-
ning. The fans of flexibie specialisation argue that {especially 1n

Far drom providing a

backward Bl'i[\in) state mtervention will be necessary to
support small, mnovanve tirms: i providing funds, n.nnmg
services, common marketing and rescarch services, and in

‘the overseas, speculative orientation
of British capital is dyed in the wool’

climpimg down on employers who indulge in untair cost cutting
through  super-exploitation or illegal practices. But state
controlled enterprises would be oo *burcaucrate’ and
slow footed for this type of production. We are back at the
Kmnock-Hartterslev Tine: no o nationalisation, yes t a
National Investment Bank and local *Enterprise Boards’ to give
money to small firms.

But, even for the production of varied and fast-changing
goods, this return to the good old davs of the craft workshop is
anllusion. First, the degree of skill and autonomy of workers
even withim lexible specralist firms will otten be limited. New
production technology enables many quite complex design and
producton tasks 1 be substanually automated. And new
mlormation technology enables management w continuously
monitor and measure and so control — the labour of
workers, even those doing quite varied tasks

Sccondly, big capital need not et aself be so casily
undermined by these jumped-up smaller firms. Big capital, too,
may be “burcaucratic’, but 1t s quite capable of organising to
produce varied goods. 1t can casily expand and diversify its
design departments, and 1t can divide its production up into
specialist shops, factories and subsidiaries. And big capital can
sull mamtam control over the crucial distribution networks,
and probably increase it as recent mega-mergers in retailing and
the media testty.

A new craft trades unionism

There s, though, an important kernel of truth in the pro-flex
spec lines As i all previous capitalist eries, there are firms and
sectors of the cconomy which are able to reap good rates of
profit on the basis of advanced technology and  efficient
organisation. Within these firms, some of the workers have
skilled jobs which put them in a strong bargaining position.
These workers are not necessarily conservative because of this,
whatever bric Hammond and lefr-talking curocommunists
would have us believe. Their strong cconomic position can be
used to fight capial. In fact, in the end they always have o fight
capital, as we now see in Fleet Street. Capital’s never-ending
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reorganisations always require or enable 1t sooner or later 1o
undermine cach particular group of cralt workers.

But the pro-tlex specime takes us i the opposite direction:
w0 collaborate with capital in making a strong ceonomic
position, 5uppn>cdly for all workers, but in fact for a small
minority. This line deepens divisions inside the working class.

For tlex spec promoters, good wages and conditions
depend directly on good profits. So these must be setat the firm
or shop level; if you're in a weak firm, hard Tuck. Tn this way,
solidarity across an industry becomes very hard to buld -
especially if the firms arc as small as the flex spec fans would like.

Morcover, for these strategists the strength of the skilled
workers depends heavily on their short supply. So it must be
underpinned by restrictng entry and what more natural than
for men to exclude women, white to exclude black, older to
exclude the youny? And if not all jobs can bein successiul, flex
spec firms, if mass production remains, where are the good jobs
to be located? Naturally, in the imperialist countries, which
have the infrastructure and education tor sophisticated
production, and are closer to the discriminating buver. And so
the flex spec promoters argue that their strategy can keep the
imperialist countries ahead of the Third World, and bannish jow
skill, low paid jobs to where they belong, Craft workers are not
‘naturally’ reactionary. Butastrategy which centres on building
working class strength through skill certainly is.

The class struggle . . . to enlighten capital

As [ have mentioned, there are rival strategies in the LIS A more
left line on flexible specialisation is 1o be found 1 the
Introduction to the LIS, written by the head of the GLCTS
economic department, Robm Murray. Murray agrues that,
while something called flexible specialisation is the future, this
can include deskilling of work and continued dommauon by
large capital, somewhat in the way Thave discussed above. Like
the fans of flex spec, Murray’s central political aim is Increasing
the skill content and varicty of work, and thus the worker’s
immediate control over the work process. But in Murry’s
perspective this requires opposing capital’s attempts 10 deskill.
The labour movement, backed by a Labour government, needs
to compel firms to adopt skilled work: processes, and the
government needs to provide resources for workers 1o
participate in designing appropriate production cquipment.

Promoting better jobs in this kind of wav v certamly
valuable, and more discussion is needed the Libour movement
of how it could be done. But at this pomnt Murray backtracks.
F1e insists that these better jobs are alwayus justas profitable for
capital as low skill, tighty supervised ones. The employers
deskill jobs out of a short sighted beliel that super-explomtation
and use of unskilled labour is in their interest. I this were true,
then any strong control by the state or the labour movement
over capital would be unnecessary o achieve better jobs
capital just needs more progressive advice, We are back with the
hands-off policy of the Labour leadership.

But the emplovers are not short sighted. They have an
interest in exercising as tight as possible comrol over the work
process. And capital always aspires 1o be as mobile as possible,
to frecitself from dependence on partcular workers and o leave
itself able to use the reserve army of labour. The needs o
specialised production cometinmes conflicr with this, but don’t
override 1t

An alternative

Increasing skill and variety of jobs, then, cannot generally be
done in collaboration with capital. And relying on skilled, high
profit work to strengthen labour is mevitably  devisive.
Tndustrial policy needs to go in the opposite divection: to break
down divisions between groups of workers, and to help to
strengthen collective organisation.

This is a more fundamental aim than atempring to create
better jobs, valid though thatis. Ttis onby onthe basis of strong,
organisation that any positive measures can be mmposed on
capital, whether it be more jobs or better jobs. s Aso an aum
that helps to unify the working class, rather than secking
through directly  cconomic means o build working class
strength which is, at best, extremely uneven and unstable.

—4#-
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Welder in new small docklands firm.

In developing this policy, the first issues must be how a
Labour government would nvest in private industry. Given
that these investments typically do far more for the emplover
than the working class, the mostminimal requirement should be
that the workers in the firm or industry concerned should be
able to use the money as a bargaining counter against the
emplovers, by having a veto over the making of the grant. Fo
improve the chances that the grant was used tor its intended
purposc, workers should also be given access to all information
relevant to the mvestment - which would usually amountioa
complete opening, of the books.

These are minimal reforms. But they would be abig, change
from past pracuee, including trom the ‘p;lrticip;um"\" National
Lnterprise Board of the 1974 79 Labour government and from
most of the investments of the Greater London Fnterprise
Board. They would help o strengthen trade union organisation,
and begin to make government investment in the private sector
W issue ol debate in the worker’s movement.

But a pohcy s also needed on what the mvestments are
used for. The erucial need is to oppose the way i which the
crisis and capitalist strategies are creaung deeper divisions
within the working class. The crisis tends to accentuate the
difterences in profitability between firms and increase wage
differentials between workers. Capitalists are consciously
promoting, this by sceting up separate’ profit centres and
subsidiarics, by tragmenting and decentralisig, production sites,
and sometimes by increased sub-contracung. The Tories’
moncetary policies and trade union laws are designed to back up
these Processes.

In confronting these attacks, there are important lessons
(rom the fight against privatisation in the public sector. This has
employment, the

sought 1o prevent the tragmentation of
troduction of ditferent wages and conditions ol cmploye
ment, and the transter of production to more weakly organised
workers. Policy tor the private sector should start from asimilar
am.

A minimal move would be to withhold grants trom firms
which are fragmenting and decentralising production. More
positivelv, grants could be tied o reorganisation that brought
workers together under the same employmeat contract, and
that reduced or climinated sub-contracting. In industries where
fragmented ownership s a barrier to trade union organisation
(and there are many), mvestment could be used o merge
ditierent firms and production sites 1o produce larger units.

A policy along these lines could and should be started
immediately, with the relevant industries sull in private
ownership. Butitfollows from w hat has already been said that
in many cases this type ol reorganisation would be vigorously
resisted by management. Fragmentation ol workers 1s impor
tant for capital. Firms which did carry through reorganisation
which benefitted Tabour would olten be at a considerable
competitive disadvantage and therelore vulnerable.

Consistent opposition to anti- worker strategies would
therefore require nationalisation of the whole industry with a
workers” veto over management decisions — workers! control.
And consistent reorganisation which posiuvely strengthened
the collective organisation of workers ¢can only be carried
through when workers actually run the industry.

An industrial policy which sets this aim, though, can help
(o resist capital’s divisive strategies now. And it can show how
astrategy of nationalisation under workers” control as a step o
workers’ management 1s necessary to consistently buiid the
unity of the working class.
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Claire Short MP

SHOUL D THE wormen’s movement campaign
for censorship ol pornography in order to
oppose its sexist and degrading images ol
women? In America the anti-pornography
lobby, supported by anumber of prominent
feminists, 1s campaigning for legislavion. In
Britun the Churelnll Bill, from the right,
and Claire ShorUs Bill, from the left, have
both, in their different ways, called for
censorship. In both countries feminists are
divided on how 1o deal with pornography,
and whether censorship is the answer. Below
weoreprintexcerpts from an article in
Agamnst the Current, published in the US,
which argues the case against censorship.
The debate centres on whether porno-
graphy s the cause of male violence against
women, or whether it should rather be seen
as one end of a continuum of the sexist
representation ol women, from 1V soap

e

operas and adverts o “snut!™ movies

Those who argue that ‘pornography is the
theory rape is the practice’ and *porno
sraphy s violenee against women', claim a
direct causal relationship between the depic-
tion of women as passive victims of sexual
vielence and actual acts of violenee against
women assault, rape and ultimarely
murder. The logic of this analvsis ts that the
banning of pornography would lead to a
number of attacks. In
evaluating this argument, the theories un-
derlving it must be critically examined.

For Andrea Dworkin! and Susan Brown

dt‘(l‘c.\sc n l]lc

miller,” the origin of the oppression of
women lies in our biological function, in
reproduction. This makes women an op
pressed classs Men, all men, are the eneny.
The revolution to liberate women, then, will
bearevolution in which wonien will take the
power away from men. The approach thar
blames men for seeking dommation over
women ina power-hungry way, also blames
men, all men, for violence AgANSE Women,
and pornography for encouraging it
Marxists, however, have argued that this
approach is based on false premises. While
many would not reject Engels” claim that the
oppression of women arose at the same time
as class society, this does not necessarily
entail the conclusion that biological re-
production itself was the basis of women’s
oppression.  Rather, it is necessary  to
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The debate within the women’s movement in Britain on the

meaning of pornography and how to respond 10 it has been given a

new focus with the introduction of Claire Short’s bill. In America,

the lobbies for and against state censorship have developed
relatively well defined positions. Below, JANE KELLY outlines
some of the points at issuce for the women’s movement and the left

in her introduction to an American feminist argument putting the

case against CCI]S()I‘S]]]}).

Pornography
and censorship

examie the cconomic conditions in whicl
women’s role m biological reproduction
ensured then social mnequaliny. In particular
we must analvse the specttic forms that this
oppression takes under capialism. These

I ot

torms are mterwoven with the neec
capial aid the oppression of the working
L'].\\\.

Kevto such an analvsis s the form of the
nuclear familyv, the site of the oppression of

women, with its division of the private

U

\\D&C‘Siq The Following is o
Summar\/ ot ~y ob\‘)eca}-ims
fo your ad Por Twinkle Toes
bedroom S\\"ers... !

sphere from the public, its heterosevual
mnperatives, its subordination of women to
the demands of men, and the ideology of the
home as “the haven from the harsh world
outside”. This “home is where most violence
agaistwomen and children is in fact carried
out. Les also the role of the nuclear family to
reproduce both the fabour toree and capital
st ideology, 1o ensure the continuation of
the capitalist system. An analvsis that
ignores these aspects ol the relation between
sexual and class oppression can all too casily
produce demands that confuse not only the
struggle tor class emancipation bue thar for
the liberation of women themselves.

The case against the radical feminists and

their demands is tourtold. 'ivst, there is no
statstical evidence to support the 1dea of a
causal tink between pornography and
violence against women. Indeed, in’ coun-
wries where pornography has been made
freelv available, there has been a decrease in
the number of reported attacks. Not that this
proves the opposite, for all sorts of other
~ cconong, social and historieal
taken into account in a
discussion of violent sexual attacks.

factors
have to be

Secondly, there iy the question of the
detiniion of pornography. In a recent book.,
Marna Valverde points out that any
detimition has o take account of the contest
mowhich so-called pornography is produced
and consumed. An article by a group of
women discussing sexual experiences in a
femmist journal would be ‘read” ditterenty
trom the same article published i a
soft-porn magazine. Further, many femin-
ists would describe the representation of
women as passive recipients of male passion
i romance ficton, as not only sexist but
pornographic. Far from  being sexually
explicit (indeed the language about sexual
acuvity is usually ambiguous) such texts
assume 1 constant equation berween male
power and violence, even if thar violence
remains only a potential:

“Womenalways looked at Alex Brent Jike

thac. Flis lean, hard body held a menacing

sexuality, an implicic threat of sexual
violence which attracted women like fron
filings w0 a magner.™

Whatever the definition of pornography it
will be open to very wide mterpretation,
This problem is a critical one in the demand
tor censorship imposed by the state. State
convrols m Britain would include all sorts of
sexual material tor censorship: sex manuals,
books like Make it I appy®, lesbian and gay
leerature and images all could be banned,
while TV serals, films and books slorifymy
male violence would be feft untouched.

Thirdly, claiming a causal link between
pornographic material and acts of violence
assumes a direet relation between  re-
presentation and reality, between fantasy
and tact. While we all find male violence
against women and children abhorrent, it is
simplistic to suggest that looking at such

material produces a given set of responses. 25
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Behavioural psychologists might argue such
1 correlation, but feminists, amongst others,
have developed a critique of such theories.

Lastly, and most dangerously, the radical
feminist argument undermines an explora-
tion of female sexuality. In a patriarchal,
capitalist society, women’s sexuality will
inevitably be fraught with contradications.
Formed in a male-dominated {ramework,
with the heterosexual imperative enforced
by the nuclear family, female sexuality s
bound to be partly informed, by male-domi-
nated desires and fantasies. The exploratuon
of female sexuality from a feminist direction
can only be hindered by a repressive atutude
towards sexual imagery.

So what should socualist feminists be
doing about pornography? If pornography
is one end of a continuum of sexistimagery,”
there is no reason why 1t alone should be
singled out for attack. In the seventies we
also attacked beauty contests; feminists
continue to undermine sexist adverts with
their slogans. Such direct action plays a
uscful role in drawing public attention to
oppressive Images, of women. The adverns-
ing hoardings which line our streets with
sexist images the representation of womenm
TV soap operas like Dallas and Dynasty
these are more pervasive and pernicious,
more effective forms of sexist propaganda
than pornography, which s consumed
private and which represents the result of
conscious, if sexist, choice.

Rather than single out pornography, the
sexually explicit end of oppressive imagery,
rather than call on the state determine
what we should be allowed to see and read,
we should campaign against all sexist
representations. Direct action has its place in
such a campaign — graffiti on adverts, the
removal of pin-ups in workplaces -~ but the
sclf-organisation of women, the autono-
mous women’s liberation movement, will be
the only force to fight sexism cifectively.
The women who organised in supportof the
miners’ strike of 1984/5, radicalised at the
same time over sexual 1ssucs, such as on the
question of lesbian and gay liberation. Tt was
the women who won first the men, and later
the NUM as a whole, to a recognition of the
importance of sexual poliucs,
fong-held and deepscated prejudices.

However much we oppose male violence
against women and children, its existence in
our society cannot be adequately explained
by patriarchy alone. The capitalist system
which divides women from men, black from
white, old from young; the nuclear family
where most violence actually occurs — these
also have to be part of the analysis 1n
understanding, and then organising against,
violence against women.

overcoming,
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While we oppose the poinography free
zone campaign initiated by the Task
Force on Prostitution and Pornography
(TOPP), we ave critical of pornography,
its false representation of women's sex-
uality, and sexist imagery of alltypes, and
we encourage and support protest of
such depictions. We are enraged by the
actual assaults and rapes women ex-
perience and sensifive to the discomfort
some women feel about pornography.
Yet, there are better, and less dangerous,
ways to combat violence against women
and sexism then the pornogiaphy free
zone campaign.

But, what's wrong with supporting the
pornography free zone campaign as d
symbolic statement and an educational
offort? First, we object to the notion that a
‘pornography free zone' is a place that is
'safe for women and children’, as the
TOPP sticker claims. We object because
the slogan trivializes realily by suggest-
ing that the absence of pornography
makes women safe and, implicitly, that
the presence of pornography is what
endangers women. Pornography is not
the same as rape.

The problem of pornogiaphy is part of
a much larger social and cconomic
problem of the subordination of women
in society as a whole. Pornography is an
extreme example of a society that objec-
tifies women, but the specific focus on
pornography and sexually exphcit imag-
ery advocated by some feminists ob-
scures how degrading depictions of
women permeate society.

Sexist attitudes toward women are
encouraged by advertiscments on TV,
magazines which project standards of
appropriate behaviour, and by a culture
which continually reinforces male domi-
nance. Female sexuality is commadified
in various ways, typified by wuilicsses in
bunny suits and adverfisements that use
women's bodies to sell cars. Porno-
graphy is one end of the continuum.

It is not only the media which is sexist
and devalues women. Women are se-
gregated into jobs which require them to
serve others, such jobs as secretarial
work and domestic service. As a group,
women earn 59 cents to a dollar earned
by men.

Suppressing pornography will not end
violence against women. Rape, wife-
beating, and other forms of such violence
have been around for a long time, long
before pornography was widely avail-
able. This violence is caused by deeper
sources of anti-women aititudes. Some
pornography may condone such
violence, but pornography does not
cause it.

Secondly, we object to the poin-free
zone campaign because it is directly
linked to national anti-pornography
legislative efforts led by Catharine
MacKinnon and Andrea Dworkin and led
locally by TOPP. The definition of porno-
graphy in the pornography free zone
campaign is essentially the same as the
definition in the Dworkin/MacKinnon

:
i

Protesting outside Ann Sum sex
shop in Edgware Road

Why we oppose
the pornography
free zone campaign

ordinace, which is vague and open to
anti-feminist interpretation.

Support for the porn free zone cam-
paign will be used both to build support,
and as evidence of support, for future
anti-pornography legislation. The ordi-
nance relies upon the courts to determine
which sexually explicit materials fall
under its vague definition and which
materials may be legally required re-
moved from theatres and bookstores. We
know that ultimately this type of legisla-
tion will be used against our own
literature and films. It will be used to —
and will encourage — attacks upon
feminist, lesbian, and gay lives, beliefs,
literature and art.

The pornography free zone campaign
mimics the nationwide nuclear free zone
campaign sirategy. Both are symbolic
and both provide no true guarantee to
safety. The nuclear free zone campaign
clearly stated that its purpose lay in
ultimately pressuring the government to
legislate the banning of nuclear arms.
The pornography free zone campaign
denies a broader goal. We expect that the
pornography free zone campaign will, in
fact, be used to propose again an
anti-pornography ordinance or a ban-
ning of pornography in this community. If
this is not the case, what is the purpose of
a symbolic act that uses essentially the
came definition of pornography as the
Dworkin/MacKinnon ordinance does?
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We must reiterate our opposition to
censorship, regardless of its brand name,
‘civil rights” ordinance, or otherwise. Any
legislation attempting to control the sale,
distribution or availability of sexual
materials will be used against us. Right
wing groups and leaders already actively
support this legislation. We know that
they are not our friends and won't
side-step trampling over feminist or
lesbian or gay rights.

In Minneapolis, the anti-pornography
ordinance did not pass, but a new
obscenity ordinance did, ushered
through in its wake. In Suffolk County,
New York, the anti-porn ordinance was
amended to attack gays by including
sodomy as an evil encouraged by
pornography.

In Conada, the Ontario Censorship
Board, which bans films in the name of
protecting women, has already twisted
feminist-inspired legislation and lan-
guage and used itto censor feminist films,
including the feminist critique of porno-
graphy, ‘Not a Love Story’.

Feminists across the country are debat-
ing the problems of pornography and the
proposed legislative effort. Many femin-
ists, lesbians, and gays oppose the
Dworkin/MacKinnon anti-pornography
ordinance and dispute the ordinance’s
definition of pornography.

We have fought hard to get the judicial
and law enforcement systems to interpret
and enforce the ‘rights of all men’ to
include minorities, women, gays, lesbians
and other oppressed groups. Many parts
of this state and the nation still have little
consciousness or concern about defend-
ing our rights.

We have no faith in this country’s
judges’ ability or interest to look at
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feminist photographs of nude women’s
bodies — which show beauty and sexual
pleasure from a woman’s viewpoint and
are sold for women — and distinguish
them from the kinds of pictures in Playboy
or Hustler, which are sexist and are the
aim of this kind of ordinance.

Some feminist literature that could fall
under the pornography free zone cam-
paign’s definition of pornography in-
clude: books favouring abortion (conser-
vative groups like "Women Victimized by
Abortion’ believe that abortion is
violence against women and could use
this ordinance against pro-choice litera-
ture), The Color Purple by Alice Walker,
Sisterhood is Powerful by Robin Morgan,
and Yellow Silk, an erotic magazine.

Feminist and progressive booksellers
across the country have made it clear that
they would cease stocking literature
which might be considered pornographic
due to the ordinance’s threat of costly
htigation. Local feminist artists fear cen-
sorship of their art, films, and literature.

Our disagreement with TOPP’s support
of the anti-pornography ordinance con-
tinues in our view of the current
anti-pornography zone campaign. The
mere removal of pornography from view,
a dangerous strategy for the women'’s
movement, will not change the pervasive
attitudes of male domination. The att-
itudes and materials will remain. We
need criticism of pornography and
sexism, but we also need to create
positive images and build toward some-
thing different. The problems of sexual
assault, sexism, and sexist imagery are
not simple.

We hope that feminists and progress-
ives will continue to join us in taking up
new,icmd older, feminist ideas, instead of

supporting the anti-porn legislative/
censorship approach of attacking these
problems. The activist program we sug-
gest will not be as easy to accomplish as
stirring up sentiment against porno-
graphy, a feeling that many share
because they find any depiction of nudity
and sexuality offensive, but it may bring
about more substantive changes.

Let's create and support access to
images, literature, and films which depict
female and male sexuality positively,
which are made for women’s pleasure
and which are not exploitive instead of
fearing pornography designed by and
for men. Let's create and support liberat-
ing images. To speak of sex exclusively in
terms of rape is a disservice to ourselves.
Let's fight for our own sexual rights and
our own erotica.

We also advocate showing critical
films, open discussions, and leafletting
pornography shows. Let's institute a ten
minute ‘re-education’ period before the
start of pornography as well as may
R-rated films to teach people about
sexism and to explain our objections to
the depiction of female sexuality in these
films.

We see these alternatives as being part
of a needed comprehenseive feminist
program for women'’s liberation to ade-
quately address sexism and the violence
women experience and fear. Such a
strategy should also include at least all of
the following:

* Fighting for our right to determine our
own sexuality, for access to birth control
and abortion, and for lesbian and gay
rights.

* Empowering women to fight back and
refuse to be victims by teaching self-
defense courses in schools and at work,
and demanding better lighting on city and
campus streets.

* Demanding sex education for adults
and children that does more than teach
the “evils’ and dangers of sexuality, but
also teaches choice and non-sexist beha-
viour, and which discusses sexuality not
only in terms of traditional, heterosexual
relationships. Demanding the resources
to permit developing imaginative and
appealing approaches to sex education,
rather than the boring and moralistic
ones offered today.

* Demanding quality and affordable 24
hour childcare under community and
parent control.

* Fighting for comparable worth, affir-
mative action, and unionization.

* Enforcement and expansion of exist-
ing rules against sexual harassment.

Yes, this and the other alternatives we
have presented here may sound like a
faundry list of things to work on. We, as
countless others, have been engaging in
these struggles for a long time already.
Women'’s subordination is deeply in-
grained in society, ;and fighting it
successfully requires o"myltifocefed and
grass-roots organizing opprooch.

Reprinted from Against the Cur-
rent, No. 1, Jan. 1986.
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AFTER ALMOST thirty years of unremitting
illness, George Breitman died on April 19.
He was seventy years old. Although he was
in constant pain in the last period of his life
and grew progressively weaker over the past
several months, he continued to spend much
of his waking time in productive political
work, dictating three letters from his
hospital bed only two days before his death.

Breitman joined the Spartacus Youth
Leaguc in 1935, at the age of 19 and later that
year the Workers Party of the US, a
forefunner of the Socialist Workers Party.
From that time until his death fifty-one
years later he never wavered in his dedica-
tion to building the revolutionary socialist
movement. He was delegate to the founding

convention of the Socialist Workers Party in.

1937, and remained a loyal and dedicated
member of that organization untl 1984,

In that ycar the present SWP leaders —
who had developed profound  political
differences with this historical program of
the party which Breiuman continued to
defend — shamefully expelied him and
dozens of his comrades on trumped up
charges of disloyalty. After his expulsion
from the SWP Breitman immediately set out
to organize the expellees and to try to save
the party and its program.

During his years in the SWP Breitman
served in many capacitues. He was a
candidate ten times on the party ticket, for
offices ranging from State Assembly in New
Jersey to the US Senate. He set such a zood
personal example with his clection cam-
paigns that James P Cannon the founder of
the American Trotskyist movement sugges-
ted jokingly that Breitman was going to
regarded as a chronic office secker.

In 1941 he began his first of several terms
as the editor of The Militant. Except for the
two and a half years he spent in the army as
a draftee during World War If, he served
continuously on the party National Com-
mittee from 1939 to 1981.

Perhaps his greatest strength was his
ability to explain difficult ideas so that they
couild be understood by people who were
unfamiliar or uncomfortable with move-
ment terminology or jargon. He had aknack
for sceing opportunics to apply the party’s
program to the day to day life of working
people. And he had an informal, unpreten-
tious style in writing and speaking that made
it casy for his audience to understand him.

Breitman also helped in many cfforts of
the party to defend itself or its members
from victimization by the government. The
most famous of these was the “case of the
legless  veteran’,  James Kutcher. The
Veterans Administration tried to Kutcher
from the job as a clerk and take away his
veteran's benefits during the witch-hunt
years of the 1950s because of his member-
ship of the SWP, despite the fact that he had
lost both of his legs in ITtaly as a G1in World
War I1. Breitman, along with others, helped
Kutcher in his political and legal campaign
against the government’s attack. Afteralong
battle the case won. Breitman callaborated
with Kutcher in writing his book about this
experience, and the two remained hifelong

,8 friends. Kutcher was expelled from the SWP

George
Breitman

On 19 April this year George
Brietman, a lcader of the

revolutionary movement in the
United States over five decades,
died. Below we publish an
appreciation of his life and work
by the editors of the US journal,
Bulletin in Defence of
Marxism.

in 1983, after a terrible slander campaign
against him.

In the 1960°s Brestman made one of his
best-known contributions to revolutonary
marxism when he helped developan analvsis
of the profound revolutonary implicatuons
of Black nationalism in the US. In partcular,
he became an authority of Maleolm X and
wrote The Last Year of Malcolm N, The
Evolution of a Revolutionary in 1967 He
also edited the whole or in part, many of
Malcolm’s writings and speeches for pu-
blication. These included the books
Malcolm X Speaks and By Any Mcans
Necessary, as well as the pamphlet Malcolm
X on Afro-American Flistory. Breiunan
proposed an extensive project for Pathfinder
Press: to collect and publish the writings of
Leon Trotsky.

Breitman took primary responsibility for
the project of locating, sclecting, translating
from many languages, cditing and annotat-
ing the massive amount ol Trowsky's
writings and shaping it into cohesive form.
Ultimately this consisted of fourteen vol-
umes in the series Writings of Leon Trotsky,
covering the years of ‘Trotky's last exile
(1929-40).

George was born and grew up in a
working-class neighbourhood in Newark,
New Jersey. Fis mother was a maid for
better-off families and his father was an
iceman who carried 50-pound blocks of 1ce
up six flights of tenement stairs in the davs

before refrigeration. When his father died at
the age of 40, George's old sister Celia had to
quit school to help support the family. She
was by lar the most important influence on
George as a child. She became a member of
the Young Communist League and com-
bined her babysitting responsibilities and
her political ones by bringing George to
meetings while he was sull quite voung.

As a voungster, George read voraciously.
Mosuy he read junk — the hundreds of
adventure and pulp novels for boys that
were the diet of a generation  before
television turned reading for pleasure into an
obsolete activity. But he also read good
novels and short stortes. His hangouts were
his neighbourhood  corner, which  later
became know to many as “T'rotsky Square™
because so many of his gang joined the
Trotskyist vouth, and the Newark public
library.

At the age of 16, mn 1932, George
graduated from Central High School during,
the depths of the Depression and joined the
ranks of the unemployed. During  the
summer of 1933 he was often in a play-
ground near his home playing bascball and
editing the playground’s  mimcographed
newspaper. The whole year after he
graduated from high school he spent writing
a novel about his neighbourhood which he
later destroved. In 1934 George went to
Alabama as part of the Civilian Conserva-
tion Corps, a New Deal outfit intended to
cet unemploved vouth off the streets. Here
he received some copies of The Militant
from a neighbourhood friend.

After returning to Newark in 1935,
Breitman joined the Trotskyist movement
and turned his attention to mass work in the
unemployed, the Workers Alliance of Am-
erica. In August 1936 he was the youngest (at
age 20) of seven Workers Alhance leaders
arrested and charged with inciting to riot,
They were organising strikes and closing
down government sponsored  projects in
Burlington County. Breitman spent a week
in jail on that occasion. The charges were
cventually dropped, the strikers were won
and the strikers got a 5-cent holiday raise.

The unemployed movement of the thirtics
was the main opportunity Breitman had to
participate in the mass movement and to test
himself and his politics n action. In 1941,
cighteen leaders of the Socialst Workers
Party, charged under the Smith Act with
advocating the forcible otherthrow of the
US government, were imprisoncd on the day
the US entered World War I The cighteen
included  Felix Morrow, editor of  The
Militant. Breitman was asked to take over as
editor of the paper, a post he held unul he
was drafted in 1943 and sent to France.

On his return to the US he again served as
editor of The Militant fro 1946-47 and
1951-53. In 1954 he moved to Detroit, where
he worked as a proofreader for the Detroit
Free Press and became a member of the
International Typographic Union. He spent
13 years as an active leader of the Detroit
party branch. When he left Detroit George
returned to New York City where he
remained for the rest of his life. He s
survived by his wife, comrade, and compa-
nion of 46 years, Dorothea.

IMEERISA TIONAL N, S fulyfAugest 1986
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Rebellions

ROS YOUNG

‘From Resistance to Rebellion’

An Exhibition on Asian and Afro-Caribbean
Struggles in Britain

Produced by the Institute of Race Relations

"You wonder why we uprise
Politically unstabilised
Economically destabilised
People dehumanised

Youth criminalised

Mentally vandalised

Housing ghettoised

Politically unrecognised

And you wonder why we uprise’

(LEROY COOPER, Liverpool 8)

RARELY IS the history of the Black
community in Britain considered an inte-
gral part of working class history as a
whole. Indeed, the history of the labour
movement has been and continues to be
so distorted as to not only exclude
women, but to render almost invisible the
enormous contribution Black people in
this country have made to the fights of our
class. When trade union struggles come
to mind, we are more likely to look to
Warrington or to the miners strike as
examples of workers in struggle than the
Stanmore Engineering occupation, Im-
perial Typewriters or Barking Hospital.
And when we remember the campaigns
in the women’s movement in the past, it is
with NAC (National Abortion Cam-
paign), Greenham or Women Against Pit
Closures who we identify with — not the
struggles of Black women against the
immigration laws, police violence, virgin-
ity tests or their militancy and strength in
the numerous strikes they have led.

The new exhibition, ‘From Resistance to
Rebellion’ is a record of ‘Asian and
Afro-Caribbean struggles in Britain’ over
the last forty years. It is a shocking
reminderto us of what has been forgotten
or ghettoised and pushed to one side.
Based on the essay of the same name by
A. Sivanandan (Race & Class, 1981), the
Institute of Race Relations has produced
more than a visual history. It is in many
ways a celebration of the multiple forms
of organisation and struggle in which the
Black community has participated, illu-
strated through an impressive collection
of photographs, newscuttings, leaflets,
posters and pamphlets.

The exhibition traces the changing
nature of racism in Britain, from the
racialism of the ‘colour bar’ in the 1940s,
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the relegation of Black people into the
worst jobs and housing, fascist and police
attacks, the immigration laws, crimi-
nalisation of the Black community and
into the eighties to state-institutionalised
racism. It explains how the Asian and
Afro-Caribbean communities were raci-
ally divided — a legacy from British
colonialism resulting in Asian workers
being concentrated in textile mills and
factories and the Afro-Caribbean wor-

kers in the service industries (transport,
health and hotels). This inevitably led to
different priorities in the fight against
racism and different areas of struggle.

But there were common experiences
giving rise, in particular, to the fight for
better housing. The exhibition describes
the variety of issues Black people have
organised round in the community: the
racism of the education system (from
‘bussing’ to the stereotyping of Black
children as ‘educationally subnormal’ to
the fight against Honeyford) and health
care. Discimination in health, housing
and education above all led to the
formation of political groups, the setting
up of self-help projects, bookshops,
advice centres, extra Saturday schools
and health campaigns.

‘From Resistance to Rebellion’ is un-
compromising in its account of the racism
within the trade unions and Labour Party.
It recounts the white dockers marching in
support of Enoch Powell in the early
1960s, the alliances workers, trade
unions and the bosses have made to
defeat and exclude Black workers (at
Imperial Typewriters for instance) and the
refusal of the unions to support Black
workers in their fight against discrimina-

tion and racialism at work. Added to this,
we see over the years the passing of new
laws on immigration, policing and hous,
ing — mainly aimed at the Black
community, which the Labour Paity has
connived in or itself enacted when in
government (for example the ‘Kenyvan
Asian Act’ of 1968 which baned fice
entry into Britain of British citizens i
Kenya, and the Race Relations Act of
1976).

Facing discrimination in the workplace
and the sell-outs of the trade unions,
Black workers relied more on support
from their own communities and o
ganised their own workers associations.
which were either involved m pahtical
trade unionism or became social !
welfare clubs (the Indian Workers Aas
ociation, West Indian Workers Associa
ton and Pakistani Workers Association
were born from this necd of sel
organisation). The racism and atiacks
inflicted on whole communities meant
that Black people set up their own clubs,
bars, churches and their ovn political
organisations and women’s gioups, do
veloped their own music, poctiy and .

The exhibition documents the polincal
parties that were built, the alliances thai
were made — naming far 0o niny
organisations to mention here, but they
include the Pan African Congress Move
ment (1940s), the Racial Action Adjust
ment Society (RAAS), Black Peoples
Alliance, Black Socialist Alliance, Cam
paign Against Racial Discrimination
Organisation of Women of Asian and
African Descent (OWAAD).

‘From Resistance to Rebellion cxplanns
that anti-colonialism, anti-impeiialism
and internationalism have always played
an important part in the politics of ihe
Black community who weice ‘inforacd by
the struggles against racism and colo
nialism” in India, southern Afiica and thic
Caribbean and who have orgumsed m
solidarity with Vietnam, Grenada, Cuobia
and the liberation movements in southcrn
Africa.

Today we are witnessing a et g
increase in racist attacks in the inner cities,
which is backed up by the state, police
and media while labour’s leaders renian
silent. The exhibition illustrates thes:
attacks are nothing ncw, though with
greatly increased powers, the police (e
now a law unto themselves. Distinchons
between the police, facists and the stale
were broken down in the rebellions ol
Handsworth, Brixton and Bioudwale
Farm, led by Black (and white) youlh fiom
the inner cities — the ‘never employed’

This wealth of information is produced
on 55 panels — so get hold of thi
exhibition. Organise showings for o
Labour parties, trade unions, schools and
community centres.
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PAUL STERN

David Sanders with Richard Carver,
Medicine and the Politics of
Underdevelopment,

Macmillan 1985 £2.95 (paperback);
£12.00 (hardback).

| READ David Sanders’ book with great
pleasure. This is no ordinary text on the
health problems of the suffering third
world, but is about the nature of health
care in a social and political world
having been the victim of colonialism and
imperialism. The underdeveloped world
is underdeveloped not just from an
accident of history, but because of the
growth of international capital and the
ravages of western industrialisation.

He describes the development of the
health services in Britain, linking social
advancement to the struggles of working
people. For the masses living in dire
circumstances in the slums around indu-
strial conurbations, the prime health
needs were for clean water, hygienic
sewage disposal and adequate nutrition.
Improvements in health followed the
struggle for workers’ rights generally,
due to the growth of the Labour Party and
trades unions, many of which started as
friendly societies for the protection of
their members’ health. The factors which
made this possible were the agricultural
and industrial revolutions, which in-
creased the production of food and
commodities and forced workers to
organise to protect and defend their
interests. For most people the contribu-
tion of specific medical advances has
been relatively minor.

The book is filled with beautiful graphs,
and informative tables. Death rates from
infectious diseases — the major killer of
infants and children — fell impressively
from 1860 to 1925, some 20 years before
effective anti-infectious drugs became
widely available.

The practice of medicine developed
with the growth of modern capitalism,
‘doctering’ being the possession of gifted
individuals, shrouded in mystique and not
communicable to others who were not
part of the magic circle. The art and not
much science of healing was available
only to those who could pay. In reality, for
most people the contribution of specific
medical advances hasbeen relatively
minor.

The same analysis applies to the
underdeveloped world. By and large the
problems that cause early death and high
illness rates are the same problems that
afflicted the developed world. Poor
nutritional status and low resistance to
disease are the root causes of high death
rates especially among the young in the

30 underdeveloped world. Many of these

Mother trained to nurse her own children in Mozambique

The struggle for health

are aggravated by colonialism and
imperialism.

Some specific diseases were in-
troduced to which indigenous popula-
tions had no natural immunity; smallpox,
measles and typhus. However, the greed
of imperialism for raw materials and
cheap labour ensured the continued
depression of living standards, and often
aggravated precarious supplies of food
from subsistence economies to starvation
where cash-crops replaced staple foods.

Imported with the economic and politi-
cal effects of colonialism went the
dominant ideology; the position of wes-
tern technology and the ned to ‘cure’
patients rather than to prevent disease.
Like the ‘inverse care law’ in the de-
veloped world — where there is the
greatest need there are the fewest facili-
ties — so too the ‘three-quarters rule’ in
underdeveloped countries. Three-quar-
ters of the population live in rural areas,
yet three-quarters of the spending on
medical care is in urban areas where
three-quarters of the doctors (and other
health workers) live. Three-quarters of
the deaths are due o conditions that can
be prevented at low cost, yet three-quar-
ters of the medical budget is spent on
curative services, many of them at high
cost. The colonizers initiated medical
care in their own image; doctors prefer to
work from ‘disease palaces’ rather than
help serve people at a local rural level.

Sanders discusses the role of multina-
tional drug companies in the distortion of
health care, big business, private medical
care, and how these affect the nature of
services provided in both developed and
underdeveloped countries. A critical re-
view of different kinds of health care,
such as that provided in China and Cuba,
the nature of ‘bare-foot doctoring’ and
Mao’s shrewd observation that changing
doctors’ views of themselves (working
and living in the countryside) would help
them to become better doctors serving the
needs of the people. The real advances
contributed by the Chinese experience

lies in its ability to eradicate large pubtic
health problems by mass actions — the
burying of snails to eliminate bilarzia is
one example.

Sanders is an advocate of the Village
Health Worker concept which has emer-
ged in many underdeveloped countries.
This is an attempt 1o tailor the delivery of
health care appropriate to and under the
control of the local community served by
the VHW. The VHW differs from the
‘auxiliary’ in several fundamental res-
pects: S/he should be selected by the
people themselves, and responsible to
them; should be part-time and therefore
subsist by working in the community
perhaps with a subsidy from the local
community or the national health service;
and may be someone who has already
been a ‘traditional” healer and trained in
the community in health education and
preventive measures.

In Zimbabwe, after a long struggle for
liberation, a scheme to train VHW was
established at Bondolfi Mission. This was
initiated by the local villagers themselves,
and this reviewer has as one of his
warmest memories the recollection of
witnessing the first graduation of some
200 VHW at a ceremony in Bondolfi.
Over five hours the recipients and au-
dience applauded and shouted slogans
as each VHW received her certificate,
many with babies strapped to their backs!

There is a need for ‘curative’ services
and appropriate technology in the under-
developed world; the issue is who
decides and by which criteria. Sanders
suggests that this has to be decided by the
community served by the health worker:
‘But, most difficult of all, the concerned
health worker must be a servant to the
people even when they are mistaken.
Society will only be transformed and ill
health combatted when people are free
to make their own mistakes.’

An excellent book, relating the de-
velopment of health care to the
underlying political and economic forces
of international capitalism. | enthusiastic-
ally recommend it.
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Harold
Wilson’s
ghost

HRIS BERTRAM

o Panitch, Working-Class Politics in
isis, Verso, £6.95

HERE IS o popular notion somewhere on
2 left that we are going through is
mething called the ‘crisis of Marxism’.
ell maybe Marxism is in crisis, and then
join maybe it isn’t: what Leo Panitch
onstrates is that the crisis in working-
55 politics in the West is, in the first
lance, due to the failure of non-Marxist
iol democracy. The left of the political
dscape of much of the postwar period
been dominated not by the struggles
aclass-conscious proletariat (to which
are now supposed to bid ‘farewell’, its
fward march having been halted) but
welfare-statist social democracy as
sonified by Brandt, Kreisky, Palme
Min Britain by the rather sorrier looking
gure of Harold Wilson. If the prospect of
revolution in the West looks a long
y off, the promise of the white hot
ological one has not been fulfilled
er.
at does social democracy offer
Moy? In Spain the Gonzalez govern-
it has unleased market forces on a
le that would impress Milton Fried-
0. In Greece the rhetoric of the left has
displaced by the calculation of the
ard Business School. In Britain the
ersley-Kinnock leadership has plans

‘ the economy that are no more radical
nthose of the Liberal-SDP Alliance. As
itch puts it: ‘“Common Sense” has
all of us that reforms conceived and
emented within the logic of capital-
g have to be re-examined once they
| do begin to have the effect of
Ying business away’. In a crisis,
one (or nearly everyone) dances to

lune of capital. .

Joth Hall and Hobsbawn have recog-
d the responsibility that Wilsonism
for the present impasse, yet in setting

faces against the forces that said
er again’ — the Bennite left — they
setting the scene for a repeat
ormance (perhaps this time as farce).
fch submits the ‘new revisionism’ and

Jersion of the recent history of the
ur Party to a searching critique: who
y was responsible for disunity in the

p to the 1983 general election?
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Harold iIso

What is touted as a broad alliance of
social movements actually turns out to be
unconditional unity behind the forces that
blocks the demands of the Labour
Women'’s Conference and witch hunt the
Black Sections. (And who actually sup-

ports these movements — why, the
‘classist’ National Union of Minewor-
kers.)

On the future Panitch is sober — not to
say pessimistic — he argues that the ‘new
revisionists’ in their call for unity at any
costto defeat Thatcher have (understand-
ably) struck a chord with wide layers of
activists and this is a very powerful
barrier to socialists (particularly in the
Labour Party) today. But there is a more
profound problem, class indentities are
not just given, they are also constructed.
(The ‘new revisionists’ seem to be in two
minds about this, on the one hand there
are those who argue that the policy and
programme of working-class parties
must conform to the empirical given
consciousness of the class, the leadership
must not run ahead of its base, on the
other, the ‘discourse theorists’ argue that
all subjectivities are constructed in and
through ‘discourse’ and reject class as a
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fundamental and privileged feature of
the social world).

For Marxists there is a dialectical
relationship between the class and its
leadership and class identity has both an
objective and a subjective side to it. Yes,
there really is a working class ‘out there’
but its conciousness is formed by its
experience and also by history and the
concerted intervention of political
leaders and activists. The problem in
Britain is that the empirical consciousness
of the working class has largely been
formed in an environment dominated by
Labourism, collaboration by trade union
leaders and welfare-statism. The task of
creating a new class identity is a Her-
culean one, but cannot be flinched.

This lack of answers is the weakness of
Panitch’s approach, a weakness he
shares with Ralph Miliband and others.
While the left has met the challenge from
the ‘new revisionism’ and (in my view)
defeated it on a purely intellectual level,
such a victory will be of no significance if
we cannot elaborate a plausible strategy
for the years ahead.

The bulk of the essays in this volume are
concerned with ‘corporatism’, an intellec-
tual growth industry to rank with fast food
and slushy drinks in the secular domain.
Panitch deals with both the reality of the
social contract and tripartism and with
various theories of corporatism. For
Panitch, corporatism is a system of
state-structured class collaboration
which poses acute dangers for the
working class.

Far from opening the possibility of
extending working-class control over
economic policy, corporatist structures
require that trade union leaders police
their memberships in the interests of
capital. Panitch rejects notions that seek
to blur the class character of the state by
talking of struggle within the state, and
ideas that it might be possible to use
corporatist structures to transform the
existing state into some sort of social
corporatism.

As a critique of social-democratic
ideology and practice, Panitch’s attack
on corporatism is fine but his class
struggle versus corporatism approach is
nevertheless rather one-sided. What is
interesting about some ‘corporatist’ so-
cialisms — such as Austro-Marxism and
Guild Socialism — which sometimes
espoused themes of ‘social peace’ and
class collaboration is that they also
developed ideas about workers control,
for example, that prefigure a society of
socialist democracy. Functional re-
presentation in a capitalist society might
be a recipe for class collaboration, but
get rid of the capitalists and it might be an
essential element in a system of socialist
democracry for a highly differentiated
working class.
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Engels updated

JUDITH ARKWRIGHT

Review: Women's Work, Men’s Property.
Eds. Stephanie Coontz and Peta Hender-
son.

Published by Verso

TO MOST PEOPLE male domination of
society seems inevitable and universal.
Even feminists and socialists have had
difficulties in tracing the origins of
women’s oppression.

The essays in this volume attempt to
offer, sometimes differing, perspectives
on the development of sexual inequality
and in so doing make one of the most
important contributions to the debate in
recent years.

For Marxist feminists the reference
point for the discussion has often been
Engels’ Origins of the family, private
property and the state. Yet itis now widely
acknowledged that the book has many
flaws both on the level of anthropological
data and on certain theoretical issues. All
cight authors in the volume place them-
selves within Engels’ general framework,
rejecting the notion that biology is destiny
or that women’s oppression is not inti-
mately bound up with class society.
However, they all also criticise and in
some cases develop the Marxist perspec-
tive, drawing on impressive anthro-
pological evidence from 'slave society,
ancient Greece to modern day societies
in West Africa and elsewhere.

In their essay, ‘Property forms, political
power and female labour in the origins of
class and state societies’, Stephanie
Coontz and Peta Henderson take on the
criticism of Engels. They explain that,
contrary to his contention, male domi-
nance has been shown to exist in some
pre-class societies. The process whereby
male domination arose is uneven, they
explain, and in fact in some more
developed societies, for example, in
parts of West Africa, women actually
appear to be more in control than in some
more primitive societies, depending on
the particular developments.

Engels, they claim, states in rather too
sweeping a way thatwomen’s oppression
developed from private property, class
society and the state. In fact all these three
developed at differenttimes and different
paces and the growth of women’s op-
pression also therefore had a different
relation to these processes. For Hender-
son and Coontz, Engels left many
questions either open or confused. Why,
they ask, if we do not assume innate
biological differences between men and
women did men gain control? What is the
role of the division of labour between

Editedby
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PROFERTY

The Origins of Women's OPPrcssion

men and women (a division which Engels
appeared to accept as ‘natural’).

All the authors in this volume are
addressing similar questions and in
general they agree on certain basic
issues which help to codify many of the
discussions of the women’s movement in
recent years. First they all acknowledge
that the division of labour between men
and women is a social construct and
whilst it may not be automatically une-
qual it became so because it coincided
with other developments in different
societies. They reieci the notion that the
origins of women’s inequality lie in
women’s role in reproduction, claiming
instead, as Engels did, that it was bound
up with the struggle to control women’s
labour and products. Control of women’s
reproductive powers followed from this.

Although male domination does not
appear to have been present in the
carliest communal societies it was al-
ready present in the earliest class
societies. The authors reject the idea of a
move from communal societies to advan-
ced societies with no intervening social
formation or mode of production. While
disagreeing on the precise forms they
agree that such a formation was based on
some kind of collective or group
property. They call such societies lineage
or kin corporate societies in which ties of
kinship determined the organisation of
work and the appropriation of goods. It

was in these societies that male domina-
tion was first identified.

The authors show how the system of
patrilocality — whereby women had to
move to the husbands’ kin group at
marriage — played a key role in this. In
other words, since Engels, new research
and development of the women’s move-
ment has show that female subordination
preceded and even laid the basis for, the
emergence of privale property and the
state. In the words of the introduction:
‘The oppression of women provided a
means of differential accumulation
among men, which inturn gave some men
special access to the labour and re-
productive powers of women, as well as
to the services of other men.’

The immense value of the book is that it
both codifies these basic tenets of a
Marxist feminist analysis, but also takes
the discussion on and develops a debate
among the contributors.

The main differences occur over the
precise origin of male domination and its
evolution, as well as the exact form of the
pre-class society lineage or kin corporate
social formations. Coontz and Hender-
son agree with another contributor,
Leibowitz, that male domination emer-
ged within these societies because of
changes in producflon techniques which
in turn gave rise to an informal division of
labour. This division of labour gradually
became institutionalised as surplus and
exchange developed. Leibowitz gives the
example of the introduction of projectile
hunting which changed the organisation
of hunting in a way which gradually
excluded women.

Nicolle Chevillard and Sébastien
Leconte, in their coniribution, judge this
too deterministic. They see the of male
domination as the result of a conscious
effort by men in these societies to control
women's production and the surplus that
it engendcred.

Coontz and Henderson argue, on the

-other hand, that there were features of the

system of parrilocality which allowed the
potential inequalities of the ‘kin cor-
porate mode of production’ to develop.
The mode of production that emerged
was based on kin corporate property and
the circulation of labour through mar-
riage. Male domination thus developed
in a more gradual way.

These last points begin to touch on the
nature of women’s struggle against op-
pression and on the common interests or
otherwise between lower class men and
women as a group. The collection’s
fundamental contribution, however, is in
pointing the way to a more thorough-
going debate in the women’s movement
where a Marxist view can be verified. It is
an excellent riposte to those in the
women’s movement who have tried to
refute a Marxist analysis
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Wedding

BY OUR COURT
CORRESPONDENT

ANOTHER ROYAL WEDDING is upon
us, this time Andrew and Fergie. For
many on the Lefi the wedding is an
occasion merely for saying ‘stuff the
monarchy’ and reflecting that while
royalty is a circus for the masses,
nobody really takes it seriously
nowadays. The real battle remains
between the workers and the bosses
and royalty is an irrelevant sideshow.
Such an approach would be a mistake.
It overlooks the very important
idcological and constitutional role
which the monarchy plays in our society,
and the ways in which royal doings —
births, marriages and deaths — are
deployed in a quite conscious way by
the ruling class.

The British royals are going through
somcthing of a boom. Royalty has to
reproduce itself, and reproduce itself in
sufficient quantitics o eslablish a viable
functioning unit - an extended family
with the necessary number of princes
and princesses to carry out all the royal
duties. Hence the importance put on the
sclection of wives and husbands for the
said royal personages, with all the
attendent gynaecalogical examinations
and selection of the right ‘types’.

While royalty was once quite remote,
now a positive premium is put on public
accessibility — not only to the routine
comings and goings, but also fo mtimate
details. The growing over of the royal
family into soap opera was nicely
demonstrated at Ascol when Joan
Collins of ‘Dynasty’ staged her own
walkabout to clash with the arrival of Di
and Fergie. As all the popular press
pointed out, it was difficult to tell who
was soap opera and who was royalty.

The present royal family is doing a
splendid job — not only two royal
marriages in quick succession, the
doings of ‘randy Andy’, a succession of
royal births, all topped off by a
magnificent royal grandmum, loved by
the nation.

Allthis is aimed at securing popularity
for a group of pcople who above all
represent continuity, the continuity of
British bourgeois socicty. But the peace
which the British bourgeoisie made with
the monarchy in the seventeenth century
was quite different to the myth of a
family who provide some public
entertainment and social cement. British
bourgeois society is quite literally o
‘constitutional monarchy” and the
monarchy plays an active political role

Abolish the monarchy

in this arrangement. A reminder of this
came in a sticky little business which the
royal family carried off with some
aplomb recently  the death of Mrs
Simpson, the American-born Dutchess
of Windsor. Edward VIl was not
allowed to have an American wife
because it interrupted the myth of @
‘British” and ‘royal” monarchy to which
the armed forces, every member of
parliament, the civil service and so on
could swear ‘loyalty’. By contrast, a
monarch who is pure entertainment like
prince Ranier in Monaco had no such
problems.

The British government is ‘Her/His
Maijesty’s government’. The monarchy
invites someonc to form a government
after ecach general election. By
convention the leader of the winning
party is invited to form the government.
But as we move into a fragmented party
system in which there may be no winner,
the political role of the monarch is likely
to become more transparent. Imagine if
our beloved monarch was faced with a
choice between a left Labour
government or an Alliance government,
if both parties had a roughly equal
number of scats.

The monarch has an absolute right to
dissolve parliament. We can be sure
that in a period of actute social and
political crisis all these so-called
‘formal’ rights would if necessary be
used with utter ruthlessness. The
monarchy has a select political advisory
group, the Privy Council, which could
act as a council of war in such a
situation (by an historical accident Tony
Benn is a member of it).

Utilising the power to summon and
dismiss parliaments and governments,

the monarchy would also possess the
power to appeal directly to the nation,
to call on loyalty to the Crown against
subversive governments and
parliaments, or ex-governments and
ex-parliaments, or insurgent workers.
Here the popularity of the monarchy
would come into its own.

The loyalty of the armed forced to the
Crown is, of necessity, absolute. The
political powers of the monarchy, in
order to preserve its mystery and
charisma, must be used with extreme
circumspection. Despite the occasional
reactionary rantings of Prince Philip, the
hurly-burly of day-to-day bourgeois
politics is strictly avoided. But the
monarchy is there, with its powers and
potential intact, and let nobody think
that it could not be used.

Far-sighted members of the
establishment clearly understand this,
and this is why they raise a critical
cyecbrow when Prince Charles visits the
homeless under Waterloo bridge, talks
to flowers, or speculates on Nirvana. In
general, however, they can content
themselves with the thought that such
cccentricity won't be too much of an
obstacle when it comes to putting down
the plebs.

Scorn for the monarchy on the Left
goes hand in hand with a curious
incapacity to combat it. Some very
leading members of the parliamentary
Labour left have steadfastly refused to
countenance abolition of the monarchy
as a serious demand and slogan. Often
it has been left 1o people like Willie
Hamilton, a right winger, to raise
questions about the Civil List, and
generally throw mud at royal parasites.

Such left passivity is encouraged by
simplistic stereotypes which see the
royals as simple entertainment and of
no independent political significance.
Abolition of the monarchy, a simple
republican, bourgeois-democratic
demand, should be as much a part of
the socialist programme as abolition of
the House of Lords.

For the royals are not just there to
breed acceptance and loyalty to the
status quo, any more than the House of
Lords has a purely ideological function.
They are also there to (literally) rally the
troops against fundamental social
change. Not ‘stuff the wedding’ but
‘down with the monarchy — for a
workers’ republic’ should be the
socialist slogan!
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