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A common query from readers of our
first issue—What do we have to hide?
Are we afraid of admitting that Socialist
Review is a magazine set up by the
Socialist Workers Party?

In fact, the omission of any reference to
the SWP was not a result of any dark
plot. Quite simply, in the rush of
producing the first issue we forgot.

Socialist Review was indeed set up on
the initiative of the Socialist Workers
Party. But, as should by now be ocbvious,
it is not any narrow ‘party-line’ |
magazine. We hope to involve socialists
of many different viewpoints in
contributing to the analyses and
discussions that take place within its
pages and, hopefully, in editing 1t.

The present issue is a case in point. It
contains a special supplement devoted to
assessing the significance of the events of
1968 for revolutionary socialists. In
bringing it together, we have tried to
ensure that the viewpoints of those
outside the SWP are represented.

We will be continuing our review of the
last ten years in our next issue, which will
include an interview with Sheila |
Rowbotham on the womens’ movement
and an article by Richard Hyman on the
British labour movement since 1968.

Finally, our apologies to Monstrous
Regiment. In fact, it was they, not
Women’s Theatre Group, who put on
Vinegar Tom,scenes from which
illustrated David Edgar’s article in our
last issue.
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" Making racism respectable

Margaret Thatcher’s now notoriowe World in Action interview

thrust the issue of immigration (a polits

word for ‘raciam’) into the

centre of British politics. With & few cardfully chosen plrases,
Thatcher set the stamp of respectability on the Nazis’ propaganda

about the danger of British ‘eniture’ beinyg ‘swamped’ by hordes of

the Tory deputy leader, William
Whitelaw, to the Conservative
Central Council on 7 Aprik.

The report of this meeting by |
the political editor of the Sun- |
day Times gives an impression |
of the extent to which open |
racialism is enting away at the |
1 to join Asian familics scitled in

‘A succession of parliamen- |

Tory rank and file:

tary candidates came to the
microphone. The man from
Leicester South spoke Jn
defence of “we the historical
peoples of Great Bratain®™ . . .

- From Luton West we heard
the case for “humnn and sensi-
bic repatriation™ .
‘Wakhamstow delivered the
same wmessage. Repatriation

had a “legitimate role”, positive |
discrimination was racist, the § |
Comm:mun for Racial Equali- }

repatriation,
that the New Commonwealth’s
34 per cent share of the local
birth rate was the “stark reality”
of a national problem.

‘Then there was the man from |
York, a doctor. He was against |

repatriation, but was much
bothered by discase, especinlly
tuberculosis and hookworm.

Hamtedhglnermdul

checks on all people coming in,
“whether”, he said tolerantly,

“they are brown, yelow - or
{ black™.’

The actual measures propos-
ed by Whitelaw will cut im-

migration by a fraction and will
- hardly affect the size of the
biack popuiation in Britain. But

there is a vicious, racialist twist
to the proposals.

The Tories intend to sct up a
register of dependents entitied

Britain—if they are not
registered within a year the
dependents’ right of entry will
mpee. A quota will be fixed for
the number of Asian im-
migrants allowed to come into

the country cach year.

Worse still for black people
living in Britain, Whitelaw
plans to introduce a system of
‘internal’ control’ aimed at
catching illegali immigrants.
Whatever the form this system
would take—identity cards?
passbooks a la South Africa?—
it can only mean for black
people even more harassment
and discrimination on the part
of the state and employers.

Labour has been quick off the

‘mark in denouncing the Tory

proposals and has in general,
since the Thatcher interview,
tried to present itsclf as a
genuinely anti-racialist party.
However, many of the Tory

' proposals—on quetas and mn-

ternal control, for example, are
more or less identical to those

Al

contained in the report of the
parliamentary Select Com-
mittee on Race Relations and
[mmigration published in
March.

The report infuriated even
the liberal press. The Financial
Times headed its editorial on
the subject ‘Outbidding Mrs
Thatcher’ and declared of the
report:

‘It would have been more
straightforward simply to have
endorsed the views of Enoch
Powell'.

The report was, huwcwr
‘bipartisan’. It was signed by
Tory MPs and five Labour
MPs, including Syd Bidwell of
the Tribune group, as member
for Southall a prominent figure
in vanous anti-racialist cam-
paigns. In the March/April
issue of Labowr Monthly
Bidwell had written:

" ‘In the coming gemeral elec-
tion ‘Tory candidates will

be ceawling in the gutter with
Natioiml Front candidates. Our
hope is.that there will be few
Labour candidates: doing
likewise’. By his own conduct,
Bidwell has shown how fecbie
that hope is.

Of course, the Sclect Com-
mittee report does not represent
official Labour government
policy. But there arc signs that,
in the recesses of Whitehali,
more attacks ‘on black people
arc being prepared. :

There 18, for instance, the
Green Paper on British
Nationahty Law. Issued with
little publiciy.in Apnl 1977, the
Green Paper was generally
welcomed. But 1ts proposals if
implemented, could mean
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another twut m thc raciakist
scTew, W

Current British nationality
law is an inheritance of empire.
There are about 950 million

‘British. ccts’. Most live in
former izh column, now
independent states, in Asia,

Africa and fhe West Indics. All
of them, if they were to live in
Britain, would have full civil
and political rights just as if they
had been born here.

Before 1962 all British sub-

jects also had the right to enter
Britain frecly. Since then a
series of racialist immigration
Acts have restricted the right of
entry to the dependents of
people already settled here and
‘patrials’—people whose

parents or grandparcnts were

born in Britain.

‘Close ties’

The aim of the Green Paperis
to marry the law on citizenship
to this racialist immigration
legislation. Under its
provisions, those British sub-
jects with ‘close ties’ to Britain
will become British Citizens
with the unqualified right to

enter Britain. There will also be

a second-class British Overseas
Citizenship for the citizens of
remaining British colonies, who
will not have the right to enter
Britain.

The Green Paper ignores the
sitaation of citizens of indepen-
dent Commonwealth countrics
hkf.- Indm, Jamaica and Nigeria
living in this country. As Anne
Dummett puts itin the bricfing
referred to above:

‘It has not said what nghts

they would have, or whether |

they would retain thmrfreednm
to come ami go. Supposing they

did not retain this freedom, 1t is |
not said whether or on what |

t i
British citize Possi their - "
o 1t oo o | areas of the neighbouring Arab

conditions they might

status will remain as at present;
it is most unfortunate that this is

not made clear, especially with |

regard to voting and working in
the public service'.

Deprived

In other words, under this
Green Paper it is p-nmhl: that
black people living in this

their right to enter Britain freely
and may lose the right to vote
here because their ‘links’ with
Britain are not close enough.

* The following comments on the
Green Paper draw heavily on A.
Dummeir British Naviogelity Law.,
20p from Action oy on Im-
migration and Natlonality, clo
JCWI 44 Theobaids Road, London
W(Ct 85P.

Underlying this Green Paper
is the objective of bringing
PBritain into line with . other

Common Market countries. On
.the Continent, mmigrant
-workers have no rights in the

countrics where they work.
’Ihcyareahens denied the right
to participate in the politics of
the ‘host’ countries, liable to
deportation at any moment.
Obviously, this position
drastically weakens the ability

‘Middle E:st

of immigrant workers to
organise and fight for better
wages and conditions.

The 197! Immigration Act
was introduced by the Tory
government as a step in this
direction. Labour in opposition
denouced the Act and is now
tightening it up. The proposals
on citizenship (promised in that
famous left-wing election

Manifesto in 1974) seek to bring
immigrant workers closer tothe

g .

condition of contract workers,
brought inte the country under
work-permits, rightless and
subscrvient to the employers.
Paradoxically, at a time when

the growth of the Anti Nazi

League has isolated the Nazis,
their racialist idcas arc morc
influential than ever before.

‘The Nazis will not be defeated

unless the racialism of the
Labour and Tory parties is

challenged. Alex Callinicos

Israel elastlc borders

‘1 would like to stress that we
want peace

Prime Minister Beigin last

month. As he spokc Isracli jets |
towns and |}

were flattening
villages in Southern Lebanon,

and thirty thousand troops were |

lauvnching a huge and brutal

- military operation. As if to §
| commemorate thirty years of |
| the Zionist state, Icbanon was |
| invaded in the best lsraeli tradi- |

tion,

lsmelhasgonemwar emerging
larger each time, and yet each
time apparently not satisfied.
Like some mnintcenth century
imperial power in Afnca, the
very Jogh: for Iarael’s existence
seems to be to gobble up whole

states.
The Israchi explanations for
this years’ invasion are

I transparent. The claim that it -

represents a reprisal for the
Palestinian raid necar Tel-Aviv

| is simply rubbish. Israel has
| long desired to extend its
| northern border up thn;l.h
country may be deprived of | Southern Lebanon to the Litani
| River—based on Biblical
| references to the

wmtnnlnngcr being held at bay

more than any other |
nation ununh',inﬂstedhruli |

In 1948, 1956, 1967 and 1978

enctoachment. In moch the

extent of §

i economic

by the- right-wing Christian
forces that Israel had been
arming and supplying A full
scale invasion of the area had
been planned for months—and
n terms of Isracl’s real am-
bitions, it had been planned for

years. The raid ncar Tel-Aviv. |

was onc of many ‘justifications’
which might have been used for
the inevitable expansion to the
north.

Expand
On the basis of Biblical
references Israel will want to

| expand eastwards too, as far as
| the Euphrates River in iraq. In

fact Israel’s borders are as
clastic az its leaders want to
make them. Any number of
Biblical myths can be used for

| furﬂl:r!andmhnrfullmk

wars and ihvasions. But just
why does Isracl find these

Like any other scttler state,
the history of Israel has from
1 been ome of

same way, with a similar
Biblical motivation, the white
nincteenth century. For the
Zionist hardliners  today the
invasion of Lebanon bas its
advantages—

Lcbanon, like the Qccupied

| Territories of the West Bank, is
{ arich and fertile area—but it is

not simply a military exercise

"I agninst the encmies of Israel, |
1 appeared by no means indicate

more an extension of Israel

] government'’s
| Lebanon and their approach to
{ ‘peace’as a whole. The 300 army

control over areas rightfully
theirs. For
hardlines to accept limitations
to these rights, would be to put
into question the whole bais
for their cxpansion into he West

! Bank, Gaza, Golan, and Sinai,

as weli as the loge for the
original occupation of Palestine

| and the expulsion of its Arab

imhabitants.
But there iz more than one

Il varicty of Zionism. What has
| frightened Beigin and the
i hardliners since the invasion

has been the response of many

Israelis particularly the young,
who have reacted against the
strategy in

officers who began the “Peace
Now' movement reflect the view

1 of many Ibaraclis that this time
| Beigin has gone too far. For
i many of the
| demonstrated for ‘peace’ in Tel-
| Aviv {the equivalent of a rally of

40,000 who

750,000 in Britainf) retention of
only some of the Occupied
Territories, and a2 comprcmise
agreement with the Arab states
and the Palestinians is the best
way of ensuring Israel's securi-
ty, and keeping swect with
Washington—Israel’s banker
and source of her mass of
weaponry. The right has started
its own ‘Secure Peace’ move-
ment, but the damage to the
Zionist establishment has
already becn done,

The cracks which have

Deserted Paiestine refugee camp

these Zionist

4




the development of an anti-
Zionist current in Israel, but do

suggest that the ideas which for -

thirty years have been used to
justify any violence or
arrogance against the
Palestinians or the neighbour-
ing Amab states are at last
wearing a little thin.

Missing

What has c¢xcited many

Israelis into their opposition to |
Beigin has been the fear that |
{ nail in his coffin. It will have
* | been pat there by Beigin and the

Israel is missing the important
opportunities to secure ‘peace
. which have been offered by the
largest and most important
Arab state, Egypt. Almost
forgotten behind the events of
the invasion is Sadat’s initiative,
begun last October, to complete
4 deal with Israel behind the
backs of all the other Arab

states, which would exclude the |
t Palestinians who have suffered

i most deeply. But the irony of

main party to the whole con-
flict, the Palestinians.

Sadat made cnormous con-
cessions. He recognised Israel,

in itseif the most disgusting |

betrayal of the Palestinians. He
made a great show, both in
Isracl and in Egypt, of em-
bracing Beigin, the main
architect of the terror cam-
paigns of the 1930s and 1940s
which brought off the murders
of hundreds of Palestinians. He
welcomed Beigin to Egypt on
the very spot on which Israeli

bombs and missiles had rained

down in two successive wars.
And Sadat obtained nothing.

Nothing

In fact of course Beigin had
nothing to give. His own intran-

sigent brand of Zionism madeit |

impossible for him to accept

any limitations to Isracli rights |

in ‘Eretz Israel’, What the young
Israclis fear is that this attitude

States (which has its relations
with the oil-rich Arab States to
consider), but that Sadat, so
rebuffed, will be driven into the
camp of the Arab ‘rejectionists’,
and closer to the Palestinians.
But even Sadat must have
known the likely outcome to his
advances. They were doomed

ike all his schemes. For Sadat's

own record of failure is quite
exceptional., Under his
guidance Egypt has ac-
cumulated a grotequesly huge
fnremn debt of 16 billion. The
majority of Egypt's forty
million population are poorer
than cver. Sadat's grandiose
investment schernes have failed
dismally, with the only obvious
result the movement of

fully into the Western economic

] unecmployment

camp. Egypt's dependence
upon the United States is now
s0 great as to give its rulers no
further room for manoevre.
Thus Sadat’s initiative’ towards
Israel was an attempt to
pressurc the US into disciplin-
ing Israel into a new scttiement.

Sadat, for his own desperate
reasons, did offer Beigin an
unprecedented opportunity to
fix up a ‘peace’ deal. Sadat's
failure to find any response to
his concessions wili be another

hardline Zionists, who would
not compromise. But that after
all is what the core of Zionism is
about. Armogance, violence and
expansion have always
characterised colonial settler
states.

Along with the Lebanese, it
has of course been the

the recent cvents is that in the
long run they may lead to a real
strengthening of the Palestinian
movement. The great weakness
of the movement it its political
dependence of the leaders of the
Arab states. The treachery of

i the Arab governments, in par-

ticular the “progressive’ Libya,

Iraq and Symia, who stood by

and watched as the Isrulig

pounded Lebanon, has been a
timely
Palestinians that they are quite
alone in the Middle East. It has
exposed the compicte cmptiness

of the ‘Rejection Front’ of Arab |

states (those claiming to reject
diplomatic manoeuverings with
Isracl), whose conferences in
Tropoh and Algiers pledged
solidarity with Palestine.

Even the established fleft* of
the movement was deeply in-
volved with one or other of the
Arab leaders.

Different

Now the genuinc
revolutionaries within - the
Palestinian movement, who
have for long been opposed to
the purely nationalist
‘moderate’ leadership with their
manoevrings and diplomatic
games, have the opportunity to
argue for a different approach
to the liberation of their coun-
try. |

Until now the left within the
movement has distinguished
itself by insisting on a continua-
tion of the armed struggle in
opposition to Arafat and
the other ‘moderate’leaderswho
rclicd on the diplomatic road.
The revolutionarics maust
develop their strategy further.

This must mean on the one

reminder to the

| (The riota,

f build a relationship
! workers’ movements of the
i Arab countries must go ahead if
i the complete betrayal of the
i Arab leaders is ever to be
| effectively opposed. The worst
i cncmies of for example, the

t unite with
i movements for a real change in

| Arab East. Phil Marfleet

hand a much greater concentra-
tion of Palestinian efforts in the
Occupied Territories and in
Israel, where the Palestinian
population is more deeply
involved and comn to the
movement than eveétr before.
hstrations,
strikes and limitdd military

{ actions in the West Bank, Gaza
| and Galilee all bear this out.)

Secondly a real attempt to
with the

Syrian , Jordanian and Egyp-
tian pecoples—Assad, Hussein

¢ and Sadat—are also the worst

enemies of the Palestinians. To
the workers’

the area is the basis for there to
be any serious possibility of

| bringing down the Zionist state.

If these changes in strategy

| can be forced through by a re-
| alignment of revolutionaries

within the movement, it may

| well be that the invasion of
i Lebanon, though another bitter
| expenence for the Palestinian
| people will mark a turning

point in the for the

| With luck the Liverpoel un-

cmployed will enjoy successive
days in May. On 9 May a city-
wide strike has been called and
the following day Liverpool

| meet Bruges in the European
| Cup Final at Wemblcy.
will not only alienate the United §

Certainly the conference on
"held on
Merseyside nearly a monthago,
which called for the May 9th
stoppagc was a real step
forward. The delegates agreed
to make | May a demonstration
against the dole and to back a

Right to Work march to Lon-

don in latc May/carly June.

But on the negative side 1
looks again az if, tragically, the
recognised Iudullnp—ufﬁmal
and unoificial—want . to do
anything rather than fight.
Whether the stoppage its¢lf is a
real one or descends into a call
for a delegate lobby of Parlia-
ment will depend heavily on
shop stewards from plants such
'as Dunlop, Birds Eye and
Triumph. ’

Several of them are united in

a very effective Right to Work
committee but whether they can
push the city’s labour move-

" ment into a real day of action

remains an open qucstion.
What is clear is that ‘the

‘problem of the depressed areas’

is here to stay. The last quarter-
ly report to the Government's
Manpower Services Commis-
sion (MSC) stresses that up till

the middle of last year un-’

employment in the North West,
North East, Scotland and
Northern Ireland had not been
rising faster than in the more
prospcrous areas. Since then
the old trend of the late 1960s
has returned, and this time of
course in a much more cxtremse
form.

No surprise

So cxtreme, in fact, that the
MSC is now talking glibly of
‘permancnt pnnllel employ-

ment’; job creation, subsidics to
companies, ‘work experience’
on an indefinite basis. It is hard
to see quite what the MSC or

Fighting backon Merseyside|

the Government thinks this
would do in, say, Knowsley,
Kirkby or Skelmersdale, where

‘one in four is on the dole, or in

parts of the North East, where

- local unemployment is cven

l.lgm' I- ] -
The movement of employ-
ment away from the “develop-
ment areas’ into the in-
dustrial heartland is something
we noted in our last issuc
(*Merseyside: Testing Ground”).
It is a movement almost entirely
made up of the large, mul-
tinational firms attracted by
Government gifts and cheap
lonas in the 1960s: Leyland,
GEC, Lucas, Spillers, Mon-
taguc Burton, Courtaulds,
Unilever—the hist goes on and
on.
" For the most part this process
is a quite dchberate and
thought-out “rationalisation’,
Unilever, for cxample, have
been facing thl.;_ needf ;3
rnngpmac’ their frozen fo
subsidiary, because of a squecze
from other manufacturers, and
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as the best-organised Birds Eye

plant, Kirkby was the obvious |

target. |

Government support, or im-
port restrictions are also being
used by such firms to give
themselves breathing space and
time to withdraw to the ‘centre’
of the economy. For example,
Coats Patons, with a £2 million
Temporary Employment Sub-
sidy has quitely been getting rid
of people at the same time.

Courtaulds has reccived TES |

and protection from certain

low-cost imports while closing |

plants and reducing manning
levels.

Coles Cranes, receiving

£8.000 a week TES for its

Sunderland plant, isatthesame [ munists, without rosy prospects

time offering an extra £6.52 a |
| quarter and in the social club

week for working an extra hour
and giving overtime if the deal is
accepted.

It would be mistake to ignore

the level of redundancics even at + |
the heart of British industry in |

the West Midlands: the Black
country town of Oldbury, for

cxample, is being especially

hard hit by loss of jobs, againin |
large firms such as Tube In-

vestments.

1930s levels

numbers of school-leavers com-
ing onto the dole. On
Merseyside there will so0on be

about 40,000 more people in

search &f jobs, lifting local |

unéﬁplnyment to real 1930s
levels,

Mcanwhile, the confidence
for any sort of fightback still has |

to bé won. Leyland workers
have reacted with anger

their jobs, but so far the only

full-blooded responses to the |

sack this year have beenin small

plans—Scotfisco and Kirkby

Fashion Designs—by women.
On the other hand disputes

over manning are running |

second only to pay stoppages
{though a long way bechind).
There have been threc major
manning strikes on Merseyside,
none of them defeated but none
nutnght victories. The pruhlem
is one of co-ordinated action:

the kind of city-wide general

strike not seen in Britain for
years.

march on London may provide
the initial confidence
Merseyside and similar areas
need to break the paralysis of
mass unemployment. Dave
Field

to the |
paltry sums uffcrod in return for |

Action on May 9 and the

| they begin to march towards
i the city centre,

| trafﬁc

Italy

in Milan. Two young friends,
Fausto Tinelli and ‘Iaio” lanuc-
¢i, one an apprentice the other a

student, one 18 the other 19, go |
1 the demonstiration, and take to
overturning cars and smashing |
1 windows. f
The plate windows of -|
e | the way for a right wing

| takeover. Thathuhn:nlhmr
| strategy ever since they planted
{ the bombs at Piarza Fontana in

out to get some cigarettes before
the jarz
local social club. Both of them

are known to have sympathies |

with the revolutionary lcft but

| ncither is an activist.

They arc just like thousands
of other young people in the
city—to the left of the Com-

of getting a job, active in their

which they help to run in an
occupied building.

It is two days since Moro was
kidnapped by the Red Brigades.
The city is still tense from the
general strike on Thursday, the
press 18 full of the need to tally
to the defence of the State in its
bour of peril.

Tinelli and Janucci walk

club, into Via Mancinelli, a

: 1 dark and deserted street with
But the crunch is in the areas §
of high unemployment, and itis |
going to be accentuated by large |
exce

concrete walls on either side.
Suddenly they are accosted by

before there is a
muffled scund of shots being
fired from revolvers fitted with
. gilencers.

Ianucci falls mmedmtely,
shot in the neck. Tinelli tries to
escape but as he runs he is hit
five times from behind. Both of
them die within minutes.

At the jazz concert their
friends cannot believe what has
happened. There are scenes of
hysteria and uticr despair. The
free radios of the city begin to

"intone their message for all

those who are hstening: “Two
comrades have been shot by the
fascists. Assemble immediately
in Piazza Loreto’.

By 11 p.m. more than 2,000
people are in the square. Arms
linked, chanting and shouting,

blocking the

6

concert starts at their |

| pathics
i revolutionary left.
round the corner from their |

Four days in Milan

13 March 1978, Saturday night | all the way down Corso Bucnos

I club they have no doubts who is

Aires. The Autonomi, who
believe in the imminence of an
armed struggle with the State,

break off from the main bodyof |
| fascists want to use the situation

in smithercens. The police
arrive in force; skirmishes
between the Autonomi and the
carabinieri go on till the early
hours of the morning.

19-20 March. In the days that |

follow the killing of Fausto and

1 Iaio the press does everything it

can to minimise the event or to
explain it away. For them it ia

| inconvenient andd awkward that

the first victims of the chimate of
tension created by the kidnap-

ping of Moro should be two |

innocent teenagers whose sym-
were with the

Vanous storics are therefore

¢ invented. The assassination was

a ‘settling of accounts in the

i drug world of Milan’ according
f to the hypothesis of one |
three men. Hardly a word is §

newspaper. Another suggestis
that it was part of gang warfare
between the Autonomi and the
MLS, a Stalinist group with a
strong following at the universi-
ty.

Incensed

The friends and comrades of
Tinelli and Ianucc: are aghast
and incensed at these ‘inter-
pretations”. They cxplain to
anyonc who cares to listen that
their dead friends were not
involved in the drug world. The
only thing they had done was to
cooperate with an inquest
which the social centre had

launched to try and identify the -

sellers of heroin in their qnarter.

Neither of them was a member |

of the MLS or the

Autonomi. s i w::;,
avee '

At the Leoncavallo social

responsible for the killing:

1 ‘Faustc and Iaio have been

killed the fascists. The

to provoke us into violence, to

| pnshthemunuyintualtatenf

unbearable tension, to open up

December 1969, It has not
changed.’

Furious

{ 21 Mareh. The funeral has been
| fixed for the 22nd. At the trade

union headquarters in Milan a
furious fight breaks out over
whether there should be a

general strike the next moming,

to enable workers to attend the

The CISL and the UIL, the
Catholic and Social-Democrat
trade unions are in fl‘i"ﬂl_ll'. The
CGIL (Communists and

| Socialists) are agninst, though
| the Socmhstsdneverythm;m

their power to convince the

{ Communists, who are in the
| majority of the need to strike.

But the Communuts of the

| CGIL stand firm.

They argue that it is wrong to

| mobilise again so scon after the

general strike of the previous
Thursday, that the tengion in
the city will only be increased by
bringing the factories to a halt,
that the circumnstances surroun-
ding thc assassination &re
obscure, as arc the political
beliefs of the two ‘dead }
teenagers. They want a partial
stoppage in the north-cast of the
city only (the area where the
kitfling took place) and
assemblies in the rest of the
factories to discuss terrorism.

Theirs is an incredible posi-
tion, far more reactionary and
defensive than that of thc CISL
or the UIL., who are supposed to
be to their right.

Late at night, after a day of
incessant wrangling, a shabby
compromise is reached: the
initiative is to be left to the
individual factory councils, but
the official stoppage is to be

only for two howrs, which
hardly leaves any time
for workers from most parts

.of the city to go te t funeral

and get back again 22
March. In spite of the PCI's




attempt at sabotage, there are
more than 100,000 people at the
funeral of Fausto and laio. The
crowd is immense—larger than
that on the day of Moro’s
kidnapping. They have come
from all over Milan—workers,
students, the people of the
quarter. There i3 cven a delega-
tion from the factory council of
Fiat Mirafiore at Turin.

The funeral procession is led
by two middle aged women
holding a simple banner made
from an old sheet. On 1t is
written: ‘The mothers of every
comrade mourn for their sons
laio and Fausto.’

There has been an extraor-
dinary mobilisation of the
women of the guarter in the
days after the killing. They have
been on the radio to protest that
their sons are ncither delin-
quents nor drug addicts.

One of them recounts: ‘In the
505’ and 608" we were often in
the strects, picketing during the
strikes, protesting against the
Christian Democrats, At that
time it was the Communists
who led the struggles. But then
came the historic compromise
and today the real communists
are our gons and daughters.’

Silence

The procession proceeds
slowly, in absolute silence,
towards the church where the
funeral ceremony will take
place. It is only a few yeards
from the spot where the two
were gunned down on Saturday

evening.

The small square outside it is
absolutely packed, as arc all the
streets which lkead to it. When
the coffins come out of the

the last salute of a thousand
clenched fists.

Some one near the front
starts clapping and the ficree,
bitter applause spreads right
through the immense crowd, to
dic away as suddenly as it
started. Then therc is nothing
left to do but file slowly past the
place where Tinelli and Ianueci
fell. it has been barmed off and is
covered with hundreds of
flowers and messages from
those who knew them well and
those who knew them not at all.
Poutmlpt
communique issued by the Red

Brigades vesterday ends with
the words: “‘Honour to the

memory of comrades Tinelli
{ places, of course, where black
But their friends tell the |
‘We do not want |}
the praise of the Red Brigades |
and it can go straight back to |
where it came from. They arc |
} National Fromt activity: the
be used. For us their methods |

and Ianucci'.

newspapers:

trying to usc us but we will not

arc abhorrent and counter-
productive.’

If Italy does not now lurch to
the right it will be no thanks to
the Red Brigades but rather to
mass mobilisations like that
which took place, in the teeth of
all opposition, in Milan on 22

respects of the city to two dead
comrades, Fausto Tinelli and
‘Iaio’ Iannucci. Paul Richards.

NF and the Unions

The National Union of
Railwayhen’s _-decision to
threaien National Front
members with explusion has,
apart from sending Flect Street
into a frenzy, turned a necessary
spotlight on the fascist presence
within the unions.

The presence is not new. One
of the most poorly-organised
Bolton engineering works had a
Front convenor for years, and
the North West also saw an
example of NF strike-breaking
at Intex Yarns, when Asian
workers were attacked by thuge
‘defending’ the offices of the
National Union of Dyers and
Bleachers (recent sponsors of

Flushing out
he Front

the Anti Nazi League).

These examples are probably
less significant than the organis-
‘ed Front activity among post
office workers and train drivers.
London’s Upper St branch of
the UPW is controlled by the
NF, while fascists have also
tried to organise in the Mount
Pleasant and Rathbone Place
sorting offices.

R Ll
Betrayed - oo

'In - ASLEF the. Front
presence is betrayed by two
national conference
resolutions, but was alsc shown
when news of an executive

26 March. The §

decision to back a member
arrested on the Lewisham anti-
NF demonstration was leaked

| in an attempt to stir up opposi-
church, they are greeted with |
| Waterloo branch,

tion among train drivers in the

Much less well-known is a
presence in the motor industry.
There are, for example, about
half-a-dozen National Front
shop stewards in Leyland’s
Longbridge works. Longbridge
was also the scene of an ex-
cellent anti-NF demonstration,
when 200 assembly workers
refused to work with a Front

supporter, who was then moved |
i and Municipal Workers’ con-
{ ference.

elsewhere.

Well-organised
Similar strikes against racist
workers, or more often

and on London Transport: all

workers are relatively well-
organised.

Workpiaces where there are
no blacks employed at all,
however, have also seen

docks are a well-known case.
Less known is the recent NF
appearance in the NUM, on
Arthur Scargill’s home ground
of Barnsiey.

| The other face of the Front’s as

employers’ stooges. As yet this
is a rarc occurrence. Yet TGWU

1 London area officials in the
March 1978, to pay the last |

construction industry were the
subject of threais and attempted
break-ins last year by thugs,
almost certainly in the NF,

acting on behalf of lump labour § sponsors
branches and districts, 25 trades

sub-contractors. .

And the NF also showed it
hazs a nice class of member
during the recent lorry drivers’
strike in South Wales. On this

occasion two T&G officials §

were wamed to withdraw
pickets from one haulage firm
‘or there would be trouble’. The
employers conceined was the
chairman of the local Front
branch.

Shopfloor responses to the
Front, and the policies now
being put forward by branches
in a number of unions, have

hﬂnmﬂlychlnmw-

from strike action mentioned
carlier, the process nf challeng

ingFrnntm:mhenface—to-fnne ,
| =d to remain it could well grow

notable example was in the § to a point where local union

has also becn successful. A

UPW where a fascist from the
Rathbone Place, London, sor-
ing office contrived to be off

for a week after being

exposed in Socialist |
Worker.
What is new,

i Rolis-Royce

however, is the willingness of
rank-and-file militants to argue
for the cxpulsion of NF
members from the union, The
recent NUR executive decision
came after a resolution from the

 Watford branch protesting at

NF activities, Although the
executive decision has been
somewhat diluted it still
provides a basic approach.
What is really striking is that
the same approach should come
in four scparatc branch
resolutions—from Romford,
Croydon, Central London and
Hull Gas Staffs—to the General

The motions are unlikely to

| be reached but show how
| attractive the idea it of making
foremen, have taken place in |
hospitals, at London Airport |

fascism incompatible with un-
ion thembership. Another in-
tercsting point is that neither of
those two key ‘moderuic’
unions—the GMWU and
USDAW-—has an anti-
immigrant motion on the agen-
da, for the first time in scveral
years. .

The problemn with anti-NF
resolution, as with any others, is
of course pursuing them and
making them a reality. If all the

{ fine motions in opposition. to
| the NF at this year’s conferences

were enacted, the Front would

have few members with union -

cards. It i3 here that union
involvement in the Anti Nazi
League is crucial.
Sponsors -
By mid-Aprii ANL unijon
incladed 30 AUEW

councils, 11 NUM arcas and
lodges, 50 local Labour partics

¥ and six to ten branches from
| each of a number of unions:

TGWU, CPSA, TASS, NUJ,
NUT, NUPE. On the other
hand only 13 shop stewards’
committees had sponosred the
League at that stage, and
though these were in itmportant
factories—BAC, Leland and
for example— it is
at this level that the Front can
'be most effectively dealt with
and where the League is still
weak,

The Front is still badly
organised in industry and
relatively isolated, but if allow-

organisation was  seriously
‘threatened. Trade unjouists
should take their cue from the
Halifax firemen who were

offered £75 by the NF during

{ their stnke and refused to
| accept it. Dave Field

|
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Pakistan at

the brink

The intention of the Pakistani
junta, led by the Chicf Martial
Law Adminstrator General Zia-
ui-Haq, to execute former

Prime Minister Bhutto is anew || i
d:pendenoc on money from the
| reactionary Arab regimes.

vicious round in the faction-
fight inside the ruling class.
The loss of Bangladesh in
1971 almost destroyed
Pakistan. The bourgeoisic is too
weak, cowardly and corrupt to
hold the state together. Bhutto

saved Pakistan, but only by |
promoting the state machine |
wavering |

above the
bourgeoisie. |

Between 1972 and 1973 he
nationalised industrial and

financial units valued at 1.4

New phases?

| Denis

l ‘giveaway' budget gives away
peasants of the || vty little to Labour’s working-
| class supporters. According to

| the Economist, a married man -

billion US dollars. This is the
basis of his ‘socialism’ which
still confuses even some
revolutionaries.
facilitated the channeling of
resources to his political sup-
parters, the l.mdlurds of Sind
and the rich
Punjab.
More seriously for him,
Bhutto also created opposition
inside the army. He created a
para-military body, the Federal
Security Force, which in 1977
gof 14 per cent of the defence
budget and was much more
than a police force. He also
retired

supporters, although these have
not been very reliable.

Massh:e aid

that his regime depended on
massive financial aid from
Saudi Arabia and other reac-
tionary Arab regimes. When
these governments decided to
support the opposition
Pakistan National Alliance
{(PNA) Bhuito was in deep
trouble.

The PNA combined ultra-
reactionary lalamic groups, the
Tehrik-c-Istiglal, a capitalists’
party led by rctired Air Vice-
Marshal Asgar Khan, and the
regional opposition from
Baluchistan and the North West
Frontier Province (NWFP).
Faced with this combination
and a hostile army Bhutto had
no chance.

In fact they

most of the semior |
officers in favour of political |

repressive than Bhutto, which is

| sayingalot. The introduction of
| ‘Islamic’ punishments like

public executiion and flogging
is directly duc to the junta’s

The military has no answerte
the economic crisis other than
shooting workers or to the
separatist ambitions of
Baluchistan and NWFP other
than armics of occupation.
Bhutto was at least a successful
con-man with a good line in

| demagogy.
But Zia dare not get out by

Pakistan People’s

handing over to a civilian
regime. That would mean elec-
tions, and he has achicved the
incredible feat of almost en-
suring that Bhutto and his
Party,
overthrown by a serics of

generai strikes last year, would
‘win by a mile.

Apart from anything clse

Bhutto is & very vicious man.

and the junta can be in no doubt
about what he would do to them
if he regained power. To hold
elections would ncgate the
whole purpose of getting rid of
Bhutto in the first place.

Submission .

So the regime hangs on,
resorting to more and more
violence in an atiempt to
terrorise everyone into submis-
sion. The proposal to hang
Bhutto is the latest expedient.
The danger for Zia is that a
judicial murder might unleash

forces that even the army could
- ot control.
The existence of the

Pakistani statc is at risk. The
only possible basis of Pakistan
is religious communalistsn—the
idea of an Isiamic state The loss
of Bangladesh almost destroyed
this illusion and the Pakistani
ruling class is too weak to

support the state. The whole

show could collapse under the
sirain, especiaily as the army
proved to be incapable of
holding the regime together in
1968-71. The chaos that this
would cause in the whole region
cannot be imagined.

The tragedy is that there is no
socialist alternative to relate to
the mass activity of workers and
peasants. By default all this
support flows to Bhutto. With
Pakistan facing what mightbea
terminal crisis the need for such
a party becomes more and more
urgent. Barry Pavier

Healy's ‘sunshine’

on average carnings with two

| children ‘gets. from all the
{ budget and national insurance
i and other changes this April a

net increase in weekly take-

| home pay of precisely 744p".

Other people did mather
better, To quote the Economist
again: ‘A few years ago, it would
have been hard to imagine a
Labour chancellor doling out-

| tax concessions to the richer:
{ people in Britain; cxpressing
i \ delight that in future it will be
Bhuito’s big weakness was |

much easier to keep businesses
within the family—to hand
them on, with the minimum of
interference from the taxman,
from father to son; promoting
tax laws which are bound to be
riddied with possibilitics of
abuse. But, in the cause of small
business, Mr Healey has been
willing to do all this and more’.
Mcasures of this sort (ob-
viously aimed to rob the Tories
of their claim to be the cham-
pions of ‘free enterprise”) added
up to an clection budget. .
October this year looks more
and more like election-time.
There arc plenty of indications
that inflation will begin to rise
again in the autumn, While the
rate at which prices are in-
creasing may fall to seven per

cent early this summer, the
underlying ratc is going up.

The statistics which show this |
are the Price Commission’s

index of rises notified by big
firms, and the government’s
figures for

is the two per cent risc in March

of raw material prices, which |
hndbeenfalhngmhpnllast '
I yur '

So Callaghan and Healey

may well want to get the |

b general sccretary of the TGWU,
| hasbncumk:msllotufnmm

election over with before the
rate of inflation starts climbing

again. Most of the tax benefits |

come into effect in July, which
is also the month that the Lib-
Lab pact cxpires. Since the
Liberals do not look like renew-
ing the pact, Labour must cither
face a House of Commons of
which they do not command a
majority or risk an autumn
clection.

Tucked away

Crucial to all
calculations is the future of the
Social Contract. Tucked away
in the redbook of statistics
published -by the government
with the budget is the assump-
tion that ‘average pay.increases
in the year beginning August,
1978, will be about half the
average for the cuwrrent pay
round’,

TlmwnrkuuutasnSper

cent ceiling on wage increascs

wholesale and ¥
material prices. Most alarming |

and asav:npcrmntlimittuthc
rise in average earnings in 1978-
9. After their success in enfor-
cing the ten per cent limnit,

Callaghan and Healey arc
pressing for a much tougher
policy to follow it. Already the
new pay ceiling is being written
into the cash-limits on spending
in the public sector.

The government’s ability to
make this new Phase Four limit
stick will depend on the attitude
of the trade union leaders. The
latter will, almost certainly,
refused to buy a formal agrec-
ment along the lines of Phase
One and Two. Moss Evans,
Jack Jones's successor Aas

about ‘free collective bargain-

ing’ recently.
The signs are, therefore, that

{ the government will go it alone.
I According to the Financial
\ Times, the new limit will be

announced soon but:
‘Unlike last year, there will be
no attempt to seek a formal deal

| with the unions, since this
| would risk a politically damag-
| ing rebuff.

these §

‘Ministers still hope that the
TUC will support a continua-

| tion of the rulc maintaining a

12-month interval between pay

| settlements and not openly

oppose government policy’,
These hopes of TUC co-
operation may well be realised.
After all, in an election year, the
trade wnion leaders’ loyalty to

| the Labour government is likely

to take pricrity. Alex Callinicos
and Dave Field

I The new regime is ¢ven more
3




Back to the struggle

The electoral victory of the right
in last month’s legislative clec-
tions, unthinkable almost nine

months ago, has nonetheless |

resolved none of the pressing |
problems of French capitalism.
Initial enthusiasm on the
Bourse has faded as President
Giscard d’Estaing’s new govern-
ment shows little change from
the oid one.

The right-wing majority
remains politically divided. The

remain as stubbornly opposed
as before to any tajk of ‘opening

to the left’ after their furiously
reactionary electoral campaign

had kept them (just) ahead of |

the Socialists as the major
party. For his part, Guscard 18/
not much nearer to his ‘liberal’
am of drawing the Socialists
into a Centre coalition.

His “personal followang’, the
UDF, a loosc coalition of
various cenire groupings
achicved 21 per cent of the vote
but it nowhere near con-

political weight.
Nothing

The Socialists and the Com-
munists meanwhile have been
thrown into disarray by their
unexpected defeat, and have
characteristically resorted to
blaming each other for their

'['I}:Soéialia.uminnn.

position to respond to any

the alacrity with which their
leader Mitterrand (not to men-
tion the Communist hadcr,
Marchais, and the heads of the
two big Trade Union
federations) seized the offer of a
chat at the Elysee Palace
with the President, when none
of them had set foot inside the
door for over ten years.

The debate inside the

- which wants the party to return
to a more leftist language, so
that it can’t be outflanked by the
CP again.

It is among the Communists -
th.nt dissatisfaction is most

| significant, however. Already

| Marchais has been forced to

admit the existence of a debate

| inside the party, which of course
] he blames on a ‘bourgeois

offensive’ and the opposition of

§ dichard Stalinists opposed to
dichard Gaullists under Chirac |

the Party’s new image!
There are, of course, a few of
the latter but there iz a lot clse
besides. There are thosc who
want to the party to proceed
much further along the Eu-
rocommunist line, ecchoing

“criticism of the PCF by the

Spanish and [Italian Com-
munists; and those who having

{ been told to ‘wait until the
! Elections’ now want to know

what went wrong—if the elec-

tions were s0 important, why

| did the CP break up the Union
| of the Left and so lose the
sitituting a political party witha |
sound base and a permancnt |

comviction. At a recent
aggregate in Paris the audience
burst into laughter which the
local secretary joined in as he
read out the official party
explanation of the defeat.

It will be difficult to keep the
lid down on the growing debate.
As onc militant put it in a letter

10 a nonparty paper, “You want
i to push us back into our shell?

approach from Giscard despite | Too late, the shell is broken’.

The revolutionary left for its
Horn of Africa

The war in the Horn of Africa is
far from over. Military

preparations by the Ethiopian

¥ regime and its Russian and
Cuban allies are building up for
} a decisive confrontation with
{ the Eritrean liberation forces,
Carter has reiterated his

| warnings about Russian activi-

ty in Africa, and British foreign

sccretary David Owen has.
] joined in with a speech condem-
ning the Russians for initiating

a new ‘scramble for Africa’. Itis
clear that the West regards
events in the Horn as only one
aspect of a threatening sitvation

"] in Africa as a whole, particular-
- lymuthemﬂfm |

part faces a situation it too was
quite unprepared for. Its respec-
table vote in the first round,
around 3.3 per cent, shows that
it has ecstablished a certain
political presence. In many
ways the situation is quite
favourable.

The keading houry:ms paper,
Le Monde, pointed out in some

alarm that the reformist solu-

tion of the CP and SP now had
no chance of being im-

et show e, et i)

workers |
patience with their ‘traditional’
organisations before then. If the
revolutionary left can take the
initiative in the coming period
when the reformists are in such
disarray, there are great
possibilities.

They will only be able to do
this if they can shake themselves
free of their more rigid

sectarianism. Philip Spencer

Eritrea could be the key

Last month the Somasli
government was forced to

the Ogaden, the Somali-
populated south-cast region of
Ethiopia. Ehtiopian forces,
equipped with $1 billion worth
of Russian armaments and
gasisted by an estimated 16,000
Cuban troops, inflicted a

. Jecisive defeat in the conven-

tional war against Somalia.

‘The guerilla war fought by
the Western Somali Liberation
Front is continuing, however,
The WSLF has made several
claits to have killed Ethiopian

and Cuban troops in recent

clashes, and Ethiopian planes

bombed a Somali village in
‘retaliation for provocation’ by

| Somali guerillas.

The ~ defeat has caused a
political crisis in Somalia,
Young army officers attempted
a coup against Siad Barre's
regime in the second week of
Aprit. The attempt does not
seem to have been very well
planned, and it failed in a
matter of hours. Barre was
undoubtedly aware of the

danger of a coup, and had taken |

care to isolate returned troops
away from the capital. Eighty
executions of officers were
reported before the coup (this
was denied by Barre) and the
participants were reporied to be

| either killed or under arrest.

No evidence
Although the Russians might

| have gained from such a coup,

there is no evidence that they
were actunlhr behind it.
The fficance of the

| Ogaden victory to the Ethio-

pmnmﬂnaryreglme theﬂerg,
is enormous: wathout it their

| days were numbered. It also

means that they are in a much

stronger strategic position to
l fight the Eritreans—the route

plemented in Franch for the }
next five years and French |
might well lose |

from Addis Ababa to the port
of Djibouts is open again.
Eritrea was always the more
important
It is the most industrialised and
urbanised province of Ethiopia,
with a population of three
million—the same as in the

| whole of Somalia. Without

Eritrea, Ethiopia is landlocked.
It wili not be an easy war—the
Eritreans control 90 per cent of

{ the country.
historical scenarios and their -
own traditional inward-looking .

Suffered
The Eritrean struggie for

| independence is now in its
mteenthmr and in that

time the liberation movements
have seen allics come and go,
and suffered internal divisions
which still persist. Eritrea was

{ ‘an Italian colony until the end
| of the second world war. In
withdraw its regular forces from

1952 it was ‘federated’ with

1 Ethiopia by the British, who

{ had also re-imposed Haile

1 Sclassic’s corrupted and brutal

I regime on the Ethiopian after
the war.

The Eritreans’ consequently

have no illugsions about the

British, nor about the
Americans, who armed and
backed Seclassie and did nothing
to stop him smashing any
remaining Eritrean autonomy

| in 1962.

Facts like these show up the

hollowness of the present.
'R American and British protests

region to hold on to.
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about foreign intervention in
Afnca. They are Iargely respon-
sible for shaping the conflicts
which arc now occurring.

That said, the role of Russia
and Cuba in the Horn of Africa
should be paid to the myth that,
whatever their domestic faults,
they are somehow ‘progressive’
in their foreign policy.

As long as Sclassie remained
in power, the Russians had a
foothold in Somalia and conse-
quently backed the Eritreans.

fighters in 1969-70.

When the revolution in
Ethiopia in 1974 overthrew
Selassic, and a group of officers
armed with socialist rhetoric
took over, the Russians saw an
opportunity to cxpand their
influence. They tried to federate
Ethiopia, Eritrea, Somalia and
South Yemen. The aspirations
of the Somalis for “Greater
Somalia® encompassing the

.Ogaden and the Somali-

populated area of north eastern
Kenya, got in the way. There
was a switching of alliances: the
Americans were kicked out of
Ethiopia in April last year and
the Russians from Somalia in
November.

The Somali regime suddenly
ceased to be ‘Marxist’ while the
Derg in Ethiopia became a
model soclahst government.
The Derg’s need to recapture
Eritrea has transformed the
Eritreans from national libera-
tion movements into the ‘pawns

ding to Pravda.

Airlifted
-The Cubans have officially

Eritrean capital, Asmara. The

Front commented
there to play football’
The international alliances

to many British socialists. Brief-
ly, the Arab states have mostly

Christian
Ethiopia:

and pro-Israel
Iran, Iraq,

Ethlﬂplan sidc are the Russians,
Cubans, East Germans, the
Llhyans and the Israciis.

up is explained by its need to
kecp the Red Sca from becom-

important supporter of Haile
Sclassie and continues to sup-
port the Derg for the same

reasons. i
Some of the Arab states,
especially Saudi Arabia and the |
Sudan, also materially support §
the Eritreans against the threat |
of Russian predominance in the' :
Red Sea area. The importance |
of the Red Sea as a naval and

In corted him to a restaurant,

Cuba trained Eritrean freedom |

of Western imperialism’, accor- |
. || with repression. Thousands of §

denied any intention of fighting .
the Eritreans, but the Eritreans |
say that at least 2,000 Cubans |
have been airlifted into the |
Eritrean Popular Liberation |
“Theyarenot ' §

have been one of the most |
puzzling aspects of the situation |

lined up against traditionally |

Saud: :
Arabia, the Gulf states. On the §

Israel’s presence in thiz line J .

ing an ‘Arab lake'. Israecl wasan |

cspecially an oil tanker route
explains the involvement of so
many different countries in the |

situation.
Reactionary

Some peopie on the left in
Britain oppose the Eritreans on
the grounds that the Derg is
-socialist and therefore any
nationalist movement is reac-
tionary in relation to it,
although it may bhave been
progressive in Seclassie’s time.
But a workers’ state wouldn't
napalm people who wanted to
be independent, as the Derg is

now doing to the Eritreans. It- } .
| linked to it, the ‘Guerillas of |
| Christ the King’. They are
1 generally liberally armed with |
| iron bars, chains, coshes and |
| sometimes guns.

would give them the uncon-
ditional right to secession, with
an invitation to unite.

The rest of the Derg’s policies
in Ethiopia itself also show very
clearly what kind of regime it is.

to power on the tide of a
revolution led mainly by the
Ethiopian working class. It
mitrodeced a number of radical
| reforms—nationalisation of the
| land, the banks and major
| companics, but that was ag far
as it would go.

Faced with continuing
| struggie by workers and
pecasants, the Derg responded

| militant workers and students
{ have been massacred. The trade

| so-called ‘Red Terror’ aims at
wiping out all opposition to the
Perg's rule.

The only hope for a real
| transformation of Ethiopian

for the Eritrean hLberation
forces would help to bring that

nearer.
Sue Cockerell

i charity’.

| Nuecva (FN). Recently the rich |
| NF have been dealing out |

E amounts.

| seliers, cinemas, bookshops, ctc
| have increased, They have §

| It isn’t fascist—it was brought |
| six months) in the Madrid flea |

1 stall-holders and shoppers,
unions have been smashed. The §

I surprise no-one. They are
i always in evidence on guard'

| from their protection.
society lies in the overthrow of |
this barbarous gang. A victory §
! was picketed by armed FN
| members at a unmiversity in
| northern Spam, When the

violence imn’t only lepitimate
but is also a sign of Christian

where they left him—still sur-
{ rounded by fascists. Carrillo
| then had to phone for help to
| the local governer, a known
fascist recently linked with a
bomb attack against a radical
magazine in Barcelona. '
While many republican
groups remain illegal in the new
‘democratic’ Spain, the FN,
with tacit police support, con-
tinue to preach and practice
¢ violence against the left. More
between the FN and the upper
echelons of the armed forces.
Mary and Doug Andrews

ECONOMIC
BRIEFING

In the last economic briefing

saw how the hoped for::pﬂn—
market, the Rastro. A group of || sion of the British ecomomy was
thirty Christians, equipped with )| Tunning into difficuities because
helmets and shields, accom- || of the sharp rise in imports.

These are the words of Blas
Pinar, former confidant of
General Franco, now leader of §
Spain’s biggest and nastiest
fascist organisation, Fuerza |

young bluc-shirted thugs of the
‘Christian charity’ in large
Physical attacks on

bookstalls, meetings, paper

usually been organised by the |
FN or a terrorist group closely |

A typical attack was a recent
foray {one of many in the last

panicd by prearranged whistle- | Actually this is not a new
| biasts, charged back and forth | problem at all, in fact every bid
| among the many left-wing § for growth by a British govern-
| bookstalls. | ment in the past two decades
It took the police three hours || has come unstuck at least in

{ to arrive, although there is a | pll'tfqrthurmun._
| police station on the same § During the ‘Barber boom® of
street. When they finally turned | 1971-3,for example, the import
b up, they fired tear gas at the § bill doubled intwo years, (this is

before the oil price explosion)
and in the early 1960s Selwyn
Lloyd's reflation of the
economy was cut short by the
same problem,
Whenever this happens the
call arises, both from the
small business and from large
sections of the reformist Left
(the CP, Tribunites etc.) for
ﬁnpor!couﬂbhtuwm

But theacliomnfthepuﬁne'

outside the FN headquarters.
The left, however, never benefit

Recently the Communist
Party leader, Santiago Carrillo,

police finally arrived they es-

for the whole economy there are

| ongoing problems for specific

| industries in the import of

particular kinds of manufac-
¥ tured goods,

Certain industries, for exam-
ple textiles, shoes, electronics
| (and of course cars) have been
. I losing out heavily to a growing
. [ volume of cheaper and higher
i § quality imports. The employers
g I in these industries, backed in

. —— e most cases by the relevant trade

unions, call for special curbs on
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the import of these goods in
order to ‘protect British jobs'.

The revolutionary left, of
course, has always opposed the
call for import controls because
of its political implications,
implications we shall examine
in a moment. Before looking at
these, however, we ocught to
consider the economics of the
matter. Is it the case for exam-
ple, that import controis would
reduce the level of unemploy-
ment in Britain? What in fact
would be the economic effects
of import controls?

The first point to be made,
and it is one that is very often
missed, is that the large scale
introduction of itnport controls
would in and of itself constitute
a reduction in living standards.
Inso far as the import controls
made people buy British goods
instead of foreign ones, the
British goods would be more
expensive or inferior in quality
to the foreign goods they
replaced {(otherwise people
would have bought them
anyway without the import
controls). This would amount
to a cut in real wages.

That is not in itself decisive,
however, because a cut in the
real wages of employed workers
might be felt to be worthwhile if

it was associated with a reduc-
tion in unemployment. But this
would not happen—on the
contrary it is likely that the

effect of import controls would

be to raise the overall level of
unemployment.

The key point here is the
crucial importance of foreign
trade to the British economy
and the complete in-
terdependence of exports and
imports. To give just one
example, for every £1 worth of
foreign car imports, Britain
exports £2 worth of car com-
ponents.

Retaliation

Any general introduction of

import controls by Britain
{other than as a very short term
measure) would inevitably meet
with retaliation from other
manufacturing nations, in the
form of the exclusion of British
goods from their home markets.

Since in manufactured goods
as opposed to food and raw
materials, Britain exports far
more than it imports (£5 billion
more in 1977) this process
would cause British firms to
lose more markets abroad than
they stood to gain at home. The

nett result would be an increase

in unemployment in Britain.
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The possible implications of
such policies for the world
economy as a whole are very
serious. The danger is that of
triggering off a spiral of
measures and counter measures

by all the advanced countnes

against each others exports that
would deepen the present world
recession into a ‘protectionist
slump’, perhaps of 1930°s style
proportions.

The danger of retaliation rules
out large scale import restric-
tions as a viable policy for
British capitalism, but it leaves
open the possibility of selective
bans and quotas on the import
of specific itemns, such as textile
goods, where British firms are
particularly vulnerable.

The government can impose
specific bans and quotas of this
kind in a piecemeal way, simply
by issuing orders to that effect.
In the last two years the number
of such orders has increased
considerably, mostly without
coming fo public notice (an
exception is the recent restric-
tion on Japancse car imports
which was widely publicised).
This kind of behaviour, which is
by no means confined to Bn-
tain, constitutes a sort of ‘creep-
ing protectionism® which can
only tend to deepen the world
TECESSIon.

Thus a ban on the import of
say, Japanese television tubes,
while it may protect a small
number of jobs in Britain in the
short run, in the long run it is
part of a process which is bound
to reduce both living standards
and the number of )obs

available all over the world, .

including in Britain.

In practice these specific
restrictions are  frequently
directed against goods corming
from Third World countries,
which are not in a position to
retaliate. An example of this
would be President Carter's
recent ban on the import of
shoes into the US, The im-
mediate effect was that 30,000
people were thrown out of work
in a single district of Brazil.

It should be obvious that no
trade unionist can support this
sort of policy. If.the case for
import controls is misguided
economically, politically it is
very dubious indeed. The call
for import controls rests on the
belief (even when factually
wrong) that they can save
‘British’ jobs through a
mechanism that inevitably in-
volves the loss of forcign’ jobs.
If it were true, for example that
stopping Japanese car imports
could permancntly increase the

number of jobs available in the
Brtish car industry, this could
only be by throwing a similar
number of workers out of work
in Japan.

This is a very curious policy
for a socialist to advocate, for it
goes against the most elemen-
tary trade union principles. It
involves saying that British
workers and British bosses have
a common interest in geiting
together to do down foreign
workers. The logic of this
position is not socialist but
nationafist. This is underlined
by the fact that, outside the
labour movement, the most
consistent demands for import
controls come from the jfar
Right. David Turner.

LABOUR

One of the guictest revolutions
ever in the British trade anion
movement may jsut have begun,
The new code on time-off for
union duties became law on |
April, institutionalising many
of the practices which sheop

stewards have won from
management over the years.
Reasonable facilities for
stewards are now required, as is
paid time-off to organise at the
workplace.

The significance is perhaps
not so much in what is new,
but—to quote a senior concilia-
tion service official—that ‘it
defines the limits to which the
unions should go’. The docu-
ment i1 fact underwent major
changes from its ‘consultative’
stage—every one of them in
favour of the employers.

The TUC now intends to give
a massive boost to shop steward
training, hoping eventually to
train 100,000 stewards a vear at
recognised college courses. A
£600,000 government subsidy is
already available and this 1s
likely to rise to £1m shortly (the
TUC wants three times as
much).

Stewards are thus going to
become more ‘expert’ and, the
TUC hopes, a more predictable
group. Whether this means
longer-serving stewards,
becoming more and more hike
full-timers, as the TUC must
want or whether it means a new
generation of trained mihitants
is of course the big
question. Dave Field
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Chris Harman

‘Everything

Mention 1968 at any gathering of the left and
you get two quite different reactions. There are
those who can be expected to subside quickly into
a rather sickly nostalgia, with iales of how they
petrol bombed the pohice 1n the Boulevard Saint
Michet or (more likely) of how they ransacked the
vice-chancellor’s office. And there will be others,
younger, more working-class, who will ask what
was so special about their last year in primary
school.

Yet 1968 was an important year in a way in
which neither the aging ex-student rebel nor the
younger cynic realises. For it marked a qualitative
¢hange in the whole character of the international
class struggle.

There had been great struggles in the
industrialised countries in the decade prior to
1968. But they had been isolated and their impact
s00n passed. People rapidly forgot the mass

_movement that overthrew the Kishi government

in Japan in 1960 or the general strike in Belgium
in December of the same vear.

These were little more than hiccups which the
system could take in its stride. As Tony Cliff
remarked of the Belgian general strike, capitalism
was ‘still expanding, even if in an uneven way.
Soctety as a whole was not at an impasse. Hence
neither of the contending classes felt it necessary
1o change the balance of forces fundamentally.’
(fnternational Socialism 4 Spring 1961),

The picture in the decade after 1968 has been
quite different. Eruption has followed eruption
— a general strike in one country, an insurrection
int another, a military coup somewhere else.
Whoie countries have been stuck in seemingly
permanent political crisis. The old Comintern
phrase about *an epoch of wars and revolutions’
has once more rung true,

Only in a narrow belt of Northern Europe
have the ruling classes been able to keep their
heads complietely above water; only in the United
States has the old order been able to neutralise
and reabsorb the forces that rocked it in the
1960s.

1968 was not just one wave of student
insurgency or one general strike {even if the
biggest in history). It marked the watershed
between two eras. It was preceded by the longest
boom in capitalist history, with 20 years of
permanent economic expansion and social peace;
it was followed by a new period of never-ending
econommic and political crisis.

The pattern to the series of political wpheavals
that began in 1968 only makes sense whefi you see
how various forces that had grown up in the first
period reacted when faced with the second.

The most important effect of the long boom
was a massive growth in the working class
throughout the world. Tens of millions of
workers were sucked into new centres of industry:
French, Algerian, Tunisian, Spantsh and

Yugoslav peasants into the car plants of Paris;
Turks, East German refugees, Yugoslavs and
Italians into Dusseldorf and Cologne; the toilers
of Souihern Italy into Turin and Milan; the
radical agricultural labourers of South Portugal
into the factories of Lisbon and Setubal; the
children of the Navarre peasants who had fought
enthusiastically for Franco into the new factories
of Pamplona.

Although in Northern Europe and the US the
boom was accompanied by a steady rise in living
standards, in many other couniries it was
financed by a deliberate pushing down of
working-class living standards. France under de
Gaulle, Portugal under Salazar and Caetano,
spain under Franco, Argentina under a military
regime, Chile under Allende and Frei, Pakistan
under Ayub Khan, Poland under Gomulka — all
could have high rates of capital accumulation
because of varying degrees of repression directed
against the most elementary workers’ struggles,

Many of the old peasant prejudices exploited
by the ruling classes 10 maintain their political
control began to wilt in the industrial
concentrations. This process atfected both the
Catholic Church in the Latin countries and the
Stalinist apparatuses in Eastern Europe.

The traditional left within the workers
movement was incapable, at first, of taking
advantage of this break-up of the traditional
right. Soctal Democracy was too closely bound to
the CIA and its image of the ‘free world’ te take
the initiative: in Spain and Portugal its
underground organisations were more or less
dead; in [taly participation in Christian Democrat
governments lost it voters to the left; in France its
backing of the war in Algenia and its support for
the advent of de Gaulle so devastated it that at its
low point (in the 1969 presidential election) it
received only about four per cent of the popular
voIe,

Paralysed by their desire

The Communist Parties were often much
stronger. But they were paralysed by their desire
to prove their respectability to the ruling classes
long before anyone thought of the term
‘Furocommunism’. In France they restricted the
workers’' movement to occasional one day token
strikes; in Spain they preached *‘national
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reconciliation’ and a peaceful general strike as the
alternative to fascism; in Portugal they refused
any attempt to turn huge street demonstrations
against the dictator Salazar in the early 1960s into
a general insurrection.

The result globally was what we in the
International Socialists (now the Socialist
Workers Party) in Britain called a “vacuumn on the
feft’. There was immense and growing resentment
among workers that the traditional institutions of
capitalist society could not hold down for ever,
But working-class organisations capable of
unifying and directing those resentments did not
exist.

Transformed by the boom

It was this that gave the student movement
immense, if transient, importance in many
countries. The universities themselves had been
transformed as a result of the boom. Big business
had felt that the old cloistered playgrounds for
the youth of the privileged classes were no longer
adequate for supplying its technological needs. In
every country it opened university education up to
hundreds of thousands of youngsters from the
lower middie class and even the working class, in
the expectation that these would learn to man its
technological apparatuses and its bureaucracies.

Growing numbers of youth flocked into the
system of higher education, expecting the old life
style and the old privileges, only to be bitterly
disappointed., They were faced with the exam
system where they had expected enlightenment,
with authoritarianism where they had expected
liberalism, with repression where they had
expected tolerance. Thetr disiilusion rapidly took
political forms, Their youth made them willing to
turn to new, radical ideas; the fact that they were
not bound to the daily grind of productive work
gave them a freedom to argue and demonstrate
that workers rarely have. The general ideological
crisis of society found its easiest expression in
their ranks. And so, whether in Paris or Milan, in
Berlin or Berkeley, Warsaw or Prague, they
poured by their tens of thousands on to the
streets, providing a focus for everyone else who
was fed up with the old order.

One other product of the 1960s was of
particular importance for many of the movements
of 1967-9. This was the American attempt to

assert their dominating position as the world
power at the expense of the people of Vietham.
1968 was the year when the attempt came apart,
as the Tet offensive of the National Liberation
Front inflicted the first major defeat on the
Americans. The ‘war came home' as Gls began
using fragmentation bonibs against their officers
and joined in peace rallies, as the American
campuses erupted, as President Johnson was
forced to abandon his plans to run for reelection,
as armed police beat demonstrators to pulp
outside the Democratic Party convention in
Chicago. To all sorts of people, throughout the
world, the message of Vietnam was: Evervrhing is
possible,

All these different factors came together to
cause the explosion that shook France in May and
June 1968. A student movement, stimulated by
the Vietnamese struggle, clashed with the
university authorities, provoking massive police
repression and, in its wake, massive, spontaneous
solidarity action by a working class rebelling
against ten vears of right-wing rule and depressed
living standards. (The May events in France are
discussed in more detail elsewhere in this Review).

The French May was followed a little over a
vear later by the [talian *hot autumn’, the ‘May in
siow motion’. Spontaneous walk-outs from
Italy’s big factories were followed by street
demonstrations and clashes with the police, in
which the workers of Turin and Milan took up the
slogans of the left-wing students,

In 1969 Argentina experienced the Cordobaza
- a virtual uprising as the workers of the car
plants of Cordoba fought against the military
forces. In Prague too, the spring of that year saw
a brief alliance between the student organisations
and the renovated trade unions.

New, confident and unfettered

Many of the same elements were still at work
six years later, when student-worker
demonstrations overthrew the empire of Haile
Selassie in Fthiopia and when a group of middle
ranking army officers finally brought down the
fascist dictatorship in Portugal. The by-products
of the world boom — especially a new, confident,
powerful and ideologicially unfettered working
class — were once again tearing asunder the shell
of the old society. But by this time there was a
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TEN YEARS ON 3

VIETNAM Tet oftensive. full-blown international economic crisis, leaving
NLF hold Hue for 3 weeks much less room to manoeuvre for the defenders
and seize US ambassy in of the old order than in France or Italy in 1968-9.
Salgon. WEST GERMANY Everything seemed possible in 1968. Yet ten
Rudi Dutschke shot. vears later, after a decade of “wars and

Students riot against right revolutions’ there is still not one example of a
wing Springer press. successful bid for power by the working class.
FRANCE Student In the May events there was on¢ great
Sarricades ‘detonate’ . weakness — and it has stymied every movement
gtrike of 10 since. There did not exist an organised and

centralised network of militants inside the
factories — a party — prepared to lead the
movement forward. Workers were not prepared
to follow the students when it came to the
question of political power — they looked to their
traditional organisations, especially the

work.

When it came to the ltalian hot autumn, once
again a militant, revolutionary minority
succeeded in ‘igniting’ massive conflicts; but
likewise, the reformist trade union organisations
eventually succeeded in absorbing much of the
new energy.

In Chile the revolutionary left (especially the
MIR) showed that on occasions it could speed up
the radicalisation of the masses; but it could not
prevent the reformists of the Socialist and

CZECHOSLOVAKIA Communist Parties channelling the radical
‘Liberal’ Dubcek replaces impulses in a disastrous direction.

‘Stalinist’ Novotny. In Portugal the revolutionary groups and the
Workers and students begin §l cxireme left within the armed forces were able to
to organise independently. N push things to the point where the capitalist

Russians invade. IRELAND
Civil Rights demonstration,
RUC invade Bogside,
Catholics fight back. USA
Police ¢club anti-war
demonstrators outside

power structure had virtually disintegrated; but
they did not have the influence within the
workplaces to get the workers to build an
alternative. Nor did they attempt to do s0: as &
result, on 25 November, 1975, a few hundred
right-wing soldiers were able to réassemble the
fragments of the bourgeois state structure while
the reformists held the working class back from
action.

The revolutionary left in 1967-9 could grow in
the vacuum. But it could not fill the vacuum. It
was just too small in the first place.

The fingers of two hands

People today often have no conception of how
weak the revolutionary left internationally was
before 1968, In France at the beginning of the
May events the three main revolutionary groups
had at most 600 members each. In Britain the left
was even smalier, We in the International
Socialists were already the biggest revolutionary
group, but we had at most 400 membets and
about half of thase were concentrated in Londomn.
In major industrial centres like Glasgow,
Liverpool, Birmingham, our membership could
be counted on the fingers of two hands.

There was no way in which such small
organisations could provide practical leadership
even in quite small industrial disputes affecting
one industry, let alone in the huge spontancous
upsurges of 1967-9.

But the organisations themselves could grow,
with the perspective of developing the roots
necessary to provide leadership in the next great
round of struggles. -

But, in fulfilling this task, the revolutionary
left was held back not merely by its size, but also
by its social composition and its politics. And, in
many cases, the three different sorts of weakness
reinforced one another. |

The smallness of the revolutionary
organisations meant that only those who were
very highly motivated politically and who had

Chicago Democratic con-
vention. MEXICO 400
student demonstrators
massacrad by Govemment.
BRITAIN 100,000 on the
streets in solidarity with
the NLE

Communist Party, and on their advice returned to

plenty of spare time were likely to join. That
usually meant those from a student-intellectual
background. But this then created an atmosphere
inside the organisations which made manual
workers feel out of place. Discussions were
dominated by highly articulate ex-students with
little knowledge of what was happening in the real
world. The very language they employed reeked
of academic ‘Marxism’.

The small size of the organisations and the
social composition of the membership led in turm
to an attitude which discouraged any attempt to
take seriously the everyday struggles of workers.

In Britain, for instance, the International
Socialists (now the SWP) were attacked on all
sides for ‘economism’ and ‘workerism’. Even
within the IS there were minority tendencies
which denocuniced any recruitment campaign
directed at workers as a ‘dilutiony’ of the
organisation. Meanwhile in the broader
revolutionary milieu, sociologists and would-be
Marxists enjoined us to create ‘Red Bases’ within
the universities, which would be ‘sociologically
inaccessible’ and from which we could bounce
socialist ideas “like biltiard balls’ into the working
class. Their efforts went into producing papers
and journals for the radicalised student and
ex-student milieu (Black Dwarf, Ink, Red Mole,
and, in its own way, New Leff Review) instead of
attempting to build in the class of which these
papers sometimes spoke.

The initial success of the French students in
‘igniting’ a general strike led to futile attempts at

" imitation, with groups of revolutionaries taKing

to the streets and fighting it out with the police in
complete isolation from the class: the failure of
these efforts led in the worst cases merely to more
refined forms-of militarism (bombs and
revolvers). In South America a whole generation
of revolutionaries committed political (and all too
often physical) suicide by turning to guerrilla
actions as a substitute to working within the class
to develop its self-confidence and organisation.

Even where the lesson was learnt about the
need to build inside the working class there was
not ajways an escape from the easy illusions of
1968-9. In Italy for example the most successful
and rapidly growing of the groups in the early
1970s, Avanguardia Operaia, began life by
denying the need to work inside the unions. In
Spain the whole left exaggerated the
revolutionary consciousness of the workers,
talking year after year about an ‘incipient
pre-revolutionary situation’.

Politics abhors a vacuum. Once millions of
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men and women have been thrust by their own
spontaneous actions into political life, they will
attempt to define politically what they are doing.
If they do not find a revolutionary definition,
they will adopt a reformist one,

This is particularly the case in periods of
economic crisis. Every spontaneous economic
struggle is then portrayed by the ruling ¢lass and
the media as pushing society to the edge of
‘chaos’. People either develop a total view of the
system, or they end up trying o fit their own
actions into it.

The vacuum of the late 1960s was not filled by
the revolutionary left; therefore a new reformism
had to fill it — especially after the onset of the
world economic crisis in the mid-1970s,

Outlets for their anger

There was a new growth of the existing
reformism, which usually meant the Communist
Parties and the unions they controlled. Young
workers who had been on the barricades in 1968-9
now looked for an outlet for their anger in terms
of the day-to-day fight in the factories. The older
workers most able to advise them on this were the
established Communist Party militants, intent on
capturing the militancy for their parties’ project
of reforming capitalism from within. They could
offer the young workers ‘practicality’, short-term
goals, advice, apparent results. The revolutionary
left, waving its red flags outside the factory,
screaming of ‘red bases’, denouncing activity
inside the unions, could not.

A second form of reformism developed in
many countries through a rejuvenation of the old
Social Democracy. With a little help from their
friends in the CIA and the North European
governments they developed a new image and put
a lot of money into building up new apparatuses.
They did not usually succeed in building a new
workers’ cadre: but in France, Spain and
Portugal they did manage to capture a lot of
working-class votes.

This revival of Social Democracy in turn
stimulated the Communist Parties to make new
efforts to appear respectable: the Stalinist ugly
duckling was miraculously transformed into the
liberal, Eurocommuanist swan.

Regardless of the form taken by the growth of
the new reformism, it posed deep problems for
the revolutionary left — especially for the
impatient street fighters of a couple of years
earlier.

They suddenly found they were isolated. The
young workers who had marched alongside them

CHINA Border fighting with
Russia on Ussuri river.
iITALY ‘Hot Autumn’: waves
of strikes for renewal of
contracts. Formation of
base commititees in fac-
torles. CZECHOSLOVAKIA
Riots follow Czech victory
over Russian ice-hockey
team. ARGENTINA
Workers uprising in
Cordoba. BRITAIN
Dustmen's strikes start
‘revoit of the lower paid’:
strike against Labour’s
propased ‘In Place of
Strife’. PAKISTAN General
strike. Overthrow of Ayub
Khan. Imposition of martial
law. IRELAND Street-
fighting in Belfastand
Derry. British troops

and helped them raise the barricades had
suddenly opted for surer, more concrete, if
illusory, aims. In France they chose to wait for

-apparently guaranteed success, first from the

1974 presidential elections and then from the 1978
assembly elections; in Italy they argued that the
new Commumst-tolerated governmenighould at
least be given a chance to halt the drifggowards
‘chaos’; in Spain they flocked to vote for the
Communist and Social Democrats in -
parliamentary and union elections.

All too often the former ‘ultra-lefts’ reacted by
replacing a new form of impatience for the old. In
the past they had believed that an activist
revolutionary minority could by its own radical
action transform soctety for the working class;
now they believed manoeuvres with reformist
parties could transform society for the working
class. In neither case Qid the class itself have to
develop a revolutionary consciousness and a
revolutionary party.

A fairly typical example is that of the former
‘ultra-lefts’ of Democracia Proletaria (previously
Avanguardian Operaia) who now call for import
controls and give the impression that a “left
government’ of the Communist Party, the
Socialist Party and themselves could ‘open up the
revolutionary road’ in Italy. The result has been a
drastic decline in the cohesion and influence of
what was once the strongest far left in Europe.

In France the growth of illusions in electoral
possibilities among workers found its reflection
among the revolutionary left in an obsession with
electoral activity and with demands for various
governmental combinations of reformist parties.
Of course revolutionaries should use elections to
make propaganda, and should welcome the
advent of the reformists to office as a way of
showing that reformism cannot work. But with
much of the European left you cannot help
feeling that once ultra-impatient revolutionaries
are now themselves in danger of behaving like the
left wing of reformism.

The practical tendency to move to the right to
meet the new reformism has its theoretical
expression in certain allegedly ‘new’ Marxist

thinking.

The Euru-cummuhists, of course, write off the

{ dreams of 1968 as ‘unrealistic utopianism’. Using

bowdlerised versions of Gramsci they suggest that
any assault on state power is impossible in the
‘West’, The tendency today is for much of the far
eft to succumb to a slightly more radical version
f this thesis. An assault on state power, they
uggest, can only come via a ‘left” or "workers’’
government, by replacing the stress on building
the revolutionary party by a stress on ‘blocs’ with
other social forces, and by adopting an uncritical
attitude to the bourgeois democratic illusions of
most workers.

For these people, the failure of the last ten
eats is a failure of revolutionaries to dilute their
ideas in the direction of the various reformist
rrents, not a failure to fight reformism in the
factories through the building of a revolutionary
arty. Typically, those who treated the *student
anguard’ or the ‘Red bases” as a substitute for
he party in 1968-9 now once again displace the
ask of building the party into the distant future
y arguing that it cannot occur until electoral
anoeuvres have split the reformist

rganisaiions.

It seems that they will never learn that
eformism will recover from any crisis unless
here already exists at least the beginnings of a
party, with members capable of carrving the
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revolutionary argument and giving practical
leadership in every factory.

The media have already started their
celebration of 1968. It consists chiefly in
portraying it almost exclusively as a student
movement and then claiming that students have
calmed down a lot since. In that way what )
actually occured can be made to seem distant and
irrelevant.

But the claim is not even true when applied to
students. In this country the wave of student
struggles in 1970-71 was much bigger than that in
1967-9, and the wave in 1976-7 was even bigger
than that in 1970-71. When it comes to workers,
the claim becomes a joke. There may not have
been a general strike in France in the last two
years, but there have been massive explosions of
anger in Tunisia, Poland, Argentina, Colombia,
Peru, Egypt, Spain, South Africa — to name but a
few,

The wave of insurgency that began in 1967-9 is
still continuing, flaring up first in one part of the
world, then in another, and only in one place has
the working class yet suffered a decisive defeat —
in Chile.

What is true, however, is that much more 1s at
stake in the battles today than ten years ago. The
continuing economic crisis allows capitalism very
little room for making concessions. It therefore
tries to contain the militancy by using the
reformist parties and unions to get workers to
identify with the competing national capitalist
units of the world system. Massive, sponianeous
struggles erupt. But they are followed by new
governmental combinations {or sometimes just by
talk of new governmental combinations), by
longer or shorter lulls which prepare the ground
for fresh spontaneous outbreaks.

The employing class everywhere uses these
lufls to its own advantage, moving quickly from
concessions designed to make easier the tasks of
the reformists, to new offensives against the
working class. Real wages are cut,
‘rationalisation’ destroys hundreds of thousands
of jobs permanently, social services become
increasingly inadequate, various forms of
racialism and nationalism grow, efforts are made
1o create a ‘new right’ to gain from disillusion
with the new reformism, the state’s repressive
forces are strengthened.

Y et hardly anywhere does the employing class
feel confident enough vet to put all its eggs in the
far right basket: in France, in Britain, in Italy, in
Spain the ‘new right’ has to fight it out within the
institutions of the ruling class with those who
know the social democrats and ‘Eurocommunists’
are still vital. For, the ruling class itself cannot
fully forget how repression and depressed living
standards proved a dangerously explosive mixture
in France and Italy and Argentina and Portugal
and Spain and even, in 1972, in Britain,

Just as there have been many ‘Mays’ in the last
ten years, there will be many more, much more
bitter than before, in the next ten years. The
revolutionary left has to remember this. But it
also has to remember that the worse the general
crisis of society the greater the need for an active,
intransigent but cool-headed revolutionary party.

Growing bitterness is going to be accompanied
by growing despair — especially of those forced
to live on the margins of society as jobs are
destroyed. The bitterness of unemployed youth
can feed into the working-class movement via a
party, giving added power to the revolutionary
forces. But there is another alternative: the
despair can be utilised by capitalism, whether to

500,000 strike against
Industrial Relatlons Act.
JORDAN Mounting
strength of Palestinian
guerrillas smashed by King
Hussein in ‘Black
September’. INDO-CHINA
US invades Cambodia. USA
4 antiwar demonstrators

shot dead by National
Guard at Kent State
University. CHILE
Allende’s ‘Popular Unity’
govemnment slected.

POLAND Shipyard workers
in Gdansk and Szcrecin
strike against new plece-
work system. Pollce and CP
headquiarters alacked.

today, or to build up extra-parliamentary forces
of the far right, as in Italy and Germany before
the second world war.

Bourgeois journalists rarely see things in a
context wider than & couple of months: they are
paid to titilate readers with the clever phrases
which carry a sensation of immediacy, however
misleading this might be. Revolutionary socialists
have to be much more perceptive. The death
throes of an old social order can drag on for
decades, rather than days. That is why we have to
insist that the game begun in 1968 is still
continuing, but that the stakes are getting much
higher.

Tarig Ali

The lessons
0f 1968

The political explosions which marked the year
1968 are only ten years old. And yet they have -
already become history. Isaac Deutscher used to
remark that the memory of the newly-radicalised
militant only covered half a decade —'to explain
what had happened prior to that on¢ had to start
anew.
1t is not possible to recount the impact and
importance of 1968 in a brief article. We have
attempted to do so at length elsewhere*. But it is
worth summarising the interrelated character of
the upheavals. In February 1968 (the Vietnamese
New Year), the National Liberation Front of
South Vietnam launched a powerful military
offensive against the armies of American
imperialism. The scale and character of the thrust
tranmatised Washington. There were
simuitaneous assaults on 26 provincial capitals.
The ancient imperial metropolis of Huc fell after
a fierce baitle and the NLF flag flew over the old
palace. The working-class suburbs of Saigon were
solidly for the NLF and the American Embassy
itself was temporarily captured by a group of
NLF commandos! The NLF offensive Ia:d the
basis for the largest anti-war movement in the
history of an imperialist country. It gave hope
and joy to revolutionaries throughout the world
and it marked the beginning of the end for the
Americans in Yietnam.

The effect of the Vietnamese developments in
Western Europe was electric. In France a
developing student revolt, stimulated by the Tet
offensive, clashed with the State. After weeks of
struggles the movement reached its climax on the
night of 10 May. The students erected barricades,
won increasing support and held out fosthe
whole night in the face of repeated assaults. The
following day the French government accepted
most of their central demands. This victory set off
a chain reaction. Under real pressure from below
the giant communist union The CGT and the
CFDT called a one-day strike in solidarity with
the students. It was a massive success.
Spontaneous factory occupations developed and
within a few weeks France was in the gripof a

* 1968 and After by Tariq Ali, Blond and Briggs,
£5.25 {due to be published in June 1978)

encourage insane acts designed to discredit the
revolutionaries, as with the Red Brigades in Italy
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spontaneous general strike from below. Ten
million workers had withdrawn their labour and
occupied their factories. It was the largest general
strike in the history of capitalism. The struggie
was defeated and derailed by an unsigned

‘historic compromise’ between the French
Communist Party and the Gaullist Fifth
Republic. The strike lacked a clear political focus.
The revolutionary left was weak. The PCF was
hegemonic.

Only three months after the May-June events
in France, the Russians invaded Czechoslovakia.
The experiment known as the ‘Prague Spring’ had
ended censorship in that country. Debates and
discussions were taking place in the realm of
politics, economics, culture and history. Trotsky
had been virtually rehabilitated by the paper of
the Czech Young Communists. Deutscher’s
writings were being serialised. The appeal of the
Fourth International to Czech workers and
students had appeared in Czech in & new
magazine, Informacny Materialy (Information
Materials), which also published accounts of the
French May extremely hostile to the PCF.
Growing demands for institutionalised pluralism
were being discussed. A proposal to permit
tendencies in the Czech Communist Party had
already been agreed upon and was awaiting
ratification from a Extraordinary Congress of the
Party scheduled for September 1968.

Before it could take place Russian tanks
moved in to end the experiment and assert
Stalinist hegemony. But Czechoslovakia in 1968
was to prove different from Hungary in 1956. It
took the Russians over a year to substituie a new
leadership. Their political control was established
by a massive purge of the CPCz. Tens of
thousands of communists were expelled.

The Vietnamese offensive had revealed the
weaknesses of American imperialism; the May
Events had shown both the vulnerability and the
resilience of the bourgeois-democratic states of
the West: Prague revealed the deep and profound
crisis which was shaking the Stalinist system. It
was these three events which shaped world politics
and nothing has been the same since. For though
the struggle of the workers suffered defeats in
both Paris and Prague, these were of a specific
character. The crisis of the capitalist and the
bureaucratic system is more pronounced today
than it was in 1968. Developments since that time
have revealed the inability of capitalist politics
and economics to recreate the lost stability of the

19505 and early 1960s.

Lessons of developments

Revolutionary socialism was reborn in Europe

in 1968. The growth of the far left has beena
direct product of 1968. The fact is, however, that
unless we fully absorb the lessons of political
developments over the last ten years, we will be
unable to move forward. The emergence of
‘Eurocommunism’ is also a product of the last
decade. But a repetition of old formulas in the

baitle of ideas with the Eurocommunists is clearly

not sufficient. It should be stated that, in many
cases, the theoreticians of Eurocommunism have

posed important questions of strategy and tactics.

True, they have provided the wrong answers, but
we can only challenge them if we accept that the
traditional syndicalist recipes, which
characterised much of the European far left are
utterly inadequate in formulating a response.
The single most important experience for the
working class in Western Europe since 1968 has

:_.-,"J._.- A
PR T

b-gqn the Portuguese Revelution. Its failings allow

us 10 develop further some of the lessons of May
1968 in France and of the wave of workers’
struggles which shook Britain in 1969-74.

The central point to grasp is that the French
general strike, the Portuguese upheaval, the 1974
miners strike in Britain, were not ended by
repression and bloody counter-revolution. They
were derailed by bourgeois-democracy. The
difference is absolutely fundamental for the
development of a Leninist political strategy in the
West. The Russian Revolution never confronted a
modern bourgeois-democratic state. Nor did the
Bolsheviks have to face a well-entrenched
reformist apparatus in the heart of the working
class. Tsarist Russia was the most backward state
in continental Europe. It also possessed the most
advanced revolutionary organisation in the
world. Furthermore this organisation was
implanted in a minority of the population. An
inter-imperialist war was of vital importance in
creating the conditions for an ultimate assault ont
the Tsarist state and its apparatus.

Histoeric memory of occupation

The scale of mass mobilisations in de Gautle’s
Fifth Republic were gqualitatively supertor to
Tsarist Russia. The ten million workers involved
in the strike represented the most vital section of
the population. But whereas in Petrograd the
workers in 1917 instinctively moved to setting up
soviets as the most democratic way of asserting
their rule, the same did not happen in France. The
1905 of the French workers was 1936. Their
historic memory was not of setting up soviets, but
of occupying their factories. In 1936 they had
done so on the heels of the election of a Popular
Front government. Those occupations had a dual
character: they both celebrated the victory of the
Popular Front and sought to institute reforms
from below. In 1968 the factory occupations had
a more revelutionary dynamic. That is why the
PCF *marshals’ were on constant alert to prevent
any student agitators from entering the majyor
factories.

The strike lacked a clear political focus. It was
defused not by repression but by the
announcement of a general election. Gaullism
was prepared for a frontal clash, but took great
care not to initiate one. The millions of workers
and students wanted a change, but saw no reason
for a frontal assault. The Communist Party was

the only party which could have changed this state

of affairs. It did not. It proved itself in the words

IRELAND Internment intro-
duced. USA George
Jackson murdered

Quentin prison. BRITAIN
Postmen’s strike. Occupa-
tionof UCS.INDIA 1169
political murders as
Government ‘cleans up left’
in West Bengal. CEYLON
JVP uprising crushed with
support of Russia and
China. BANGLA DESH
General strike for
independence from
Pakistan. Pakistanl army
moves in and crushes in-
dapendence. indo-Pakistan
war |leads to
‘independence’. CHINA
Mao’s ‘close comrade in
arms’, Lin Piao, disappears.
Subsequently denounced
for allegedly plotting Mao’s
murder.
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of its leaders to be ‘a party of order’. A small BRITAIN Miners strike corresponds to the tasks that lie ahead. These can
minority of workers did break with the PCFand | smashes Tory wage policy. now be summarised in the following fashion:
moved over to the far left, but the majority Pentonville 5 strikes break 1 A creative application of the tactics of the
remained intact. Why? Because the only way in Industrial Relations Act. United Front, initially formulated by the

which ten million workers wouid have understood .
the need to go further and ultimately to have a
test of strength was through a common experie
of new organs of power and a government based
on them. For the masses need to be convinced
that what they are fighting for will be better than
what exists.

If France had not already proved that, we had
the experience of the Portuguese laboratory in
1974-75. Here we saw a decomposing state
apparatus, symbolised by an army split from top
to bottom accoempanied by a striking
radicalisation of important sections of the
working class. But here the dominant groups of
the far left showed that they had learnt little from
the weaknesses of 1968, Their euphoria and
insurrectionist rhetoric failed to confront one key
element of revolutionary strategy: how could the
masses be won over to socialism. The vanguard in |
Portugal was ready in the factories and in the
army. Its task was to win the masses. It thought it
could make the revolution,

CHINA Nixon pays state
visit. IRELAND Bloody

Communist International and later developed by
Trotsky. These remain the only viable strategy to
win over the masses.* They also necessitate a
struggle to create a unified revolutionary
organisation in every countryin the world — a
_small starting point, but an important one to lay
the basis for constructing broad-based tendencies
in the trade unions which unite reveolutionaries
and non-revolutionaries on the basis of ﬂmgglcs
for common objectives.
2 The socialist revolution in the West 1mll either
be made with the support of the majority of
toilers or it will not be made at all. Thus the
necessity to counterpose soctalist demmoctacy to
bourgeois democracy. This means not just the
raising of radical democratic demands today
(proportional representation, annual parliaments,
right of self-determination of nationalities, etc.),
but the projecting of our sociatist model. This will
be infinitely more democratic than what exists
today. It is in this context that a democratic
revolutionary organisation ( with full rights for

Social composition and politics Sunday massacre by British Fegnclﬂland factions} is not an empty, _

1t was derailed once again by elections and the [ troops in Derry. British irrﬁm:d: :nﬁyég?;m ' of the: ’ but it
election of a Constituent Assembly. The failure of j Embassy in Dublin bumnt by sucietigsnin which we I;;ve The wut:?k' class in the
the far left to understand the significance of these [ 30,000 strong crowd. West is passionatelv interestad i de::! at
elections and the bureaucratic urge of the Stormont suspended. every level * OCTae
Portuguese Communist Party to ignore them led  § URUGUAY Governmant 3 ', oo 610 who are members of the Fourtk
to a short-lived alliance. This enabled Mario declares ‘state of Internal I : : :

‘ reternational are extremely conscious of our

Soares to present himself as the only defender of war to destroy Tupamaro weakness on an international leve!. The ¥ is not
democracy in the working class. The PCP urban guerrilia movement. the nucleus of a mass lntefmatiunai It i .
defended Moscow. The far left thought CHILE ‘Bosses strike’ elemnent in the situation. But the strugglc' e ?011 ild
democracy was not the central question. They against Allende a mass international or 'nnisati on cannot be ;lft
were both outmanoeuvred and outflanked by a govemnment. Workesrs to chance of spontan:itgy It has to be organised
demagogic social-democrat, backed by reaction. [} respond by forming- That is the main strength of the FI, but most of its

1968 allowed the revolutionaries to increase ‘cordones’ to controt the members understand that it will be built only with

their influence in one big leap. But this leap was factories.

not sufficient to create revolutionary parties. In
Portugal and Italy the major far [eft groups
succumbed to opportunist and ultra-left
pressures. Despite their relatively large size, they
collapsed politically. The large groups that have
survived in the West have been the French, |
Spanish and Japanese sections of the Fourth
International and the Socialist Workers Party
{formerly IS) in Britain. In their different ways all
these organisations ave groping towards .
developing a revolutionary strategy which

=N somewhat hollow ring, -

the entry into its ranks of other revolutionary
organisations and currents. Nonetheless
internationalism without an Internatmaﬂ has a

‘A 4 Revolationary parties have never out
of an arithmetical growth. They arefl:hemlts of
‘wars, revolutions and political upheavals. There
has to be a breach in the mass working-class
organisations before & mass revnluunnary party

“in Eurnpc today. What dncs exist is 'urinus ‘
nuclei. The opportunity now exists to weid some
of these together to strengthen the foundations of
what could become a party. The crisis of
Stalinism and the CPs in Europe poses the

-question of winning over tens of thousands of
workers to revolutionary p dﬂﬁcs in thie present
period. But this will only bc achieved by
combatting sectarian ultra-teftism and
syndicalism on the one hand and opportunism
and rightist adaptations to the hureaucracles nf

_the mass organisations on the other.

37V Phiese theni'dlpessed mﬁm

-schetatically, dieth
and'with what degree of success they are taken up
depends on all of us.

'SaeNEquﬂ Rewew 100 for two important texts b}r

"’I'-rﬂu-? . 1¢ y ’ /3 ‘%".ﬂm T prﬂd]]ﬂd h}'thﬂ-FI
constitute an eiahuratc synthesis and systematisation
. of the strands within classical Marxism on this
subject. They are also the most useful strategic
response to the ‘Eurocommunists’.
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ARGENTINA Peron retums.
Hundreds killed when right
wing attack crowds
gresting him. THAILAND
Military regime overthrown.
Massive strike wave,
QREECE Students occupy
Athens Polytechnic against
Junia; crushed by tanks.

CHILE Allends govemnment

overthrown by miiitary.
Tens of thousands
murdered. BRITAIN
Glasgow firemen’s strike.
SOUTH AFRICA Wave of
black strikes in Nata! force
big wage Increases.

MIDDLE EAST Yom Kippur

. | ‘war. Beginning of Qil

David Widgery

Tenyears
for Pandora

up in weeks the disorders of centuries. 1968 was
such a time — of the audible end of eras, ofa
collision of turning points, of new possibility.
1968 was the critical year in the Vieinamese
three-decade-long war for independence, the year
of the most important popular movement in
Eastern Europe since 1956, the biggest ever
general strike in European history and street
battles in Derry which took the Irish question out
of the impasse set by the settlement of 1921, All
the social authorities which had seemed eternal
were unsettled as '68's semaphore signalled from
the ditches of Da Nang to the corridors of
Nanterre, passed on to the car factories of
Billancourt and Le Mans to the squares of
Bratislava and Prague, then onto the bloody
pavements of Mexico City and Chicago, Belfast
and Grosvenor Square.

1968 acts as a marker of the end of the long
boom and the re-emergence of socialism to the
left of the Communist Parties, and, slightly later,
revolutionary feminisimn as active, organised
political forces. Suddenly the post-war double-act
of a Communist world which denied communism
and a Free World which wasn’t free looked the
farce it was. The Emperors — De Gaulle, Lyndon
Johnson, Brezhnev — had no clothes. The
powers-that-be were scared of us, their once
obedient servants.

The vear began politically in central Vietnam
with the Tet offensive, which can now beseenasa
tour de force of strategic warfare. The Peniagon
generals had in the mid-60s embarked on the most
hideous phase of their war, an attempt literally to
annihilate the rural societies in which the Viet -
Cong had their political roots. Search and destroy
operations were carried out with routine
brutality, peasants suspected of disloyalty were
herded into concentration camps called strategic

, rebellious regions became free fire zones
-‘igiﬂlllery ,computerised B-52 runs and |
helicopter gun-boats. The clouds were seeded, the
crops dried up or flooded, children scorched.
Babies are to this day born twisted and deformed
from that aerial poisoning. The Vietnamese
resistance was 1o be obliterated by the technology
of Coca Cola and Cape Kennedy.

. The solidarity movement in the West which
songht to awake the blunted moral responses io
this macabrely efficient war of annihilation was
itself marked by an appalling sense of
ineffectuality. Inevitably we cast the Vietnamese
as victims — how could thay not be overwhelmed
by the most powerful empire in human history?

But, after the initial feint at Khe Sanh and the
swift and peaceful capture of Hué on 31 January
1968, it became clear that the National Liberation
Front of South Vietnam had launched a sustained
and genﬂral urban assault, opening prisons,
overrunning arsenals and bases, knocking out US
equipment on the ground, revealing simultan-
cously the inertia of the South Vietnamese puppet
forces and the extent of their own underground
civilian support. The NLF struck at 34 out of 44
provincial capitals, 64 district capitals, destroyed

There are times, remarkable times, which clca:

over 1,800 alrc:raft and bombarded the US
Embassy and airstrip in the heart of Saigon.
Clusiered round the radio news from Hué,
deciphering the only nearly reliable reports, in Le
Monde, we suddenly grew brave,
In Paris on 21 February 1968 a mass student

demonstration took down the street signs and

renamed the Latin Quarter ‘The Heroic Vietnam
Quarter’, The spirit of Hué had arrived in
Europe. Here its partisans were not the patient,
proud peasants, but the avenging angels of
various ‘isms. The student enragés were fuelled,
not with national pride, but with social disrespect,
political derision, a desiring for revolution and a
proclivity for madness as political method. The
children of affluence, the workers 1n the brain
factories, were restive, too. Time bombs, buried
and ticking away since the global settlement of
1945, were going off, crashing against the
conformity and stupidity of higher education, the
remorseless banality of the media, the repression
of real love and free sensuality. _

The French student movement was originally
founded by Resistance veterans and shaped in the
bitter struggle against France’s colonial war in
Algeria. But its political reflexes were now
sharpened by groupescules — the nuclei, groups,
gangs and small parties of the far left. For it was
they who pressed the agitation born in Nanterre
forward to Paris, then built the movement to
re-open the Sorbonne and remove the police from
the university. Carefully, imaginatively, they
pushed their demands to the point the authorities
would make their mistake and unieash the
repression that caused the explosion.

On the night of 11 May 50,000 college and
school students and young workers met a massive
force of riotl police with their gas masks, grim
overcoats and black rubber chubs. Barricades
were thrown together out of parked cars, grills,
railings and comradely trees. With the advice of
passing building workers, the students learned
how to lever up the cobble stones. ‘Under the
cobbles, the beach’ they scrawled on the walls,

in the Rue Gay Lussac the fighting went on for
five hours, hours of gasping lungs, scorched
throats, cracked rib cages, bloodstained trousers.
It was so bad taxi drivers and conclerges, no
friends of the erragés, hauled the injured away
from the vengeful black mosquito swarms of CRS
(the CRS? Well, they make the SPG look like
Dixon of Dock Green). Radio reporters coughed
and wept into their tape recorders till their
worried producers switched over to soft music.
The world’s TV showed the cliché streets of
Parisian tourism, now illuminated with fire
bombs, misty with tear gas, serenaded with
shrieks.
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Twardavs after the night of the barricades, ten
oo French waorkers went on strike. At fast the
oldesi of pohitical retlesxes — solidarity — had
operated. The Sarbonng was re-opened and
acctmed s a cenore ol revolutionary debate,
confession and contusion. In the audience were
e st adhentareus young workers: (W)
rechi~sconered there in the Sorbonne the historic
e of the revolutionary traditions ot the
cwarhing clisss and started 1o talk the langusge of
revolution.” Andn thar process Marxism
recoserad s ow n mganing from under the
~hrowds o Sedinism, social democracy and

st larenp sechirianis. At the entrance to the
Crhboomamintatioeatrs ~written: "Run forward
connade, the old won ld i- behind vou,

Bread and roses

e treroies the voung workers were getting
b miessaees Botiv of Hiedand Rue Gav T ussac,
Arantes, sud Asvuation workers occupied,
“hurting the naanager up inhis plush office. Then
Kesaulr-Cleon was accupied. La gréve sgrovgee
sprreind threneh cars, aircratt and engineering 1o
s, shippeng and rransport, Strippers,
Levthatlers and TV announeers made their
e,

Calmly @ oaron went oo strike, non juse for
bread bt tor roses, The workers at the occupied
Buoraci factany re-arranged the letering outside
thoe front caie to read “Liberté”. The boaom had
Aploded iniorakers” face, The bureaucracies of
Cher retenmimasy Lo swere stuck 1n the oliches and
dath o the past. Finally it was the Communist
Party thar e Ciandle bad to depend on 1o get
pevpde back toowork. . Indeed, one of the most
retchwarthiy aspects of the anniversary wil! be the
professors of King Streer’ s amnesiac attempts (o
il Mav as some e known by -way on the
Brivish toad 10 socialism.

Foritwas the Fast bloc as much as W estern
capuialism which felt May's challenge 1o the
tilied, finished, stale mutilations of Marxism we
dad been offered for thirty vears, "Whar was
prosedb i Pragzec and Bratislava™, wriies Rudolf
Bahiro, the Fast German communist, now
arrested, lsten King Street, as an simpertalis
Sy tweas nothng fess than the capaciny of our
soclal order to exist without the dictatorship of a
politbureau’. The reform policy of Dubeeck and
the thousands of political flowers which had begun
to blossom from it were destroved by the
Nremlio s coscthy and as comipletely as a boo
mneht crush i datfodi] head.

Imagination takes power

Vid i Clidcaco the whole world watched
whelo Moo Dy s police thags brutally reston od

arder outide the Democrane Conventtion in
another episode tin that profound crists in
American bourgeols democracy which was to
veadh ity climkas osver Watergale,

It was as 1f aninternational political pageant
wits berng aoted out - theideas we had treasured
b parnphiets and argued about in tiny pub back
PO were nosw roamimg, dlive, three
dimensional. Marvism had corme our of the cold.

The simple lessons of 1968 were simple to read
off and important to re-emphasise. The working
class, written off by dumb sociology and
depressive ‘marxism’, remained, when the chips
were down, decesive, Conversely, the Communist
Parues and the blog to which they owed their
lovahy were revealed as a central element in the
status quo. And, most practcally, those still
stranded on the astral planes of May in the misery
of June had to realise that out of the flash of
cuphoria must emerge the polinics and the
oreanisarion of the long haul, the preparations
for the fire rext time. The business of engaging
sokclalist polities with the workineg-class reality
tromt which it derives 115 meaning, without
compramising the clarity of our political and
personal goals in those usetul cages of routine and
mectngs and hike machinery, this has been the
siuft ot our lives for the last decade.

But 1o me it's more fascinating to truce the ideas
which winged from May’s Pandora's Box withoul
us orthodox politicos knowing quite where they
might alight. For one of the most valuable, but
casily forgetiable, legactes of May and any
genuine revolutiondary upsurge is that sense of
personal possibility, a sudden enlargement of the
appertures of the political imagination.

One of the particular emphases of May, but
present in esery revolutionary movement and in
the theories of Marx, Trotsky, Reich and Brechi,
15 the realisation that challenges within culture
and against pohitical, educational and sexuai
tierarchies are necessary, essential, inherent parts
of taking political power. It's, of course,
tempiing 10 overstate the progress that can be
made in the cultural and sevual spheres, This is
habitual among intclectuals, who mistake their
mental and sexual battles with bourgeois ideology
tor the real engagements. But understanding is
doubly important now the right is on the
offensive again, attempting 1o regain the social
and cultural ground we surged across almost by
acvtdent in the aftermath of May, by the Tyndale
inguirs, the Criminal Trespass Act, in the Guy
News trial and the Gould report, in the entire
intellectual Operation Julie which seeks Lo track
down the places of manutuciure and distribution
of the contamination of "af.

[ s sepormant Tor oy mrarale thal we sleid

PORTUGAL Armed Forces
_Movement overthrows
- fascism: attempted right-

wing coup by Spinola
defeated by workers’ mob-
itlsation. ETHIOPIA

General strike: overthrow of
Haile Selassie regime.

. CYPRUS Attempted right-

wing coup leads to Turkish
invaslon and downfall of
Greek Junta. INDIA
National railway strike
broken with 50,000 arrests.
BRITAIN Second miners
strike brings down Heath

government. IRELAND
Ulister Workers Council
strike. End of power
sharing.



CAMBODIA Phnom Pen
falls. VIETNAM Saigon
falls. PORTUGAL
‘November 25’. Left wing
military units broken.
Soares starts to roll back
the Portuguese Revolution.
SOUTHERN AFRICA indep-
endence for Guinea, Angola
and Mozambique.
LEBANON Government
attempt to crush fisher-
men’s strike in Sidon starts
Civil war.

rightly appraised of our real strengths and
appreciale the much enlarged somal presence the
revolutionary lett has unotficially won over the
last ten years, especially as the liberal British
bourgeomsie, unhike the French, still seeks,
hopelessly, Lo ignore us out of existence,

Only two decades ago, every wretched book
published by Lawrence and Wishart was an
intellectual event. Even ten vears ago, the range
of readable socialist literature {outside the
Aladdin’s cave at the back of Collett’s) didn’t
orvertas a kutchen wable-top. To say that the
pre-'68 revolutionary left consisted of ¢clumps of
bespectacled gents with pamphlets in their coat
pockets arguing about whal went wrong with
Russia, collectively as ingrown as a toenail, is,
unfortunately, not too much of a caricature. The
range of socialist 1deas and wdhoms displaved, say,
at the Soctahist Book Fair or Pluto’s current list,
il comparison with the intellectual barrenness of
social-democratic and liberal thought, is an
enormous advance in acountry which has such an

offhand approach in matters of Marxist theory.
Likewise, culturally it has taken a full decade

ter s even part of the fruit from the Mayiree’s
seeds. But agamn and again, ong can trace back the
most artistically daring intiatives, in theatre, film
and design especially, and now music above all,
to the catalyst of "6&, which opened up the
struggle, by art and media workers, for polhitical
control of the means of communication.

Pandora was a woman

it's quite silly to sce this expansion of the
socialist cultural menu as estranged from political
power, The bourgeoisie certainly doesn™t and yet
is impaled on its own inability to produce any
artistically worthwhile alternative. No wonder the
National Front hates Rock against Racism — you
just can't pogo to Elgar. The Hornsey Ari School
students’ visions in 1968 may have been
smothered by the orfice boys of the bourgeosie
but they got thelr revenge. Let Alderman Bains
rell Johnny Raotien 1o do what he's told. Let us fill
Vicroria Park and rock it against racism, exactly
ten years after the first, tiny, postwar Mayvday '68
festival experimentally set up its puppet show and
waved its agitprop top hats.

And in another still more broken ling of
descent, it is not unreasonable to tratl back the
first stirrings of modern feminism to the joyous if
utterly male-detined subjecovity of May. ‘One
must ;emeniber’, writes Guy Hocguenghen,
‘betore May, France was the most Victorian of
countries, the most puritan, the most reactionary
on sexual questions’. Ye! by Apnil 1971, 343
women pubhicly declared themiselves 1o be among
the million Erench women forced each year (o

have illegal abortions. And by its emergence.
women's liberation, which, like the student
movement, 15 a quule distinctive response, in form
as well as demands, to modern forms of
oppression, alters the very definitions on which
political siruggle rakes place.

“The Communist Revolution is the most
radical rupture with traditional property
relations; no wonder that 11s development
involves the most radical rupiure with tradition:
idcas’, says the Communist Manifesio. Now the
women’s movemen! has become as laree and a-
nternational a radical movement as the
antl-Vietnam movement of the 1960y, some of the
dejected male chauvinists of the revolution: v b
might reflect how merciless tne res oivtiona v
process can be, especially toits own adherents.
But by placing an analysis of power firmiy on the
realitics of everyday hife, rather than alwavs abow
somewhere and someone else, the women’s
movement has brought the relevance, the
necessity of socialist emancipation, Into an
unnervingly sharp focus, Pandora was, of course,
a woman, of an enguiring nature.

But what of our organisational standmg i the
workplace, where the gredt majority ol men and
women still spend a great deal of their time a0
where they are sull most potently orgamsed? i o
1L was the building of a permanent orgaiiscd
presence there for the full range of revolutionsm
ideas that most of us saw as ihe tuture after "G5,

Had this report been five vears after 68 rarhet

than a decade, it might be casy 1o sound

very optimistic. For, paradoxically, 1i was:in
Britain, traditionally but inaccurately knewi s a
revolutionary backwater, that the tar lett maag o
real impact on trade unionism. For here we are
not scaled of f trom the factories by an organised
and industrially effective Communis: Parry
apparatus but arc rather suched into a umbied
social-democratic unton structure winch airends
possesses a strong tradition of independen:
rank-and-file organisation to which the ideas o
revolutionary trade unionism articuiate well
With all due modesty, 157y political perspectin o
proved highly influential on the British tar
The gusto of May fed divectly mto an upwai.-

trajectory of class mihtancy. -
Perfunctory and insufficiently daring 2

Cur ideas of a new vigour in wage mititanay. i
of industrial action over ‘political” rathar thyn ﬂ_
‘economc’ 155ues {an uireal distimciion il one e
beloved of social-aemocratic thought}. the tactios rp
of work-in and tactory occupation, the spreading -
of organised solidarity movements, the framiny }"
of demands which devclop working.class polieat
power, the eXtension b union OrgLnsalse s e —
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traditional by middic-cliss jobs whose avtual jobs
were incredsing by proletarianised, all these
piessed Torward, Indeed, in the industrial sense,
the May cvents were ong incident on the sharply
pisig cueve of strogele which was to climax i our
e Lhal retna hatle vedr ot 1972, of the miners’

strike, Pentonsille and the builders natienal

dispute, when it almost scemed we wore pressing
againsl the limrs of capitalist power.

Ard wilh i pressifly round the worid was o
sviichronised wave of working-viass revolt from
the Norweelan docks to the Za:hian copper

mines,. from the Indian rain driverstothe

Nigerian bank clerks, u . evolt whichin 1974 had
smashed asunder the established power
stractares in Thailand, Ethiopia and Potrrugal.

Pertiaps more than even we had anocipated 10 was §

the urban working class who moved, in the Third,
second and First Worlds, in Bangkok, the Balue

non s and Birmingham And it the 19605 had been
e Jdesade it which Black America spoke out, the §
1970, stamped by the blinding courage of Soweto,

hearing the roar of Africa and the Caribbean’s
towrships and cities,

Yy o, only Four vears on from the high-point of 2
P97 such an eptmisnt needs to be qualitied. Theg

westent we Faoe constantly changes isellin
response toas Aready it iy more centralised,
maore vicious, beiter armed. . ook again at
Lishon, Banghok, the Ogaden. A photo of the
tdssdere At T hanmmasat Lniversity now hangs
over my desk in the place of warmng once

cocupicd by s Coneererss Voot page " Allende: Leftg

Lonity Brines Kesalis’,
Aorviss Elinopre these Last toar dog vears. ol

has heen clear thar capitaiism s begun m earnescl
fr raese s level o prodinclinvity i a new way, by a d

SParle vpeaneoed coosTrictwenme ot idustry,
Saveonlbed Py -l -de oot tis Trade unionisi,

The ol cos s the pernueer

rocl ermpdavient, rising ret wealth, the welfate
wiinle Tostoad “herse s quite stark poverey, even il
corcJisenised Baothe gire and the renmied Ty

bl worlld, Lean tesl nosentimental jolbiy
alron winar we elimpsed i Masoat the very
Potiics ool the Bpeest Boomoan world history,
Wl he neniedicre rask ks as basic as grouping
it Ltk oL e w ey will take a stand against
LTt 0 e e epeen charavier, the slogans of
viee Chdeon, S ooy desires as reality because |
i in the ooty destres” sound. well,
et Asthe s o aabs of the Broad Let
Jisinrowraie, Biste o we can possibly replace
Phenr, it s dittecut o ctTeet that omar 0w

cenceptions ot rank cnd e relitancy have ofteng

Feen perfunctory ard o frcienty daring.,

[0 been a <casan s hich o e gratetul tor
lienle advanees: Tora stunt e lee AgAInsi a
howpital ctosuse, o a0 e unemployed
wo e swas sk prowd, for thie Bremen, just for

prebring hack, we the punks, Just Tor existing. For §
| ewisdiami, at fivst sight so like Qrosvenor Sguare @
e ten omes more real, For the Amercan miners g

etk perhaps the most appropriate anniversary
1o May,
T those s ho st ed with resolutionary

sobities wlide the going was good and hase found B

Ao comeenient to got out, good riddance, To
Qe comrades who are taking a rest, in pain, or
disapreement, or From exhausoon, we'll see you
auiatnn, Tothose who hasve scaved, d salulg.., we

AT seer nothing vel, Like the roygae singer savs, g

Ty
L

SaeTre voane Ta s down Babylon, one of these
s weet T baree Moy tnoour hearts when we

L ) -
but unannounced® torces abandonment of
cnd e the oo deatires of post-war capitalism —B8

:

Alain Kriyine played a leading g Alain Krivine

Nl role in the student rebellion®
1 which sparked off the French}

Thegreat

general strike of May-June
1968. He helped to found the

Jeunesse Communiste Revol-§

utionnaire (JCR — Revolut-
ionary Communist Youth),
formed in 1966 by Trotskyists
expelled from the French
Communist Party’s  student
wing. The JCR was banned by
the French government for its
part in the May events.

Today Krivine is a member
of the political bureau of its
SUCCessoT, the Ligue

Communiste Revolutionnaire |

(LCR

Revolutionary |

Communist League), French |

seCtion of the Fourth
International, and editor of the
LCR’s daily paper, Rouge. He

spoke 10 Alex Callinicos about §
their §

the May events and

lessons.

food price rises. CHINA

Maodies. Beginning of
campaign against ‘Gang of
Four'. LEBANGON Syrla
moves in, increasingly
against the Palestinians.
ANGOLA MPLA defeats
South Afrlcan and
mercenary backed forces.
SOUTH AFRICA Black
youth revolt in Soweto.
ARGENTINA Military
overthrow government of
Isabel Paron. SPAIN
Biggest strike wave since

¥ Civil War. THAILAND
= Military siezes power.

BRITAIN Wave of racialism
follows ‘Malawi Asians’

¥ story. Asian youth

mobilise.

What were the most significant features of the
events of May and June 1968 in France?

They represented the first upsurge of the
working class in the advanced capitalist countries
since the era of the Popular Front in the 1930s.
Their main features — and these features will
continue to appcar — are the following.

First. the events of 1968 showed that the
working class, when it wants a ¢change, even
though its will is expressed in a very confused
form, 1s able 1o initiate a mass movement which,
for a certain time. totally bypasses the
hureaucracies of the tradivional reformist
organisations. That’s the first iesson.

Secondly, the kind of demands that were put
forward in 1968, even in a confused way,

continue io dominate the working-ciass
f movement up to the present time. The explosion
¥ in 1968 was not only around economic demands
¥ for higher wages and so on, even though these
b8 served as a pretext, but very quickly began to
B¥ question, not only the exploitation of workers

¢ inside the factories, but also all the means of

exploitation and oppression of capitalist society.

{ Since 1968 there have emerged a series of

movements which are totally new, but which are
the result of the sort of challenge to the system

| which took place in 1968 — movements of

immigrant workers, of women, of soldiers, the
ecological movement, and so on. In 1968 society
was not partially put in question — what took
place was a confused but global contesting of all
the aspects of capitatist society.

The third feature of 1968 which I want to talk
about is the will the working class showed during

L this movement to take into their own hands their

hopes, their fights, their lives — even their daily
fives. This confused thiust iowards

self-management continues {0 make itself felt in
the trade uniens and even the reformist parties

taday. The reformist leaders have been forced to
recuperatce this desire on the workers’ part to run

E their own lives by explaining that they are in

L g

]

H..

favour of self-management, even if they bitterly
opposed it in 1968, Burt in addition you now find
(hat & large minowity of the working ciass is
opposed to the bureaucratic structure of all the

.. reformist organisations.

This global aspiration to self-management, to
workers' democracy, 1s very important for us
because it means that in relating to the struggles
of the working class we can put forward a series
of questions like workers’ controi, elected strike

committees, which are becorning much more
L credible than in the past.

These are the main features of 1968, Ina

L certain sense we can say that 1968 was a political
# defeat for the working class, because nothing

changed as far as the government was concerned

% and so on. But [ think that 1968 was a kind of
B general dress-rehearsal of what could happen in
the near future in the sense that it was the result of
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‘a new relationship of forces between the

‘bourgeoisie and the working class which stilt
continues to exist in France and indeed -
throughout Western Europe.

What role did the revolntipnary left and in
‘particular the LCR (thon the JCR) play in the
‘rvenis of 19682 |
- ] 1968 the far left was mainly ﬂrg&msed
among the students, and since the movement
began as a student upsurge the revolutionary left
played a major role, évesi the leading role, in the
demonstrations and in the ﬁtst stages of the
movement in 1968,

Many people have tail;ed:lbullt the role of -

spontaneity as against the role of organisation, I -

think that the two are totally linked. Ina
movement like that in 1968 the members of
revolutionary organisations sre in a minority. But
what was very striking in 1968 was the fact that
most of the demands which wereapparently pui
torward by the movement spontaneously werein -
fact demands around which the revolutionary
organisations had fought for years and years as a
tiny minoriiy in the universities. Examples of
these slogans were — internationalism,
anti-imperialism, anti-bureaucransm
anti-Stalinism, and so.on. OK — anti, anti, anfi

— bui nonetheless Ihd of dﬂrpd Whlﬂh j;a‘lm a

political tone to the movgment
Of course, when the. took place, many

new things appeared as a rutﬂtof the richness of .

the movement, but as far: leadership of the
movement was concerned; "rmluunnarx _
organisations played a. role because P

politically they had a more coherent view of tb.e
movement and m they possessed a national

structure.

v
§

.
£

- the general strike and despite the leadh 2 role

played by the revolutioaary lefi, the movement of |
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1968. The first stage was the explosion by the
smdmts and the mnvmmt nf sohdmty against
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the working class recognised itself, not in the
students’ demands, but in the fact that they were
fighting successfully, and on this basis workers
were prepared to follow the students.

The second stage was the development of the
movement against repression into a massive
general strike. Now the question was not only to
fight against repression and against the
government — it had become a question of
power, of overthrowing the government and
presenting a political alternative. Then of course
the gap began to appear between the students and
the workers. When it came to as serious a
question as that of taking power, the working
class naturally had no confidence in the student
leaders. Workers had confidence in our ability to
organise demonstrations and to fight in the
streets, but not in our ability to forma
government or prepare a political alternative.

When the question of power was posed
workers looked to their traditional leadership, in
which they normally had confidence — not only

“the national ieadership of the reformist

organisations, especially the CP, but the
rank-and-file activists with a long record of
struggle in the factories, When they saw that the
CP and the SP were niot prepared to go further
and rzaise the question of power, workers

' . Spontaneously ended the strike, understanding
that it was finished and stupid to continue a

general strike, with all its effects, without any

the wurkmg class. Qur weakness in 1968 mthlt
r:li

There were three stages mmemwﬁ@ o
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perspectl\r'e
" Wecan here see both the role of the students in
starung off the movement and also the limits of

" the student movement in the absence of any real

implantation of the revolutionary party inside the
working class, Only a national organisation with
an cstablished base in the working class would

have been able to make real rather than formal
links between the revoluticnary will of the
students and the confused revolutionary will of -

base only among studcntsmdw
ead of the movement in is. ﬁtﬂﬁm
“and u;nder the table at the last stage:.
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To start with we used a tactic that was very
dangerous — very dangerous. Frankly speaking 1
must say that if we had no political deviations it’s
because we were linked to the Fourth
Interaational.

Puring the ﬁrststmnf the rackicalisation that
. occurred in Europe.in the 1960s we understood
that this radicalisation-affected, not the working
class, but the university and high school students.
So, after our expulsion from the CP we decided t0
build only a youth organisgtion, because we
believed it was mainly among studenlsthﬂitwas
possible to accumulate forces rapadly.

Then there was 1968: Thatmgoodfm’nsma
.1 - certain sense, but our otganisation was muinly
¥ students with all the dmagers which that inrvolved
" . when it came to claborating a political
l programme and so.on, In that situation the
_: Fourth International, with its tradition,
1
I
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! Then after 1968, with the new radicalisation
3 -among workers, we decided 30 change our

i intervention totallyand ie tonceptrate, not all,

f but a iarge part of our fosces, onthe working
class. We had a certain cradibility thanks to our
implantation among youth which meant that we
were seen as & nationaf palitical force. We used
thncuﬂiblhtr tuwmmhmmﬂy o

the warkers. -
§ Wetook two thirds uf our students — some of
| them went to work in the factories, most went
i around the factories to try and recruit the militant
- worker around whom we ¢ould build, Students

could not themselves build, but students could get
the militant, or twe or three militants, who could
aftcrwa'ds build & real-base in the factory. That's
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- French far left — Ed.. ‘g

what we decided — the turn to the workers. In
particular, we decided that the intervention in
each factory should be made through a
permanent bulletin — a factory newspaper of two
or three pages appearing each week.

We made mistakes — vou can imaging the kind
of mistakes we made for years and years!
But now the result is clear. In 1968 the JCR had
800 or 900 members, with a very small minority of
vournig workers. Then we built the Ligue. Now
there are 3,300 members, with a minority of
students (less than 13 per cent of the membership
are students and one per cent high school

‘students). We must add 2,500 manual and

white-collar workers in the Red Mole groups,
which exist in nearly 300 factories, offices,
ministries, hospitals, and so on — these are the
organised sympathisers of the LCR. Next month
we are setting up a youth organisation, the JCR,

-which will be antanomous from the Ligue.

There has been a qualitative change as far as
our implantation in the factories is concerned.
But globally, as far as the tasks are concerned,
there has not, I think, been a qualitative change.
if, for example, there was a new upsurge
tomorrow, then, although our intervention would
be totally different from what we did in the past,
the growth in our base has not been sufficient for
us to appear.as an alternative to the reformists.

Quite recently I read an article in Le Monde by
Nicholas Baby, a ieader of the high-school
movement in 1963, which talked about the “crisis
of leftism’ ( 14 March 1978 ), arguing that the far
left in France had failed to develop into a serious
altesnative since 1968. Is that claim valid?

It’s true, if that was what the comrade was
saying, that in 1968 we had the biggest
revolutionary movement in Europe and now look
how many people there are 1n revolutionary

organisations compared to the CP. But I think it’s

a short cut to say that. There s a crisis in the
extreme left organisations in Europe today —in

- Framce, more so in Italy. This crisis is linked to

' thﬁemacnﬂs which is a result of 1968

"'in the sense that, as I said, 1968 was a movement

not ﬂl]l}" against exploitation but also against
npprmnn There developed movements which

.+ revolutionary Marxists were unabic to

gratand. Now they understand, but too iate.
" emnlc, the question of the oppression of

women inside revolutionary organisations has

caused a serious crisis throughout the far left in
Europe. The violence of the women in our

| ﬂrgannatmns is linked to the violence of the
nppmmn thcy hav: suffered wlthm our

R qut:mnn of wumen, of

) hmnnsexuals gtc., it’s even In a certain sense the

crisis of nulltauusme' which raises the question
of the kind of revolutionary organisation we
need. Of course, I'm not puiting Leninism into

' * The name given to a crisis of identity that has

affected many of the generation of 1968 in the

USA Miners strike
TUNISIA General strike
NICARAGUA General
strike.

hea

housing
education

jal service:

nsp

cons
nurseries
libraries




T T— T

}
¥

question, but I think we have to discuss the
application of democratic centralism. There is no
model of democratic centralism ~~ it’s two words
which contradict each other. So today we discuss
the question of democracy within the
revolutionary organisation, the role of the
leadership, the beginning of bureaucratisation
linked to the development of the organisation,
and it’s not an answer just to say *‘Lenin said,
Lenin said’. How do we understand the new
forms of political activity that have emerged? I
accept that we have to use the framework of
Leninism, but we have to be careful not to give
dogmatic answers to these questions. Many
organisations have been thrown into total crisis,
have been split, as a result of these problems.

The second problem is the underestimation by
many groups of the capacity of the left reformists
— the Stalinists and social-democrats — to
accomodate the new radicalisation since 1968.
For example, look at the way in which they are
taking up the demands of the women’s movement
in Italy, France and Spain.

The reformists undersiood, after they had
been initially by-passed, that, because of the crisis
of capitalism, they could not limit their answer to
economic demands but were forced to givea
political answer — a programme of government.
Today the reformists offer the working class a
credible answer — the historic compromise in
ltaly, the nation union in Spain, the union of the
left in France. Now there is no longer the vacuum
which existed in 1968,

Many of the organisations of the European far
left thought after 1968 that reformism was
finished and that it would be very easy to build
revolutionary organisations because workers were
no longer reformist. But it was not true. They had
not understood what for us is fundamental,
especially after the Portuguese experience — the
strength of the reformists and of illusions in
bourgeois democracy among the masses and the
fact that the revolutionary movements of the last
ten years have all been betrayed by elections and
the structure of bourgeois democracy. Thereis a
connection between the reformist policy of the
workers’ parties, the illusions in bourgeois
democracy which they spread in the working class
and the offensive of the bourgeoisie itself in
defence of its ‘democratic’ system.

The question of a united front policy towards
reformist workers is very important. Many
ulira-lefts rejected this — the result is either they
become totally isolated, as in Portugal, and are
smashed, or their perspective is like that of the
Red Brigades, where their activity is a substitute
for a working class which they don’t understand.

There is no alternative to a united front policy.
Through this policy we try to show in action that
workers' democracy is superior to bourgeois
democracy. That’s the importance of propaganda
for self-management, atiempts at workers’
control, and so on. We have to be at the head of
the fight for democracy against Stalinism. The
social democrats have been able (o grow by
claiming to defend democracy against Stalinism.
Of course, we don’t share their illusions in
bourgeois democracy, but it’s clear thai many
combative workers joined the Socialist Party
because of their disgust with Stalinism.

To obtain a rupture of the masses from their
traditional parties they need to be involved in
united action, because it’s through the experience

of united mass action that their ideas are changed.

To have united mass action you need the

participation of the CP, the SP and the
revolutionaries in class actions. That’s the point
of departure of -our united front policy.

One final guestion — tem years on from 1968,
and in the aftermath of the left’s defeat in the
French general elections, what prospects do you
see for the revolutionsry left in France?

Well, in France wearein s Eﬂ-ﬂtl’lﬂlﬁ&y
situation due to the political defeat in the
elections. The working-class movement is
demoralised and at the same time there is
discussion such as we have never seen before
inside the workers™ parties. For cxample, in the
CP now the disarray is total, and many people —
but still a minority — inside the CP are looking
toward us, because we have slways condemned
the Common Programave and the union of the
left and now that the reformists’ strategy has
failed, many rank-and-file CF members are
beginning to question this strategy.

So the echo of our position is stronger, | think,
than ever before — but in a global climate of
defeat. I think it’s a conjuncrural defest. Iﬂun ¢
think the relationship of forces betweenthe
bourgeoisie and the working class haschanged.
1t’s not as if the working clazss has been defeated. -
after mass struggles — it’s & subjective defeat. So
we are in a clitnate which does not permit many
actions, but a climate that permits discussion.

The problem is to estimate the scale ofthe
demoralisation of the working class — that is,
what will be the ability of the working cliss to
conduct new actions and so on. Iy some months,
we think, there will be big struggles. We-believe
that the bourgeoisie cannot stabilisc the regime
because of the economic crisis, because of its.own
internal conflicts, because the workers’ parties
got nearly 50 per cent of the vote — something
which hasn'( been seen in other countries, becanse
the working class will want to take its revenge and.
there will no longer be any electoral perspective to
permit the bourgeoisie to canalisc workers’
militancy away from struggle, because mairy .
fractions of the working class wil! be forced to
fight — the danger is that some fights will be
totally isolaied and very violent, without any
political perspective.

Here it’s more difficult for us. ‘Wﬂhm itisa
matter of offering an electoral perspective to
defeat the right what we have to say is very
credible. But in the struggles that will develop, we
will have to argue for centralising them, in the
long term for bringing down the government and
s0 on. You will understand that all this is fine for
the more combative fractions of the working
class, but it appears a little utopian to the
majority of workers, especially because the trade
unions will probably lead some militant strikes 10
play down the defeat for which they are
responsible, but will never centralise the struggle.
The fact that Mitterand, Marchais and the irade |
union leaders have agreed to visit Giscard
d’Estaing, which they always refused to do mthe ¥
past, is an indication that they may lead stryggles,
but within the framework of the regime.

It is very difficult in the present situstion to
make any predictions except some global -
hypotheses — for example, that the new.
Parliament will not last ot its five-year term, that
there will not be social peace, that the . '
bourgeoisie will not be able to stabilise the
regime, and so on. But apart from these -
generalities I think we will have to wait one of two
months to see how th:wnrkmgchssrmtstuthc |
defeat it has just suffered. . S
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Joseph Conrad was perhaps the
only English novelist ever to
look critically at imperialism.
But then he had the advantage
of escaping the national
limitations of most of his
cnntempnranﬁ* For he was not
English by origin.

Borna Pole, he had beenon
the recetving end of great power

chauvinism (Poland, as partof -

the Russian empire untii 1918,
knew what it was Yke to be
under ruthless, fm‘&gn
oppression); and he had’
wandered the world as a sailor
for ten years of his hfe.
Consequently, by the time he
settled in Britain, the country
he lived and worked in from the
early 1890s tifl his death in
1924, his experience was wider,
less hidebound and more
international than the majority
of his fetlow writers.

On the other hand, he was
no radical. Even though his
father had been punished for
being one of the leaders of the
abortive 1863 uprising against
tsarist tyranny his family
background was conservative
and aristocratic.

He belonged to a ruling
class, albeit a ruling class
oppressed by another ruling
class. And in seeing the world
from the deck of a ship it was
not with the humble viewpaint
of an ordinary scaman — it was

i 26

with that of an officer and
captain. _

In choosing England he
pledged his allegiance to the
British flag, under which as
under no other, he claimedina
letter written during the Boer
war, the idea of liberty was to
be found. Alien though he was

{&nd occasionally made to feel

it int a society increasingly prone
to jingoistic and racialist
hysteria), he desperately
wanted to be British — and
proud of it.

SoConrad wasabitofa

-contradiction himself, a fact
‘that emerges as he ponders the -
contradictions of imperialism.

Take, for example, Heart of
Darkness, the short story he

wrote at the twin of the century.

A3 a condemnation of the
effects of imperialism it is
probabiy unparalleled. But
then the reality he based his
story on was so appalling, even
by imperialist standards, that it
provoked an international
scandal.

Allthough Conrad rarely
names the places visited in the
story the references clearly
point to the Belgian Congo.
This vast tract of land, now
known as Zaire, was virtizally
the private possession of
Leopold, King of the Belgians.

By means of a company he
set up, 1.copold ruthlessly

exploited the natural resources
of that area for his own
personal gain.

He made attempts to
disguise this exploitation with
the philanthropic pretence,
commen to other imperialist
powers, of bringing light to the
benighted heathen. But there is
little doubt that it was, in -
Conrad’s own words, ‘the vilest
scramble for loot that ever
disfi gurcd the history of human
conscience and gengraphlcal
exploration’.

Conrad knew what hewas -
talking about. He had gone to
thie Congo himself, ﬁzlﬁyed
by the Company as a¢aptain of
one of their river steamboats,
and it this yourfiey to Africa
and up theriver Congothat
formed the basis of his story.

Through Marlow, the
narrator and chief character
(who shouldn*t be
automatically identified with
Conrad) we get an unequivocal
recognition of imperialist
atrocities. Right at the
beginning, for example, he has
this to say about the Romans
colonising Britain {the parallel
with the Belgian presence in
Africais unmistakeable):

‘They grabbed what they
could get for the sake of what
was to be got. It was just
robbery with violence,
aggravated murder on a great
scale, and meh going at it blind
— as is very proper for those
who tackle a darkness.”

And what Marlow sees in his
travels bears out this view. He
witnesses a French warship
firing casually on an unseen
camp of natives behind the
shore-line: and later,ina’
horrific scene, hestumbles
upon a group of dying black
workers, crushed by discase,
starvation and the alienating
effect of being uprooted from
their traditional way of life,

Everything he comes across
is marked by aimless violence.

Marlow also measures the
dehumanising effect
imperialism has on the
imperialists themselves. There
are the adventurers, whose one
passion is limitless
self-enrichment.

Because of thetr devotion to
the ‘nobie cause’ Conrad
ironically calls them “ptlgrims’.
And there are the administators
of the Comtpany who compete
ruthlessly amongst themselves
toobtain the mustiuentw:
positions. -

Marlow mermmhe
amazed at their ahility tokeep -
up appearances — heeompares

one immaculately dressed agent

Essence
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to a hairdresser's dummy and
attributes the success of
another simply to his capacity
never to fallill: *perhaps there
was nothing within him?,
Marlow comments.

But the most imporiant of
these *hollow men’ is the chief
agent and most “efficient’
collector of ivory, Mr Kurtz,
whom Marfow has been
instructed to bring back to

-*crvilisation’. Evervone looks
- upinenvytohimand Kurtz

combines all the most extreme
impulses of imperialism.

He has started with
highflown ideals to justify
himself and has written a report
for the International Society
for the Suppression of Savage
Customs, which contains such
ominous phrases as: ‘By the
simple exercise of our will we
{the whites) can exert a power

for good (amongst the ‘natives’)

practically unbounded’. But at
the bottom of the report he has
scrawled the brutal reality that
this ‘power for good' amounts
to: ‘Extertninate-all the brutes!’
Attheend of the story, as he

 lies dving aboard Marlow’s

ship, the fevered phrases he
utters reveal the black depths of
the ruthiess, murderons
megalomania that life in the
Congo has unleashed. He dies
with the words *The horror!
The horror!’ on his lips.

What compromises
Conrad’sexposure of
imperialism, however, is his
inabitity to break altogether
with imperialist ideas. Marlow
claims, for example, that

althiough “the conquest of the

earth is not a pretty thing when
you look at it too much’,
nevertheless ‘what redeemsit is
the idea only... an unselfish
belief in the idea’.

This is to condone the
essence of imperialism while

" condemning its excesses, A
- httlelater on, while looking at a

map of the world, he admires
those partsoftheglobe -
coloured red (the sign of British

g
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imperialism) as ‘good to see any
time, because one knows that
some real work isdone in

there’. And Marlow never
ceases to call the biacks
‘niggers’, apparently without
any sense of the racialist insult
involved.

Most revealing, though, is
his treatment of Kurtz. Conrad
makes Kurtz’s descent into
brutality a product of his giving
way to the savagery of his
surroundings.

‘The wilderness had found
him out early,” Marlow tells us.
Inasense, Kurtzhas ‘gone
native’, to use the words of that
old imperialist myth.

Black tribespeople are never
seen in the story as belonging to
their own complex, ordered
societies. Instead they are
portrayed as fearful primitives
who practise abominable rites
and are barely restrained from
gratifying their cannibalistic
appetites.

Conrad does not condemn
them — they are innocent in
their savagery. But theydo
represent what Conrad
supposed man essentially to be
when released from the
constraints of social conduct. It
is this surrender to ‘human
nature’ that defines for Conrad
the most important aspect of
imperialism. Consequently he
obscures the central fact that
imperialist savagery is the
export of the most backward
aspects of European capitalist
society into the rest of the
world.

Because of this reactionary
view of “human nature’
Conrad’s criticism of
imperialism inevitably cornes
up against certain limits, He
can expose the pretences and
hypocrisies of imperialism but
he can’t separate himself off
from participation in
imperialism itseif.

Marlow’s fascination with
Kurtz comes close to sympathy
and support. Kurtz has, after
all, let himself go completely
and broken with conventional,
hypocritical morality (unlike
the other characters). And
despite his criticism of
imperialism Marlow is unable
at the end of the story to bring
himself to tell the truth io
Kurtz's fiancée,

He pretends that Kurtz’s last
utterance had been her name,
Mariow remains bewitched by
imperialism, unable to break
frec. Willy nilly he must protect
the lies of European civilisation
that he himself has shown to be
s0 uncivilised and brutal.

For this reason Feart of

Darkness is a fascinating,
baffling story. Every socialist
should makea point of reading
it if they wish to understand
some of the contradictory
responses to imperialism at the
turn of the century.

It helps us to see why Lenin
insisted so forcefully on
uncompromising opposition to
imperialism. Any response to
the hotrors of imperialist
conflict, he argued in his
polemic against the orthodox
‘marxist’ Kautsky, which failed
to go beyond condemnation of
the ‘excesses’ of impetialism
and avoided consideration of
its essence amounted toa
sell-out.

Marlow’s outrage, as we
have seen, falls into this
category — he finishes, as did
Kautsky (Marxist though he
was), by defending
‘civilisation’. Even Conrad
must have been worried since
he felt obliged to create Marlow
as a character quite distinct
from the author. In that way he
could be absolved from
responsibility for his
character’s views,

If you get something out of

. this story vou should try

reading Conrad’s much more
ambitious novel, Nostromo,
which deals with the impact of
Americanimperialismona |
backward Latin American
society. Don’t be put off by the
complication of the narrative
and the time sequence.

In the end Conrad’s purpose
can be clearly seen: heis, in his
own way, exposing the illusion
that capitalist development
brings order, peace and
stability. [n fact, exploitation
of the country’s silver brings
quite the reverse and destroys
the lives of those involved.

Nostromomust be one of -
the few novels in the English
language to demonstrate that
revolution is neither accidental
nor avoidable, that, inthe
words of the Communist
Manifesto, ‘all history is the
history of class struggle’. Atthe
end of the novel, just as society
is sertling down to apparently
unlimited capitalist prosperity
and harmony we hear the first
whispers of working-class
revolution, a revelution made
inevitable because of
imperialist development.

As a conservative Conrad
may not have liked that
unpalatable truth. But he was
too far removed from the
conventional pieties of his
class, too much of an outsider,
not to faceup toit. Gareth
Jenkins

Women stand
and cheer

For coloured girls who have
considered suicide when the
rainbow is ennf

Ntozake Shange

Eyre Methuen, £1.50

Ntozake Shange, an American,
wrote For coloured girls ata
time when the pressures on
black women to reject
feminism were particularly
strong. Many blacks saw the
progression made by white
women from the Civil Righis
Movement to the Women’s
Liberation Movement as vet
another manifestation of the
concerted white rip-off of
biack advances.

To them the WLM
appeared to be using much of
the theory, strategy and
rhetoric they identified as their
own. Additionally, the
demand for fertility control
and abortion sounded dubious
to the have-nots in that dual,
divided society. For many
blacks it seemed inextricably
linked with genocide.

The American WEM
gathered strength around the
time of the assassination of
Malcoim X when black
cONscipusness was at its height.
For any black woman to ‘step
out of line’ and take a feminisi
position was downright
divisive. it was a considerable
step to take for those women
who, additionaily, had no
desire to identify with white
culture in their struggle for
self-determination.

For coloured giris came into
being in 1974 when more than
a few black women were
starting to assert their feminist
identity. [t is a collection of
searing poems welded together
with wit and rhythm into a

devastating, dramatic

SCenario.

it is unstructured and
free-wheeling and gives the
feeling of improvisation as
seven women tell the story of a
young black woman’s journey
from adolescence to adulthood
and self-realisation. Shange
holds up & mirror for black
women, enabling them to
recognise their ethnic beauty
and cultural worth as well as
reflecting the communal
experience, but the difference
in mood between her writing

“and that of white feminists

illustrates only too clearly the
dual oppression that continues
to exist for black women.

This is a powerful work,

full of devastating insights that
fairly leap off the page, vet the
mood, though angry, is often
sad and pessimistic.

Throughout the play,
Shange weaves in references 1o
various black culture heroes
like the musicians Archie
Shepp and Sun Ra as well as
Toussaint L>Ouverture, leader
of the famous slave revolt in
Haiti. She talks about
following the speeches of
Imamu Baraka (Lerot Jones),
thereby confirming the link
that exists between
revolutionary rusic and
revolutionary thought in a
community where the people’s
music can be said to contain
their oral history.

The author crediis a
femninist environment wiih
lending the work its energy and
part of its style, and her studies
of women’s history and her
African roots with givimg it a
wider perspective. Parfof her
own self-realisation took place
through the dance and it is
regrettable that this aspect of
the live performance, like the
music, cannoi be translated to
the printed page.

Reading For coloured girls
can only give an indication of
the impact it has as a stage
production, but it is sufficient
to realise why when she hit
Broadway a couple of years
back, Shange made black men
angry and women of all races
stand and cheer. Val Wilmer




Most of us watch a good deal of TV — if
current viewing patterns continue, the
average person will have spent about cight
vears of their life slumped in front of that
littie box by the time they die. Most of the
time most people will not have a very clear
-idea of how what they are watching gets
onto the screen in the first place. Two
employees of the British Film Institute have
just spent several months studying in detail
the making of a popular detective series —
Hazell — and have written an informative
kook about it.*

The book records the ¢complex process
by which a new series is put together. Some
of the things they say are specific to the
problems of making a series, but many of
the main determinants are of general
interest in television production.

A number of things emerge very clearly.
One is that it is very difficult to talk about
the old traditional concept of the ‘artist’ —
the making of this series involved the work
of many people — while actually being shot
in the studic about 100 people are involved.
TV programmmes of this type are therefore
overtly collective products in a way that
easel paintings or lyric poems are not: they
are socialised “‘artistic production. Of
course, within . that . socialisdtion, the
capitalist logic of - pgpduction. predom-
inates, with a very sirict hierarchy of
authority and & minute division of
responsibility.

In this series, the overall power rested
with the ‘preducer’, aithough that control

itself was circuinscribed by a further chain -

of command up to the money men who run
Thames TV,

The peculiarly capitalist form of
socialisation keeps on cropping up
throughout the book. For example, it turns
out that Bernard Allum, as the graphic
designer, had the job of choosing a
typeface for the title sequence.

No doubt it took him many hours of
purely aesthetic agonising to finally decide
to use one that he himself had the patent
on. Time and time again this sort of thing
occurs — most notably it seems in terms of
giving a job to one of your mates.

Now, as the people employed all seem to
have been fairly competent, there is no a

priori objection to this method of
recruitment. *After all’, the people involved
would say, ‘I know most of the people who

can do a good professional job and I chose -

from themm — surely you don’t want a
non-professional job?’ What this sort of
answer neatly avoids is the question of how
far this type of closed world influences the
final product.

On this, the book is no help. The
authors explicitly and rigorously avoid
critical judgements on the product. Part of
the reason seems to be that this was their
intention: 1 suspect another part was that
they were rather seduced by the glamour of
the whole thing.

The reason why this was a peculiarly sad
ommission from the book is that Flazell set
out to be rather different. It was not
designed to be yet another in fast-and-nasty
genre of Special Branch/ The Sweeney/The
Professionals.

The idea was to make & series along the
lines of what is known as a ‘film noir’ and
more precisely that derived from the novels
of Raymond Chandler — for example The
Big Sleep. It is my opinion that they missed
by several miles.

The authors do consider some of the
factors which led to this. For example, lack
of studio space (i.e. inadequate finance)
meant certain restrictions. The technical
standard demanded by the ]1BA meant that
certain sorts of lighting could not be used.
There are other examples.

What they do not look at are the
consequences of some of the other
information they give. Some of the writers
employed, for instance, had also worked in

the fast-and-nasty genre. Now this does

not automatically make them bad.

In this series, however, there was a
problem in generating the ‘running
characters’ who help the thing hold
together over several weeks, One of the few
that emerged was, surprise, surprise,
Detective Inspector Minty, another copper.
Hazell’s relationship with him  is
fashionably strained but it remains in the
end a working relationship.

There are a number of possible reasons
why this catastrophic inversion could
occur. The most charitable i1s that a
hard-pressed writer groping to fulfill the
demand for running characters should fall
back on the easy option they have writen

Manual Alvarado and Edward Buscombe Huzell: the making of @ TV sevies {BFEf Latiner £2.95)

before. _

What all this boils down to is the fact
that the way in which TV production is
organised — the constraints, the personnel,
the ideclogical universe — remain firmly
within the bounds of capitalist respect-
ability. It is not that there is a great deal of
overt manipulation — although there is
some — but the working practices
themselves force TV into the bland and
boring affirmation of "what is’.

Actually, the mould is not exactly that
of ‘what is’. Rather it is a very particular
view of what is. Consider the handling of
police matters. These have come a long way
since the carlier days of Dixon, and we now
have televised policemen who do bend the
rules a bit.

Once 2 series or s0 they even get
investigated by their peers — usually
referred to as the ‘rubber heels’. Of course
they get off — they have to or the series
would grind to a halt. Now this is quite
amazing.

The most cataclysmic set of evenis to
happen to the British police in the last ten
years was not the issuing of riot shields at
Lewisham; not the growth of the Special
Patrol Group; not even the mushrooming of
the Special Branch. It was the collapse of
the Metropolitan CID under the weight of
its own corruption.

It is quite easy to see how a TV series —
working title 4.]0 — could be written
around that. Yon could catch some
particularly nasty crook every week — up
to their eyeballs in extortion, periury,
bribery, grievous bodily harmn or whatever
— and still have a series.

The consequence, of course, would be to
show most cops as morontc, thuggish,
greedy and very bent — which does seem to
be what the London CID consisted of,
Somehow | don’t see it being made.

Not just because it wouid have McNee
and Mary Whitehouse climbing up the
curtains. It is just so far out of the way that
good professionals think about things that
it will never occur to them.

Both of the authors of this book have a
critical view of society, It is a pity that they
did not make more use of that in writing
about Hazell. As it stands, the bock is
worth a read just to find out how: it is done.

Colin Sparks

Do not adjust your set The fuzz is intentional

P b T |



| A ialist epic

1900

1900 traces the interplay
between two Italian families
during the 40 years which saw
the total transformation of the
Italian couniryside, the
formation of the Italian
workers movement and the
victories and eventual defeat of
Fascism.

The uneasy friendship
between the two central
figures, Alfredo (Robert de
Niro) the heir to the
Berlinghieri estate and Olmo
{Gerard Depardieu) a bastard
son of the teeming peasant
Dalca family, is the core
around which the film is built.

In the Hollywood epic, the
historical events would just be
a picturesque backdrop for the
love affairs between the star
characters. In 71900, the
director, Bernado Bertolucci,
shows how political forces
deeply influence what
happens within families and
between individuals.

The tensions between the
three generations of
Berlinghieris isn't caused by
the individual psychologies of
the family, but by changes in
society at large. Their estate
has to be organised like a
factory and the ‘Padrone’ (the
master) can no longer be an
earthy father-figure.

The new owner has to be
ruthless with his employees,
while his son plays no part at
all in the running of their land.
These changes turn the family
against itself, and it coilapses.

Likewise, the peasants lose
their simall-holdings and
become labourers. They have
to abandon their old ways, and
form leagues to fight their
masters together.

" Inthese fights they discover

a new sense of community far

They realise they have
common class-interests, and
Olmo becomes a communist.

Bertolucci presents Fascism
not as some natural, inevitable
disaster, as, say, Cabaret does,
but as the calculated response
of the landowners to the
militancy of the labourers. The
clergy and the gentry are
‘blamed for the success of
Mussolini, while the
Blackshirts, personified by
Atilla {Donald Sutherland) are
men who hate the labourers,
but have no hope of becoming
landowners themselves.

These insights put 7900
miles apart from the epics it
superficially resembles.
Unlike, say, Gone With the
Wind, it doesn’t separate the
personal stories of-the
individuals involved from the
broad sweep of events.

Its characters respontled to
what happens around them;
they support Or oppose
Fascism and become more
grasping or patient as a result.
What action they take also
affects the wider political
SCene.

 They exist as both credible
individuals and as members of
a class. So you become
interested in them as Alfredo or
Anita and as an example of
a landowner, etc. That is part
of the film's appeal, because it
combines these two roles so
successiully.

It portrays how modern class
society works and condemns
what it depicts.

It is an exciting, moving,
and in places very funny work.
It does have biemishes; the
final scenes try to avoid

criticising the policy of the

It is not often that g Marxist is
given access (o the vast
resources of the big movie
companies and therefore
Bernarde Bertoiucci’s 1900

from socialists. It is an

extremely long and complex

{ film, running to over four
hours in its edited two-part

should receive special attention much criticism on the left —
for example, its treatment of

the film? Write in and give us
Your views,

version, and Paul Cunningham
highlights only some, certainily
very important, Spects.

There are othe- aspecls of
the film which have received

women., What did you think of

‘greater than the old family ties.

1900 is a great socialist film.

Comrmunist Party in 1945 and
there are some dubious
implications about the
sexuality of women.

But don’t let those, nor the
high ticket prices, nor its
length, deter you from secing
both parts of this marvellous
film. Pawl Cunningham

Thereare three new Space
Fiction films showing in
London at the moment: Star
Wars, Close Encounters of the
Third Kind and Diark Star. The
first two, at least will make it to
most provincial cinemas. That
is quite enough to make this
genre a new fashion.

The three films are very
different. Star Warsts very
firmly within the tradition of
science fiction known as ‘Space
Opera’ in which an imagined
technology of gigantic size and

powers provides a backdrop for

the most mindless kind of
goodies v. baddies action.

Close Encounters is another
example of a veteran tradition
— the first meeting between
man and another intelligent
life-form,

Dark Staris more difficult
to classify, but one major
element is the equally
traditiona! theme of machine
intelligence — in this
casea bombwhose PN
compuier controls ¥
malfunction. The astronauts
attempt to prevent it blowing
them apart by teaching it
philosophy — how does it
know that it exists, eic.?

Despite th= differences,
however, theze films atso have
very strong ciementsin
common. In particular, they all
assume that intelligent aliens
are at least as race and as nasty
as us humans.

Theyare

Later, inthe famous 2001 tiwey
were benign but infinitely
superior beings moulding v ur
evolution. Now they have heen:
humanised.

The films also share a
vaguely populist ideology. Sra:

Wars, inso far as it contain,
any ideas at all, has a vague
committment to democgratic
resistance to despotism and
?ilitarism. Close Encounter-
as a sharper anti-bureaucrais
and anti-militarist theast — 2
aliens reject the well-drilled
specimens selected by the LIS
military and choose to welcom
an ordinary American power
worker vwho has had to fight hii-.
way past the military toreach
the point of close encounter.

DPark Starhas a crew whose
military moraie has collapse d
and one of whose membersi:a
base electrician shipped abiare
by mistake.

Somuch for the good
things. Theyv show us at feas:
that the big moneyin the US4
thinks that its likely audience
(Americans under thirty are
what they are really interested
in}is a great deal morerelax_<
and open to humane values
than it was twenty years ago.

There are, of course, bad
things too. Star Wars, despite
its fascination with technnlor .
hinges on anti-rationalismi: a:
the key moment, the hero turn:
off his computer and trusts *the
force’. Close Encounters
collapses into the crudest
sexism at the end — the woman

who has also made the

journey to the climax

retires from the

: 4k "=E=:_.":'....:__::_ ﬂ‘r’Eﬂt db RO0ON as
G she has

recovered her

Eapahle ﬂf ::"_- t T . : P

being friendly, =
This is quite a change.

At onetime there were a
number of science fiction films
which assumed automatically
that aliens were out to take over
the earth, especially America.
They were irrationally hostile,
devious and ruthless.

They were quite capable of
taking over the minds of decent
American citizens and forcing
them to carry out very
un-American activities. They
were clearly extra-terrestrial
equivalents of Communists.

child. Dark Star
is ultimately
nihilistic.

All of this
amounts to saying
that, ideologically
at least, these
films are not
much different
from the average
high-budget film. At
this level, the films
could easily have
been about
somnething else than
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- is a film in which what you

space. In terms of the forms of
film-making they are equally
uninteresting — all three are
standard professional pieces of
filming.

But underneath all this there
is something which divides Star
Wars from the other two and
makes it very much more
interesting. Both of the other
films have very severe narrative
problems.

In particular, Close
Encounters starts badly and
continues for most of its length
in the same vein; only the actual
encounter has its own internal
logic. The consequence of this
is that the special effects
amount to just about nothing.
They are pegs around which the
film is hung; very clever and
very pretiy pegs, also very
expensive ones, but they are not
integral to the film.

Star Warsis adifferent
thing altogether. Thatisnot to
¢laim that it has a masterly
narrative or anything so
pretentious. Much more
modestly, it can be said that it
only exists in and through its
technological special effects. It

seeis of the first
nunportance.
Now this is not
what makes

a film good,
‘but itis one of
the aspectsof film
— particularly
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large-screen cinema films —
which is quite important. Star
Wars follows the logic of this
with a monomaniac
determination, and this gives it
a very definite impact.

In the early days of film, the
Lumiére company made a short
silent film of a train coming
into a station. When it was
shown, audiences panicked
trying io gei out of the way of
the train. That naive response
to the cinema is almost lost
today, at least ammongst adults.
Star Wars attempts torecover
that sense of spectacle. In my
opinion, that makes it very well
worth watching. Cofin Sparks
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Books

Workers’ Participation in
Industry

Michael Poole

Routledge and Kegan Paul,
£2.50

Conflict or Co-operation?
The Growth of Industrial
Democracy

John Elliot

Kogan Page Ltd, £4.95

Addicts of the Financial Times
who get vicarious pleasure
from reading about the daily
trials and tribulations of
capitalism, will not be
disappointed by this book

by iis industrial editor, John
Elliot. He focusses mainly on
the Bullock Repeort and the
idea of worker directors.

The debate is firmly
situated within the context of
the social contract, and the
need to incorporate the ‘real
centres of trade union power’,
the shop stewards. He deais
with the fairly immediate
origins of Bullock to bring out
clearly the importance of Jack
Jones’ influence, as well as

" Britain’s entry into the

Common Market, whose
legislation on worker directors
will at some time have to be
adopted.

Elliot seeks to persuade
employers that Bullock and
other forms of participation
are not workers’ revolutions.
Workers’ participation will
give greater legitimacy to
management decisions. Risks
there may be, but ontly if
‘genuing’ participation is
offered will shop stewards
stop being ‘negative’, and start
playing a *positive’ role,
leading to Britain’s industrial

A few left of titles used by the Bookmarx Club special offer 1o Socialist Review readers:

Rowbotham: New World for Women
Jales: How Capitalism Works
Sjowall & Wahloo: The Locked Room BOp
Prabbie: Mutiny, Highland Regiments in

TONYCLIFF:

‘'was not such a suicidal leap in

regeneration.

Quoting Lord Bullock, he
argues that giving industrial
workers the vote in the 1860s

the dark for the ruling class,
whatever the fears might have
been at the time. Just as unions
have co-operaied at a national
level since 1974 in establishing :
the social contract, so is it f-
desirable for co-operation at
company level with shop
stewards in the boardroom.

Provided the Bullock
proposals were implemented :
slowly emplovers should not !
have much to fear. Bullock
may be¢ hard to swallow but
proposals less than
single-channel trade union
representation, unitary (as
opposed to two-tier) boards
and some form of union-
management parity would not
encourage stewards to play a
‘positive’ role in management.

Those who think that more
workers’ participation means
more power should ponder
Elliot’s assurances to the
employers: ‘the greater the
proportion of seats in the
boardroom by union-based
employee representatives, the
harder it would be for the
unions throughout the
company to maintain their old
habits. There is nothing to stop
them trying to maintzin these
habits, of course; the point is
rather that a board would not
function effectively, and in one
way or another would not
rernain the centre of corporate
decision-making if habits did
not change' (p. 254).

The book contains other
interesting details that show
the worker directors’ proposal
1s no gift horse. Union leaders ;
are reported as saying that :
worker directors will give shop E
stewards a new role since their
old one is disappearing with
continuing incomes policies.

Even if trade unionists
disagree with the sentiments
expressed in the book, it makes
for interesting reading. But
although it attempts to be
realistic, the question of
whether it will be possible to
recruit shop stewards (o
management ideology in the
way Elliot imagines 15 not
adequately explored.

In contrast, Michael
Poole’s book is disappointing.
It bears all the hallmarks of an
industrial sociology PhD in
style and intention. [t attempts
to be analytically precise, only
to end up abstract and
confused.

Neither for those involved




in the struggle for workers’

. power nor for students of
industrial sociology is this
book to be recommended.
Paole tries to build a ‘general
theory’ of ‘why workers’
participation?’ He secesit as a
product of a combination of
'workers” ‘latent’ (i.c.
underlying) power and the
values that exist in *society’ at
any given time,

Leaving aside the question
of whose values and whose
interests workers’ participation
serves, the central weakness in
this book is that no distinction
between participation and
control is made. For example:
‘it is our view that the
attainment of participation
and control is consequent upon
the growth of workers latent
power’ (p- 46).

So he can oppose the
revolutionary left’s view that
participation emasculates the
rank and file, because after all
it is the resuit of shop floor
strength: ‘it is by the
development of their own

. independent power that

workers acquire the right to

participation and control...
participation is only likely to
occur on any scale when the
workers’ organisations are also

in an advanced stage’ {p.36)...

Why worry about accepting a

workers’ participation

scheme? It symbolises your
power!

Little hint is there that
participation 1s a management
technique to increase its power
over the workforce by
seemningly sharing it. If Poole
had made a clear distinction
between participation and .
control, and had located
participation historically in the
conflict between capital and
labour, he would have been in
a better position to explain
such things as Whitleyism after
the First World War and
Bullock today. Those with
suicidal tendencies may enjoy
this book. Jules Townshend

Coming out

Coming Qut: homosexual
politics in Britain from the
19th century to the present
Jeffrey Weeks
Quartet, £3.95

Recenit studies in sexual

politics have shown how the
family, accompanied by its two
offspring, adultery and
prostitution, has adapied iiself

to and was modified by the
change from feudal to
capitaligt society.

Weeks’ book performs a
similar service to -
homosexuality by showing
how, in the course of the 19th
century, law, the church and
the new church of medicine
and education interacted to
name and separate certain
types of behaviour as
homosexual and how this
punishment and moral censure
in turn interacted to form our
modern homosexual identity.

Weeks argues that we have
to distinguish between
homosexual behaviour which
is universal and a homosexual
identity which is historically
specific — and a comparatively
recent phenomenon in Britain.

This Marxistperspectiveis a
-welcome and long awaited
contribution to our
understanding of gayness, not
as a separate and different area
of sexuality in itself to be
treated in footnotes on works
on the horrors of the family,
but requiring a central part il
the main text, as neither homo
or heterosexuality can be
understood outside the context
of each other.

By placing the homosexual
reformers within the wider
context of hostility towards
gay sexuality he shows how
much their search for positive
aspects of homosexuality was
mediated by a justifiable
reluctance to confront the
central gquestion of the validity
of being gay.

He shows how their lack of
knowledge of sexism, the

“division of labour, the family

and public and private life led
to the creation of theories
about ‘a woman’s soul in a
man’s body’, the third sex or
congenital homosexuality for
which, like the colour of our
eyes, you can’t be blamed.
Such acceptance of -
biological determinism could
only lead to demands for

toleration and law reform or to
the sort of utopian socialisim
based on the matey and
vaguely misogynist love of
comrades of the Sheffield
socialist Edward Carpenter, or
the resolute hostility to politics
of the Homosexual Law
Reform Committee and certain
sections of CHE today.

Weeks argues vocally
against the current apologist
reactionary view that assumes
a continual unchanging
homosexual identity which
makes Da Vinci the same as
Quentin Crisp or Tom
Robinson today and thus
vindicates the rest of us as
culturally important like roses
growing on {tempeorary) open
space. He emphasises the
positive aspects of oppression
such as the Wilde trial or the
prosecution of The Well of
Loneliness which do give a
momeni to previously
unnameable feelings.

" A member of Gay Marxist
and from 1975 of the Gay Left
Collective, Weeks is an active
member of the gay movement
and in the latter part of the
book he's writing his personal
history charting the post "67
Sex Offences Act gay
movement. He details its
radical rupture with previous
refermist groups, and details
its gay pride marches, its
pamphlets, its zaps om medics’
conferences, its split with the
lesbian movement, its reunions
‘more like celebrations of

gayness than business
meetings’, and its spurning by
theleft.

But the historiarn handles
defused bombs, the militant is
actively making grenades and
the latter part of the book is
considerably weaker than the
first, as he fails to draw
conclusions from the failure of
the gay movement 10 prove

relevant to the majority of gay

people who are working class

and suffering from marriage.
Weeks declares himself on

the side of those who view their

" homosexuality as social

oppression and not as a 5ocial
whirl, whose perspective on
gayness leads tt wmto form
links with the re Jutionary
left, the trade union mevement
and the women’s movement as

homosexuals and who seek to
unify the revolutionary
potential of each into a
coherent workable whole.
Nevertheless this theoretical
commitment to socialism does
not enable him to put forward
any concrete proposals on the
way forward. Means of being
gay in our private lives are
more available and varied than
before but without that having

-changed the oppressive terms

we view ourselves in from day

to day. '
Now, when we are seeing

the limited gains of the last ten

-years being eroded and directly

attacked, Weeks suggests ‘The
only way to succeed 15 {0
combine an unremitting

struggle for personal rel-
ationships with an active and
open commitment as a homo-
sexual to socialist ideals’. His
views are limited by their
hesitancy, their reluctance to
come to terms with the fight
when gays are witnessing a triai
as major as the Wilde ;
prosecution — an area where
Engels didn’t fear to tread.
The book’s title, Coming
Oud, is no accident as it was
one of the strengths of Gay
Liberation to recognise that

.the private is in fact political

and to explore this. Coming
out, the process where you
acknowlédge yourself as gay,
then tell friends, parents artd
workmates, with its stress on
gay pride, its challenging of
accepted division between
private and public life and its
implicit rejection of |1 5) years’
anti-gay training is central to
the post "67 gay view of
homosexuality.

Paradoxically it’s only by
acknowledging differences that

‘you can begin to see

similarities, and Weeks’ highly
readable and rich account
should prove an invaluable
blueprint for the
understanding of the origins of
those differences from a gay
point of view. Paul Morland
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Bread and revolution

Conqguered Clty
Victor Serge
Writers and Readers, £1.50

The conquered city is
Leningrad, Leningrad in 1919.
Leningrad is a city you can’t
ignore. There 15 something
surreal about it — its stern
elegant Italian buildings, its
bridges and canals perched
under a cold Northern sky. Itis
a city wrenched by despotism
from the marshes, Peter the
Great’s ‘Window on Europe’;
it is Trotsky’s ‘beautiful red
Petrograd... the torch of the
revolution’; it is the city saved
at incredible cost from the
Nazis.

It is, above all, a city about
which people feel. Ask any
inhabitant of Leningrad today
and he will tell vou “the Soviet
Union can go td hell, but
Leningrad, Lenmgrad is my
city’.

It is the baunting presence
of the city that holds this book
together. 1t is a collection of
rapid sketches of the lives of its
different inhabitants — from
the white guard and the
speculator, to the officials of
the Cheka.

Lenin, Trotsky and
Zinoviev play important parts
in it, but their names are never

mentioned. Victor Serge wrote

it in Russia in 1932 and
smuggled it out in ‘detached
fragments... which could if
absolutely necessary, be
published as they were,
incomplete’.

His description of the Living

revolution is so vivid that you =

atmost feel you can reach out
and touch it. Serge arrived in
Petrograd (as Leningrad was
then still called) in January
1919, at the height of the Civil
war. It was a time when
‘hunger, cold, disease and
T

oo
£migre cartoon of sadistic Cheka
employee
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terror stalked the country like
the four horsemen of the
Anocalypse’.

One year on, the revolution
was being strangled by
blockade. Serge shows us the
material consequences of this
— the long lines of women
‘waiting for the bread for
which they had waited long
hours in vain yesterday outside
under a blizzard’; the food
trains being pillaged; the small
boy stealing wood; the piles of
frozen excrement in the
courtyards which will bring
typhus when the thaw comes.

He is though, a bit of a
fastidious Frenchman in his
disgust for the staple rations of
black bread and dried fish.
Leningrad today is a privileged
city and you can buy meat. But
every Thursday and often
every Tuesday as well, by
government order, the cafes
sell only (stale) fish.

The book is about the
decadence and corruption that

i
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“The defence of Petrograd,” when civilians {ook up arms under Bolshevik

R,

the land, now murdered the
‘Communist’ commissars who
came to take away their
harvest, and left them lying by
the roadside, their bellies
stuffed with grain.

The workers who had made
the revolution now hooted
down their communist leader:
‘Give us bread! Bread! No
speeches! We've had all your
builshit before!” With White
armies and hostile peasants
without the city, spies,
oppositionists, speculators
and demoralisation within,
democracy had to wither and
terror take its place. ‘Do
people vote on a ship which is
taking water? No, they pump’.

It is the question of terror
that really worries Serge. His
book focusses on scattered
individuals, some real
conspirators, others
completely innocent, all

- eventually drawn into thé
Cheka’s net. One of the
Cheka'’s best men, Arkadi (in
real life Serge's friend Chudin)
becarmne accidentally
compromised and was shot.

R
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control to fight Krasnov and Kerensky (Soviet painting)

the deprivation causes. It is a
situation in which ‘we have
conquered everything and
everything has slipped from
our grasp’.

There was famine, so the
Party had 1o give itself
privileges for it and the
revolution to stay alive. From
privilege corruption flowed
inexorably. Comrade Zvereva
of the Cheka has a closetful of
requisitioned boots ‘while haif
the female workers at the Wahl
factory go barefoot’.

Support for the revolution
had dwindled. The peasants,
who had welcomed the
‘Bolsheviks’ who gave them

Serge’s political position
was peculiar. He was an
anarchist, but he had joined
the Bolsheviks to help the
revolution win. As a result his
attitude was ambivalent. On
the one hand he correctly -
recogmised that the revolution
was in peril, and terror
necessary: it was ‘Man’s
rencwal by fire’. At the same
time, he felt that it was a
logical result of the
authoritarian nature of
Leninism, and perhaps not
really necessary atall —a
position no different from the
bourgeois one which identifies
Stalinism with Leninism.

Books

In is memoirs he even says
that ‘the formation of the
Chekas was one of the gravest
and most impermissible errors

- that the Bolshevik leaders

commitied’. He behaved in
exactly the same contradictory
way over Kronstadt, in 1921.

He ends the book on a more
optimistic note. Moscow and
Petrograd are both encircled
by the Whites. Lenin wants to
abandon Petrograd and
concentrate all their forces on
Moscow, Trotsky wins the day
and rushes to Petrograd in his
armoured train with an army
of wild Bashkirs.

At Pulkovo the exhausted
proletarians of Petrograd fight
‘like mad dogs” at the *sight of
officers dressed English-style
going elegantly into battle’ and
the city is saved.

Perhaps, Serge says,
everything would have been all
right, Leninism wouldn’t have
turned sour if the proletariat of
Europe had come to our aid...
Jean McNair

Nuclear politics

The Fissile Society

Walter C. Patterson

Earth Resources Research Ltd,
£1.50

In his earlier book, Nuclear
Power (Penguin), Patterson
gave a good introduction to the
history and technicalities of
nuclear fission. Fissile Society
takes up some of the political
and economic issues mvolved.
From the beginning of the
public electricity supply in
Britain in 1882, Patterson

" poinis out there was a tendency

towards monopoly under state
control. In 1926, the Central
Electricity Board, now the
CEGB, set up a national grid
and electricity supply was
operated as one unit by 1939,
Today, in terms of assets
employed, the CEGB is the
11th largest business in the
USA and UK together.

The development of the
atomic bomb added another -
twist since a power station like
Calder Hall, near Windscale,
could produce powerasa
by-product of plutonium
production.

With nuclear power, an
unholy combination appeared.

s
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It consisted of the Atomic A mass movement against nuclear power
Energy Autherity, committed stations, like that in France and Germany,

to nuclear power, and the has not yvet developed in this country. No

CEGB and SSEB, the only doubt this is in part because the British

customers for nuclear power government has not yet adopted a large

stations in Britain. programme of building the modern

The industry has its fast-breeder reactors.

problems. Because a power Although there are a number of nuciear

station is planned before it

enters service, an estimate of only one fast-breeder in operation {(a small

power stations in Britain there is at present
future dernand for electricity is prototype) and so far the government has

essential. placed orders for only one more.
In an unplanned economy Nevertheless the decision to expand the -
this estimate cannot be nuclear fuel processing plant at Wmdscale

represents a further commitment in thIE
direction and has opened up something of a
public debate.

The discussion of this issue on the left so
far has not really been adequate. It is very
important for us to oppose the further
development of nuclear power in its present

accurate and in Britain when
demand was expected to rise
over the last five years, it was
almost constant. The result is
that one third of British

. generating capacity is never
likely to be used, even at times

| of peak demarid. form, for reasons that I argue below,

| Another point is that We should not, however, accept

| productivity in the industry uncritically all the arguments put forward

| nearly doubled between 1967 by the conservation/ecology people who
and 1976. Since wages now have up to now made most of the running
form only 3 per cent of the in the movement against nuclear power.
CEGB’s costs, any large strike A centiral plank of the ‘ecological’ case
in the industry wouid be very against nuclear power as presented at the
effective. | Windscale enquiry for example, is thai

Patterson argues that ‘exponential economic growth’ along with

nuclear power will reinforce the corresponding growth in energy needs
these trends since nuclear can and must cease. A c¢rucial part of
power stations wiil be bigger revolutionary socialism, on the contrary, is
and need proportionately the idea that economic growth can and
fewer staff than conventional should take place not slower but much,
power stations. His argument | much faster than under capitalism.
(and that of Frieads of the We are in favour of raising the living

E. Earth) is simply *big is bad’
and he gives some reasons to
support it. However, he has
not got to the bottom of the

standards of the world's poor to the levels
currently enjoyed by the highest paid
workers in Western Europe and North
America. That requires a tremendous

story. increase in world production.

The nuclear power industry "~ From the point of view of three-quarters
did not grow by accident. The of the world the industrial revolution has
state and parts of British hardly begun and it is in order to complete
capitalism arec heavily it that we want to overthrow capitalism. We .

therefore cannot accept the idea that

economic growth must cease at this stage in <

involved for good reasons.

For example, the state
wants to protect the economy
when oil goes up in price next
century. State capital (CEGB)
and private capital (GEC, etc) -y
will both benefit if the
economy expands enormously NP
and nuclear power is used on a
large scale.

Without an analysis of
these factors, Patterson’s
remedy, a mixture of
alternative power sources and ey
smaller power stations, expects =
that big reforms are possible.
Patterson hopes the nuclear
scales will fall from the
Government's eyes as they
Jearrj the “true state of affairs’. —”-

human development.

Now it is of course true that our presen{
society is extremely wasteful of energy, for
example in a ludicrous transport system
geared to the needs of the private car. No
doubt a more rational economic order
would make for considerable energy
savings in that sort of area. Nevertheless
the unprecedentedly high level of economic
growth that we hope will follow a world
socialist revolution makes it likely that the
world’s overall energy requirements will be
greater than they are now and they will
certainly grow much faster.

Where is all this energy going to come
from? One possibility is an increased level
of use of fossil fuels, i.e. coal, oil, etc.
Although some opponents of nuclear

RS

His reaction to the power have advocated this, it is not really a
fa'fuurahlr. report on j viable pﬂl]ﬂ}’, for two reasons.
Windscale was ‘I was There is a finite stock of fossil fuels in

flabbergasted... It is .
incomprehensibly onesided...’ ;
{Nature, 23 March 1978). 1

Bl the earth’s surface, at the present rate of.
i use enough for perhaps three centuries, less
if we assume an accelerated rate of use.

wonder when the scales will % These stocks of coal and oil represent an
fall from Patterson’s cyes? irreplaceable source of organic raw
John Gordon materials. To burn them as a fuel at all is




really a pity; to burn them up altogether n
the next few generations would be an
unforgiveable crime against our future
descendants.

The second reason why we should not
continue to look to fossil fuels as a solution
to our energy problems is the so-called
‘carbon dioxide question’. The level of
carbon dioxide in the atmosphere has
increased by 15 per cent since the industnal
revolution; given our present habits in the
next forty yvears it will double. .

This is primarily due to the burming of
fossil fTuels (a secondary cause is the
destruction of the world’s forests by
agriculture). Such a <change in the
composition of the atmosphere is likely to
lead to a highly undesirable and possibly
very dangerous alterations in the world’s
¢limate. In order to make sure this does not
happen we need to drastically reduce our
burning of fossil fuels in the near future.

For both these reasons, then, the
world’s energy needs cannot continue to be
provided by burning coal and oil. This
leaves only two possible sources of energy:
(a)} solar energy and other ‘renewable’
sources of natural energy — winds, waves,
tickes, etc.

(b} nuclear power.

The total amount of ¢nergy potentially
available from source (a) is very large but
astonishingly little research has been done
on the practicalities of harnessing it on a
large scale, Existing devices tend to be very
tow power — for example a well designed
modern  windmill  delivers about 30
kilowatts, an ample power supply for a
private house but quite inadequate for any
but the lightest tndustrial use.

Very large amounts of power, however,
couls be obtained from the tides by erecting
barrages in such places as the Severn
estuary. There 1s also the possibility of
harnessing solar power on a large scale in
areas of high sunlight. The great attraction
of such energy sources is that they are
-::nmpletely non-polluting and that they can
go on indefinitely since they dn not depend
on any fuel supply.

Possihility (b}, nuclear power, is of two
fundamentally different kinds. The form
which has been developed up o now is
called nuclear fission and is very much the
fess desirable of the two. This process uses

an expensive and very dangerous fuel

{enriched uramum in the older reactors,
plutomum 1in the new fasi-breeders) and
produces large quantities of radioactive
wasic,

The other possible form of nuclear
energy is called nuclear fusion. This would
use as fuel a substance called deuterium,
which is present in unlimited quantities in
ordinary sea water and could be extracted
very cheaply.

Deuterium is completely harmless and
not at all radioactive and the fusion process
is likely to produce only a very small
quantity of waste products. Finally, the
amount of energy available from this
source is vast — far larger than that which
could be obtained from nuclear fission or
indeed from any other possible source.

Generating power by nuclear fusion 1s
known to be technically possible but huge
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capital investments would be needed to
develop it on 2 commercial scale. As with
possibility (a), our rulers are unwilling to
make these investmnents so long as other
energy sources are more profitable in the
short run, no maiter how dangerous or
undesirable they may be.

" The growing use of nuclear power in its
present form is desperately dangerous,
basically for two reasons. The first is the
ever increasing quantity of completely
indisposable waste products, which
will remain intensely radioactive
for tens of thousands of years.

.3_?5“

The world's public authorities
present incapable of enforcing 5, |
standards even in a comparatively Sifiple
matter like shipping oil from one pisge |
another without spilling it all mﬁ*
coastline. They cannot conceivab:
trusted to administer the necessary 2ate)
standards in handling something as ¢
as nuclear waste.

of fast-breeder reactors presently bemgi 5
adopted by a growing number of countyies
will lead 10 an enormous increase in the ™
amount of plutonium available in the worid
(fast-breeders  actually create  mate
plutonium than they use up — hence thefe
name). Since plutonium is the material fros
which nuclear weapons are made 1
inevitable result will be that many countri
which do not possess these weapons wi
acquire them, This can only serve to make
nuclear war very much more likely.

What we will have to oppose, however,
is nuclear power in its present form, as it is
being developed under capitalism. We :
cannot oppose it in principle, for all time.
In its more advanced and safer form it
might become a major encrgy source of the
socialist world economy.

by David Turner

.....
It

-y B e s S Ry B N e el

et il ey S o fa N ey em @y

ny L B ey gl

el ok mesl el sk R e gl

P P el Y s R [ A T T S [ — pp— e e e e oy o o o L o

[

= O et Y



r—

L

Inthe first part of this article, [ tried to show
that socialist theatre has been limited both
organisationally and artistically by the
absence of a mass revolutionary movement,
and a consequent mass-revolutionary
culture, Since the relative decline of the
agit-prop form in the mid-1970s (a set of
technigues borrowed from the 1930s),
socialist theatre workers have explored a

number of alternative theatrical strategies.
One commeon experiment has been the

attempt to draw upon
traditions culled from
popular culture, most :
notably the music hall S e
and folk music, either as %7 ¥ 5.3
total formal structures, -
or at least as cultural
reference points. The

General Will, is a case e
in point. f§*’%ﬁﬁﬁi : g
In our three chronicie K, r?’ e

plays about the Conservative ' 1 &
Government

and Dunkirk Spirit), we drew a8

images and reference points - e

from a number of sources,

including what we saw as popuiar cuiture.
What became clear was that the images

the audiences related to (in the sense¢ of those

afterwards) were not those that were drawn

rather those images that we drew from

bourgeois populist culture (films and
television) that created the greatest. .-
TESONAnNnces.

The Tory Cabinet portrayed as Chicago
hoods and productivity deals related to The

Generation Game were the metaphors that

stuck, rather than those drawn from the
music hall. When we made a whole show
based round melodrama (a popular form of
the 19th century) we achieved some success;
but this was due to the fact that the form
naturally fitted the iasks we demanded of i,
rather than any specific references to the
form had to our audiences’ cultural
experience.

The General Will was not the only group
to realise that it was employing forms thai
had expired more than half a century ago.
Further, the awareness grew that even those
popular forms that had survived the
electronic onslaught had degenerated into
populism.

the music hall tradition survive in club
efitertainment, but the grossly reactionary
nature of the content of club acts 13 evidence
that, though orientated towards the working
class in form, the culture of the clubs has
become bourgeois in essence (it is no
coincidence that the uniform costume of
club entertainers is the evening wear of the
upper-middle-class).

Some groups and companmes have indeed
drawn successfully on other popular-
cultural forms, but it is interesting that they
have achieved most when they have
employed forms actually peripheral to the
urban British working class. Joan
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that they remembered and commented on I Littlewood’s O What A Lovely War, for::
> example, used the Pierrot show (a basically .
from popular-cultural traditions. [t was *: Italian form, translated into British seaside -
% entertainment), and 7:84 Scotland’s use of 3
! the cefidh form in The Cheviot, the Stag and ;.
= the Black Black Qil succeeded precisely::
;2 because it drew on a rural folk-form, and,
=+ indeed, was directed at audiences in the rural
= highlands of Scotland, o
%  Faced with the atrophy of popular::
i+ culture, some revolutionaries have sought to ==
I move into enemy (erritory, and to inject;;
- socialist content into mass-populist forms. -
= One example is the writer Trevor Griffiths .-
2t who explained his use of the Drama Serial ;’;
“ (in Bill Brand) as follows: o
& ‘““Strategic penctrations’ is a phrase I .-
7 use a lot about the work of socialists and .=
* Marxists in bourgeois cultures...I simply ::
7 cannot understand socialist playwrights -
i who do not devote most of their time to
> television. That they can write for the Royal
.t Court and the National Theatre, and only
= that, seems to me a wilful self-delusion
. about the nature of theatre in a bourgeois
;fif culture now. It’s just thunderingly exciting -
It is true, for example, that remnants of :: tobe able to talk to large numbers of people ::
" in the working class, and I can’t understand :;
:555 why everybody doesn’t want to do it.’ -

ffff formal problems of the medium, justifying
-+ his use of ‘realistic modes as against
1 non-realist alienating modes® in the
following terms: :
% ‘I chose to work in those modes because
= 1 have to work now. [ have to work with the =
= popular imagination which has been shaped
% by naturalism... One of the things about
- realistic modes is still that you can offer
“: through them demystifying, undistorted,
 more accurate counter-descriptions of

- political processes and social reality than

R R P

people get through other uses of
naturalism.

*So that if for every Sweeney that went
out Bill Brand went out, there would be a
real struggle for the popular imagination’.

Finally, Gnffiths discusses the '
implications of the *realist moede’ for the
treatment of characters, particularty those
with whom he himself disagrees:

‘1 try to occupy the space of all the
people I'm talking about. |1 have actually
met almost nocbody who goes
around saying to people,
“Well the trouble with me is
[’m a total shit. 11ell hes all the
=20 time, and all ’'m about s self-
=% ..x- advancement; I don't give a
' : fuck for anybody',
.  People don't seem 10
. - operate that way.

RS ‘But when | read about these

people in Socialist Worker

there is a sense in which the

guy knows he’s a shit. So that

everybody who does not agree

is in some way cynically

distanced from his own recality,

and wholly self-consciously so.

I've never found that {0 be the case. So

when [ write this way, it's with a feeling
that it’s kind of truthful.’

In order to assess how successful
Griffiths has been in this project, 1t is
necessary to distinguish between the
inherent problems of the medium of
television, and the further problems posed
by the nature of the dramatic forms that
television has developed. It seems to me
that it is possible to counter the former only
if one resolutely refuses to be bound by the
limits of the latter,

The inherent problem with television as
an agent of radical ideas i1s that its massive
audience is not confronted en masse. bt 1s
confronted in the atomised, a-coilective
arena of the family living room, the place
where people are at their least critical, their
most conservative and reachonary (the
dwelling-addressed postal vote will always
get a more reactionary response than any
ather form of balloted decision).

The television audience, approached In
the midst of their private and personal
existence, are much more likely than
collectively-addressed audiences to take an
individual, personalised (and therefore
psychological rather than social) view of the
behaviour demonstrated to them.

This problem is exacerbated, however,
by the forms that television has developed
(forms that are suitable to the medium, but
not necessarily inherent to it). Format’
scheduling, for example, has the effect of
dulling the audience’s response 10
challenging material by placing it within a
predictable and familiar framework of
regular programme slots.

This can, of course, be countered by
employing atypical techniques  (the
Rattersby-Welland play Leeds — United!
was made at unsiottable length on black
and white film), but Bill Brand itself was
placed firmly within a conventional timing.
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“General Will” in Srare of Eniergency

Furthermore, Bill Brand was writtenina =
which

form — the Drama Sernal —
demands that the audience identify
uncricically with its centra! character or

emotional force of the union
- speech by ending the scene with a shot of a
What is o

o portrait
== Edward Bond’s Lear; the decision of the

-7 immediately obvious (beyond the device's ;-
 reliance on the audience knowing what .-
<= Citrine looked like) is the lightness of this 3o
EEEE device compared with the power of what it - Howard Brenton
| ~ has to counter.

‘As Griffiths himself admits, ‘I don’t =
know how you can prevent people getting E:;f
-+ out of the plays what they want’, and what
% they want is defined by the barrage of

from a portraval of working class

- experience in which the lLnking factor
i happened to be involvement with the police :::
- to a soap opera about specific policemen .
i (who, as they became more popular, could
2+ not be implicitly criticised to the extent that =
> their audience could no longer identify with
= them; Watt and Barlow could behave m
+: certain morally-dubious ways, but not to ::
= the extent that they had to be taken out of
: the series) was a classic example of this &
il process in action, on which John McGrath =
+ {one of the originators of the series) has :i:
 frequently commented.
= The danger of a project like Brand is that, =
=+ by the end of eleven episodes, the audience
= is identifying with Brand exclusively as the ::
= pivot of the story (my hero right or wrong),
o and sympathising with his views and -3
i actions only insofar as that it is necessary to <
" a satisfactory dramatic experience.

in other words, identification

Henry V. The

Moreover, as has been pointed out, the

- countless other drama serials, series and :-
;E_: plays that are part of a television audience’s ::
= experiential baggage will lead them to take
= an individual-psychological view of events ::
% if they are given any oppertunity. (Griffiths ;'.:;‘
7+ in fact gave the audience ample opportunity !
- to judge his central character’s actions :*
7 psychologically, by giving him a broken i
+ marriage and a feminist mistress). _
= Further, this experiential baggage will ::
allow audiences to relate to Griffiths’
. concentration upon individual experiences -
=1 (‘] try to occupy the space of all the people
2t I’'m talking about’) in an uncritical way. -
: The writer no doubt wishes o present a i
- realistic dynamic between the surface @
+ naturalism of his characters’ represented -
»+ behaviour and the political essence of their :::
*+ activities, but audiences will react only to -
' the surface unless powerfully prevented
= from doing so. :
- This leads on to a third problem with -
= Griffiths’ approach. He himself gives an
= example of how he tries to counter the <
= surface with the essence, in a scene where a -
:;5' trade union leader used the moral pressure E::j Red Ladder’s A Woman's Work Is Never
-+ of his service in the International Brigade to ;.
. counter Brand’s argument that

:: reneging on the interests of his class.

Griffiths  seeks

of Lord <Citnine.

i mass-revolutionary or
with =
= Brand’s socialism is equivalent to the :
i identification with certain chauvinistic =
2 ideas that it is necessary to share in order to -
<+ enjoy Shakespeare’s.
EE; audience is prepared to share Brand’s --
.+ socialism for the duration of the play, but @
=+ no longer.

. about human behaviour. (On commercial
. television,- the problems of

‘strategic
penetration’ are even more acute, as the
experience is itsetf sirategically penetrated
back by raw capitalist propaganda at 20
minute intervals),

It might be true that ‘if for every
Sweeney that went out, a Bill Brand went
out, there would be a real struggle for the
popular imagination’, but it is a “wilful
self-delusion’ to think that such a struggle
would be allowed 1o take place. In
surmmary, therefore, television realism has

== all the problems of contemporary realism

writ massively.

I have dwelt on what 1 regard as the
limits of the contrasting approaches of
Trevor Griffiths, and the author of the
Wedee article because of their theoretical
exclusivity., In the absence of a
pepular culure,
socialists will wish — and should wish — to
exploit the opportunities presented by
television, and to employ the techniques of
agit-prop in stage-plays for the working

o class.

_Huwév:r, the theoretical limits of these
strategies seem to demand that theatre-

-+ workers should consider whether new
o forms of — and even new roles for —

socialist theatre can be found.

[ believe that the germs of such new
forms — and, more obliquely, of such new
functions — are in fact present, though in a
place that one would least expect to find
them. Bertolt Brecht once remarked that
‘the proof of the pudding 15 in the eating’, a
comment that might appear blindingly

" obvious until one observes that the major
: preoccupations of many socialist theatre-
= workers are with the origins of the recipe,

the cleanliness of the spoons, the

-+ decision-making processes employed by the

chefs and the address of the restaurant,

It seems to me demonstrably if
paradoxically true that the most potent,
rich and in many ways politically acute
theatrical statements of the past ten years
have been made in custom-built buildings
patronised almost exclusively by the middle

a4 class.

This is not to say that touring socialist

- groups have not produced acute and
-resonant images. The metaphor of the

man’s pint and the woman’s half-pint in

Done, for instance, does a great deal more

he is ;7 than explain the difference between parity
.- and equal pay.

to undermine the &
leader’s < to compare, in terms of memorable {and

= therefore usable) dramatic power, with the

But I have seen nothing in touring theatre

tearing down of the wall at the end of

hideous Bagley dynasty to move into the
Chinese heroin market in the last act of
and David Hare's

. Brassneck; and the sustained fury of Barry

Keefe's Gotcha, in which a working class
tecnager holds three teachers hostage in a
school boxroom by threatening to drop a
lighted cigarette into a motorcycle petrol
tank.
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nothing in the whole of Bill Brand to
compare with the climax of the second act
of Griffiths’ stage play Comediagns, where
the white-faced, football-scarfed, totally
unfunny stand-up comic Gethin Price
screams at two upper-class dummies he is
terrorising: ‘There's people’d call this envy,
you know. It’s not. It’s hate’.

Nor is it easy to think of a series of
images that say so much in so little time as i
those in the last half-hour of Howard ::
Barker's Ciaw, the tale of a working-class
boy who re_lects the politics of his class,
becomes a pimp to the aristocracy, and,
after a scandal involving the Secretary of
State for Home Affairs, is arrested by the
Special Branch. The last act 15 here
described by the critic John Ashford: :

‘The third act opens with an even more
extreme stylistic jolt than the second. Two E:E
waiters serve Claw breakfast. They do not
speak to him. They speak to the audience ;:E
about themselves. 1

‘They are both men of violence. One ::
tells the story of the first time he planted a
bomb in Northern Ireland. The second tells
of his experience as an apprentice hangman

before the abolition of the death penalty. 2
‘Both speeches are written with an

extraordinary clarity and sympathy. The =
men also gossip about the grubby sexual
and it gradually ::
becomes clear that they are not waiters but

origins of pop stars,

warders. This is a mental institution of a
very special nature, and they have been ::

selected to work there because of their I

particular experience.

‘Claw appeals to his warders but gets no EEEE
response. He appeals to a vision of his -
father. Old Biledew, now dying, condemns

Claw's individualism, regrets that he did =
not have the vocabulary necessary to pass
on his experience, and advises Claw not to -
despise his class but to win them.

‘Claw again appeals to his warders. -
They swiftly and efficiently drown him in a .
bath’. 3
I have quoted this description at length :::

because it demonstrates a vital element of ;!

the aesthetic that sets these plays apan
from most touring work. The ending of
Claw is a series of shocks, reliant on the

. From Trevor Gridfith's TV serial Bill Brand

always to demonstrate how events unfold

<. audience’s ignorance of what is going to -
: happen. :
The same is true of Gofcha. The last ;-
+ scene of Brassneck is nothing more than a
* build-up to the revelation that the selling of

On the other hand, the content of the i
plays I have described is contained in the

: fact that the events occur. As in Brecht, the

* aim is to force the audience to respond ::
. analytically; but instead of distancing the -

audience from the occurences, these writers -
involve the audience, provoking them into
thought by the very surprise and shock of -

=+ the images.

Conscious, perhaps, of the degeneration
of Brecht’s technigues to the condition of
theatrical cliché, these writers are forging a

~ style that uses opposite methods to the
: . same end.

1 lethal drugs is the purest form of the
= market economy.
% The whole of the first two acts of i
. Comedians build up to Gethin Price’s ::
macabre performance, and depend on the ;
' audience not knowing what he will do until ;7
= he does it.
This use of suspense and shock is, of
< course, a fundamental break with the:
. Brechtian tradition. Brecht's concern was ..
- alters and even
+ (having already revealed what was going to -
» happen in the headings to the scenes).

The shock factor is not just a matter of

< internal dramatic effect. Another point to

note is that these writers are employing
given forms and structures, but they are not
using them as a bridge into people’s
familiar theatrical experience; they are
deliberately disturbing and disorientating
the audience by destroying the form and
denying expectations,

The motor of Bond's Lear is the way he
reverses the original
Shakespeare story. Brassneck is, in fact,

= that hoary old stand-by, the chronicle of a

family through three generations; the shock
element is provided by the fact that ihe

i generations are defined not by their

domestic relations, but by their different
methods of capitalist appropriation.

And Gethin Price’s turn in Comedians
depends completely on its demial of the
basic principle of the form; Price Is

* aggressively and deliberately unfunny.

This upending of received forms reveals
the cultural heritage of these works,
and, further, goes some way to explaining
their revolutionary potency. Bond has

never put his own work in the
counter-cultural tradition, and Brenton
feels himself to have moved on from the
aesthetics of Portable Theatre.

But the techniques 1 have described

- clearly arise out of the spectacle-disruptive
= Situationist era of the late 1960s, and,
- indeed, the success of Bond and Brenton’s

metaphors may well be explained by their

o place within a genuine (if politically

misguided) revolutionary cuiture, a culture,

= furthermore, whose preoccupations with

consciousness render it, in a revised form,

= eminently suited to confronting the gap
» between the objective crisis of the system
=i and the subjective responses of the human
. beings within it.

The techniques of shock and disruption,

therefore, serve the same function today as

Brecht’s methods performed forty years

¥ ‘ago: they pre-empt the degeneration of
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realistn into naturalism, and preserve a
genuine dynamic between the surface and
gssence of society.

It is, however, obvious that the form’'s
exploitation of literary and theatrical
sources (one might, but only might, except
Comedians) render it inaccessible to those
without the dubious advantage of a
university education. The writers 1 have
mentioned are in fact much further from
political activism than most touring
socialist theatre-workers.

The plays themselves are not, of course,
performed anywhere near the working
class: most of Bond’s work has been
premiered at the Roval Court, who have
also produced two of Barker’s plays; Bond
and Barker have both recently written for
the Royal Shakespeare Company; Brenton
has worked and Hare is about to work for
the National Theatre; Brassneck and
Comedians were both premiered at
Nottingham Playhouse, and the latter was
transferred, via the Old Vic Theatre, into
the West End.

To reject the contribution that these
writers' discoveries might make to a
socialist  theatre on  those grounds,
however, seems 10 be a mechanical error,
based on a false and one-dimensional view
of the way in which artistic processes occur.
I am not alone in this view. As Leon
Trotsky warned a Communist Party
cultural committee in 1924:

*‘One cannot approach art as one can
politics, not because artistic creation is a
religious rite or something mystical... but
because it has its own laws of development,
and above all because in artistic creation an
enormous role is played by the
sub-conscious processes — slower, more
idle and less subjected to management and
guidance...

*Artistic creativity, by its very nature,
lags behind the other modes
of a man’s spanit, and still
more the spirit of a class. Ii
is ope thing to understand
something and express it
logically, and quite another
thing to assimilate it organ-
ically, reconstructing the whole
system of one’s feelings, and to
find a new kind of artistic
gxpression for this new entity.
The latier process is more organic,
siower, more difficult to subject to
conscious influence’. Furthermore,
this analysis explains, for Trotsky,
the apparent contradiction that as
4an artist grows in political sophistication,
the quality of his work may actually
regress; speaking of the work of the
fellow-traveller Boris Pilnyak, he remarks:

‘It has been said here that those writings
ot Pilnyak's which are closer to
Communism are feebler than those which

are politically farther away from us. What

is the explanation? Why, just this, that on

the rationahstic plane Pilnyak is ahead of

himself as an artist”.

This phenomenon is not only clearly

central to the matters I am discussing, it is

. 38

i-also observable.
*: commented, for instance, that Brenton’s
EEE Weapons of Happiness falls down precisely -
w:at the moment when
: factory occupation at the centre of the pay.
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What is obviously needed is a way of

! transforming the technigues that have been
= developed in metropolitan theatres into
=+ forms that are formally and geographically -
> accessible to audiences directly involved in -
= struggle against exploitation and oppres-
- sion,

There are, { think, signs that such a

-~ cransformation is beginning to occur; as, at 2
5:'5: least, that certain signposts on such a road
~.are becoming visible. One group that is =
‘% acting as a bridge between the Royal Court ::
-and a wider audience is The Monstrous =
' Regiment, a company with a majority of ::
: women members. '
_: Since their formation in 1976, they have =
: produced a series of increasingly confident ::
and powerful plays {presented largely but ::
<= can speak directly and importantly to an
:: audience that does

hy no means exclusively in arts venues), and

> have done 50 at a time when many of the
E:f groups from which their members came ::
= {including, classically 7:84 England) are EE:
:' racked with internal division and doubt.
The success of Monstrous Regiment o
> seems to me to be directly attributable to X
=: the fact that their subject matter (concerned .
- primarily with sexual politics} allows them
- to effect the kind of transformation [
- referred to above. 3
The styles and techniques developed by

sucmhsts working in conventional theatres :::

T are cle:aﬂy appropriate to the areas of .

exp-enence with which Monstrous Reglment
deal and, indeed, the group has perfurmed

lwn plays written by Caryl Churchill, much

I..I‘III ‘-‘J‘J

J‘.‘

have -
. Royal
. importantly,
it confronts the -
7+ to the audiences that it is actually likely to
o gain.

of whose work has been premiered at the
Court. Further, and most
the work of Monstrous
Regiment can speak relevantly and usefully

It has been pointed out that socialist

. theatre has not built up a mass working

class audience. What it Aas done is to create
substantial support among the socialist

= movement (by which I mean members of
< revolutionary parties,
« supporters of various Marxist

and non-aligned
Organis-
ations, causes and campaigns).

What groups like Monstrous Regiment
have done is to acknowledge this audience
(rather than pretending, despite all the
evidence to the contrary, that they are not
there) and to (_acentrate on  the

. presentation of content that can speak

appropriately, authoritatively and also
controversially to that audience: appro-
priately in the sense that the subject matter

not consist in the
majority of manual workers (without, of
course, excluding such an audience);

» authoritatively in that the plays draw on the

direct experience of those who create them;
and controversially in that sexual politics is
an area of theory and practice on which

i socialists have tended to be at best woolly
- and at worst downright reactionary.

Finally sexual politics is clearly an area
of experience which can be much more
illuminatingly and richly discussed in a
. representational rather than a purely
. descriptive medium of communication,
precisely because it is at the interface of the
. personal and political.

It is this realisation that there are

subjects with which theatre is uniquely
-~ fitted to deal that has led, I believe, to an

increase in plays about various aspects of

EE. political consciousness, and explains, for
= me, the large number of plays presently
- being made or performed about race, a

© development recently quantified — not
- uncritically — by Sandy Craig in The
i Leveller.

Craig himself concludes his piece by

EEE saying that socialist companies should
o ‘come to a much fuller and more exact
- understanding of the function, purpose and
- effects of theatre’. It appears to me that,
<+ over the last ten
theatre-workers have spent much time and
%+ energy discovering what they cannot do, to
* whom they are not appealing, and in what

years, socialist

forms their work is least appropriately

presented.
The seemingly modest aims of a group.

like Monstrous Regiment, to perforin
aesthetically and politicaliy mature plays
to an existing audience, are refreshing
in themselves. But this is not, of course,
the end of ihe story, and the real-
1sation that socialist playmakers
cannot themselves change the
world may yet help them to
discover ways of contributing and
in no small measure, 10 the work

of those who can.
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The Chairman’s New Clothes
— Mao and the Cultural
Revolution Simon Leys
Motive Books, £2.95

More myths have been built
aroungd the Cultural
Revolution than probably any
other event over the last ten
years. The Western Maoists
who publicised and
popularised these myths took
the official view of the
Revolution from the regime
and blew itupintna
world-shaking event.

For the European Maoists
the. Cultural Revolution was
important for three reasons.
First, it was seen as a genuinely
revolutionary alternative to the
discredited Russian route of
socialist alternative. If moves
to bureaucratisation were to be
avoided then the masses had to
be periodically mobilised in
order to purge the worst
officials and keep the rest
under conirol.

In this way, the masses
would continue to be the
leading force in Chinese
politics. Secondly, it was
important for certain western
Maoists because it seemed to
introduce a whole new stage in
the developiment of Chinese
society.

It appeared to people like
Charles Bettelheim that the
social relations of production
had been transformed with
what he saw as mass
participation in the planning of
production with an increase of
democracy (if limited to the
level of the factory and the
streets). |

Finally, many European
left groups, especially in Italy
and Germany were profoundly
influenced by the Cultural
Revolution and did their best
to deduce from the Cultural
Revolution some semblance of
a strategy for their own
countries. These then are the
myths.

Over the last 18 months
they have taken.a hammering.
The most important event was
the purging of the ‘Gang of
Four’, all of whom had played
key reles in the Cultural
Revolution. If the leaders of
the Cultural Revolution have
gone does that mean that its
‘achievements’ have
disappeared as well?

In addition, threre was the
way that the purge was carried
out: there was ngmass
mobilisation as occurred in the
Cultural Revolution, Instead
there was mass manipulation

The Chairman’s new clothes

as the whole propaganda
machine swung into action
with the most incredible stories
about Madame Mao’s life.

The workers and students
who ten years ago had been
throwing up their own forms
of organisation, were confiped
to well-rehearsed bit-parts.
Where the masses did manage
to break through the official
barriers they were, to Western
Maoists’ horror,
overwhelmingly against the
‘Gang of Four’. For instance
in Shanghai which was thought
to be a base for the ‘radicals™
there was a demonstration of
some two to three million
people,

Finally and most
embarassingly for the more
orthodox Maoists, the Chinese
regime is also rapidly
re-assessing the Cultural
Revolution. Already most of
the changes in policy that the
Cultural Revolution initiated
have been reversed. Renewed
emphasis is put upon skill,
material incentives and the
creation of experts.

The continued harassment
of the cadre within the Chinese
CP appears to have fallen off.
The dictatorship that the
‘Gang of Four’ exercised over
cultural life has been broken
and there is a very limited
process of liberalisation going
on. The regime’s judgement of
the entire process has shifted
rapidly. Two years ago, it was
the basis of *socialist’ China;
now, while still being in some
undefined way ‘good’, it is
seen as being a period in which
all the problems of China in
the 1970s started to develop.

It seems that the only
reason that the present leaders
of the CCP do not ditch the
whole embarassing memory of

the Cultural Revolution is that
to do so they would have to
ditch the memory of Mao,
which would in turn leave them
dangerously exposed.

The myth of the Cultural
Revolution then is rapidly on
the decline, and hopefully
Leys’ book will be another nail
in the coffin. Very clear and
forthright it lays bare much of
what really happened in 1966
to 1969. For Leys:

“The **Cultural
Revolution’ had nothing
revolutionary about it except
the name, and nothing cultural
about it except the initial
tactical pretext. It was a power
struggle waged at the top
between a handful of men and
behind the smokescreen of a
fictitious mass movement.

*As things turned out, the
disorder unleashed by this
power struggle created a
genuinely revolutionary mass
current, which developed
spontaneously at the grass
roots in the form of army
mutinies and workers’ strikes
on a vast scale. These had not
been prescribed in the
programme and were crushed
mercilessly.’

The rest of the book is a
filling out of this theme,
Divided into two main parts,
the first is a very
straightforward account of the
build up towards the Cultural
Revolution, The rest of the
book is a personal diary
written by Leys in those stormy
years.

The book adds up to a very
long, and detailed analysis of
the Cultural Revolution,
certainly the most detailed one
readily accessible. Assuchitis
to be welcomed, since the
analysis and documentation is
very good. However, a few

words of caution should be

 added. The main problem is

that because the work is 50
specific in its subject, the
reasons for the turbulent
history of post-revolutionary
China are not fully explained.

Indeed the author appears
to say that the major reason
for the twists and turns in
Chinese politics was the fact
that the politics of Mao Tse
Tung, formed in a time of Civil
War, were out of datein a
period of social reconstruction
and economic growth.

Very little is said of the
fundamental economic and
social barriers that confronted
China after the Liberation and
nothing is said of the whole
tradition of Stalinism, in which
the politics of Mao were
rooted. If it were only that
simple then all that would be
necessary was a new political
leadership and the country
would be on its way again.

But of course the zig-zags
of Chinese domestic policy are
not the resulis of the personal
characteristics of one set of
rulers or another. They are the
resuit of the whole socizal
reality of China today. That
reality is of an
untder-developed country
attempting to industrialise
from its own internal
resources. The contradictions
involved will not be solved by
any faction within the
leadership — and in fact Leys
recognises this and fully
SUppOorts any mass movement
against that leadership.

This book then cannot
fucntion as a general
introduction to the politics of
modern China. That we still
need; but as a myth-destroyer
Ley’s book deserves to be read.
Tim Pofter
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1 do see myself as a socialist, But I don’t
think it’s just a theoretical thing. It means
doing something to put socialism  into
practice. At the moment [ can’t really be
part of the struggle at home, though we are
all prepared to go back as soon as we can.

I can say ‘I want this or that system in
South Africa’ but really it is for the people
themselves to decide. We'll tell them why
we thandglsoctalism is beiter than capitalism,
what the differences are, but it’s not for us
to force them. We can tell them what
Britain and other countries are really like.

| Some black people in South Africa think

that Britain is really democratic, that black
and white people live together and get the
same education and so on. They realise that
Britain is faking a major part in exploiting
tnem in South Africa, but 1 know as well
what it’s like living in Britain. | know that

“the democracy isn’t real, that Britain is a

capitalist country, that there is racism and
corruaption.

Sotialism for me means that people are
equal, that they share the wealth of the

| country equally. Capitalism keeps some

people illiterate so they only do unskilled
work. Socialism would give evervone the
same education. Everybody would work,
but for themselves and thtcﬂuntr}', not just
to earn enough to live:

Socialism  would ‘#Ko eliminate the
difference between the countryside and the
towiis. Even in South Africa, ffeople in the
towns think that they are superior. They do
dirty jobs but not as dirty as the ones in the
country and the mines. Rural people think
thev're inferior, and the urban people,
especially the ones who do mental jobs,
think they're beiter. If we had socialism the
dirty jobs would still have to be done, but
they would be thought of as necessary, not
infenor,

Socialism would eliminate long hours of
work, It would enable people to be more
sociable, to meet each other more, be
together like a big family. Capitalism
creates a situation which teaches a person
1o think as an individual, as alone or just
with his family. It makes a person think
more of things than people.

[ don't think we should look at other
African states and follow them just because
they are run by blacks, They are not really
practising socialism. It's the right system
which is important, not just black men in
POWer.

They can misuse their power. Look at
Kapuo in Namibia, the one who just pot
killed — anyone can see that if the South

Africans chose him as president of
Namibia — how could it be a free country?
it would just be a homeland, capitalism run
by blacks.

I've read books by Samora Machel,
President of Mozambique, where he said
that he wanted people to be free of all
suppression and oppression. 1f that’s what
he's doing in Mozambique then 1 think

that’s socialism. But I'm not sure what is

happening there. I don’t know enough
about it.

People like Gatsha Buthelezi, chief
minister of Kwazulu Bantustan, are just
using the people to free themselves. People

can be illiterate and uneducated but they .

still know what they want. Just because a
person is an ‘international figure’ or is well
educated or tatks in a flowery way doesn’t
mean people will fall for it. They will ask,
‘What side is that person really on?” |

There is a lot of talk about compromise

in Zimbabwe, How can you bring criminals
and freedom fighters together? They can
never be brought together. Vorster’s is a
government of criminals — how can you
expect justice from crimingje? Fhey have
murdered people physically, zocially,
mentally. Thousands of babies die before
they are five years old. Children don’t get
an education. People die of stayvation. The
bantustans have to beg the government for
everything. How can a person or & country
be free if they have to beg from their
OpPressors?

I think we got some things wrong in the
Soweto committee. We thought that we
would hand over the township to be
governed by the people, and each other
township committee would do the same,
But we were fighting for the whole of South
Africa. We didn't want to ruan our own
labour camps.

The state decided to create Soweto —
why should we govern it? We were
struggling to take over a whole country, not
to build a fence around ourselves. The
government sald blacks should live ‘here’
and ‘here’ and not anywhere else. We're
not going to accept that.

The black unions are still very weak.
They don't fight on things like getting
better conditions, or getting blacks into
skilled jobs. Even when they get wage
increases the whites get them g well, so it
doesn’t get equality. The ent

makes out that the black. lalioﬁl are legal, _

but all the time they’re banning and locking
up trade uniomists,

We need political
represent, educate and fead the people. Just
because wa have guns with bullets in them
doesn't mean we should go around
shooting them off all the time. We need
targets, we have to prepare and aim. We
have to judge if the target is in reach before
we fire. That's what we nn:d organisation
for.

The pecople have the potential to
overthrow the state. They have hatred in
them and the willingness to fight for

freedom. People are sick and tired of

having their blood sucked for nothing.

It’s only the capitalists who are afraid of
socialism. They hate the idea of sharing
what they've got. Carter and Owen go
around the world talking about ‘human
oghts’ but it’s only because they see the
Russians as a threat, not because they want
to see black people free.

I’m not sure about the Russians’
motives, but it does mean that the West has
had to shake itself up. They are afraid of
losing all the wealth in South Africa, that’s
‘all. They talk about law and order — but
how can.there be law and order without
freedom? I'm in favour of ‘crime’ if it’s

done by the right people fo the right people.

I advocate it, We will have tc use force to

repossess what’s ours, because it’s been

taken from us and kept by force.

No system since the beginning of time
has been as bloodthirsty and corrupt as
capitalism. It's not a miracle that people in
South Africa are looking to socialism as a
solution.

The time for compromise is past. They
only start talking about it when they’ve got
their backs to the wall. When the people
raise their voices in anger they get a little of
the cake. We want the whole bakery.

Barney Mokgatle

Barney Mokgatle was secretary of the
Soweto Student Representative Council
which led the uprising of June 1976. He

now lives in exile in London.
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