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NEWS & ANALYSIS

Our Tastissue carried o short editorial piec
headhned, "A New Cold Warm as o question,
The guestton mark  hardly seems
appropriate now, attet the lurther casing ol
LS arms spending, the attempis tosubotiage
the Moscow Qlvmpics, Carrington’s tour of
the viarwous dictators and slave owners who
run the West Asnan chunk of the Free world™
Carter's msistence that the Us must be “the
muoxt povorliul nation o karth’

For this reason we nmake no apology tor
devoting a siycable chunk of this issue to the
new cold war. In tactornes and workplaces
argunents over it have  condronted
SOCIAbSTS arguments  that have  not
alwivs been casv to deal with, And so we
alxo make no apology far summarnisige our
nutin conglusions here,

* Atghanstan has not heen the camnse of

the drive towards the new cold war, Henry
Kiassinger admitted that the country was "%
per cent’ under Russian fluence long
befare the dav in December when Aman was
repliaced by Karmal The blast of propagan-
da in the West about o "Russian threat” we
Asia s not motivated by the coup in Kabul.
But by a desire to jastify a Hestern byld up
ot arms that began well belore that coup (sew
Andrew Milner's arucle).

* I'he  ‘revolutionarics”  whose
gonvernments have suceceded cach other in
Kuabul were not put in power imitially by the

Russiins. They were based on g section of

the Tocal midd e class that sought to push the
country along the road ol nabonal m-
dependency and caputalist or stite capitiehst
‘modernisation’. so that it could overcome
ity backwardness and be hke any other
country. They were ‘progressive’ in the sime

sonse, and only in that sense as the reeme ot

Nasser in Trevpr o oc o Boumadien n
Algeria Thew poal meant uprooting aee-old
Forms  of  oppressuo, but e also mcant
impostng new  forms ol domination and
cxploitabion,

ILas it general rule that the more backward
for devastatedt a conntry, and the later the
attempt to trvel wlong the road ol state
capitahist modernisation”  and  ccononug
mdependence the greater the barriers o
suceess, Tor those who tov ot appeirs that
only the cridest and bloodiest repressine
mcasties can break theough these. For the
mass ol people the resulting vppression cun

he as preat as ansthing they suffered under

the old order. Pol Pots regmme in Cambodia
prosides testomony to what this can nican in
SRS T G TEETI N SRR INES

v the modern world  “progressie
malional  deselopment can bounce back
trom the barriers to s advance and even
toree sogicly hackwirds,

That s why i Atghanistan the taraks
regime fell to the Amin regime. and why the
Amm reenme Jost contred ol much ot the
country 1o the rebels, The eftorts ot the

A

Only a Pawn in Their Game

urban middle class to uproot the past had
reached  an impasse. The “progrossive’
muddle class could break epes with ineregsed
repression. hut it could not produce the
omelettes which would, in s own teems,
lustty the viciousness of s measures,

* The rebel movements did not grow up.
im the first place, as national hiberation
mosements. Fhey emerped when the Rus-
stan presence was stll restricted 1o A
relaiively small number ol “advisors', #
opposition te the nationalist. modernising
scab of the middle class tn the towns. They
were fighung to defend old localised forms
of oppression and exploitation, They stood
for the semi-feudal kind system as against

retorm. for the tradioonal subjection of

WOMen s against moves 1o reduce the
bride price. for petry local tribalisms as
agalhst the creation of a genugine nation:]
entity, It was these mims that gave their
Ialamie ideology 1y materil] content.

It comparsons have (o be made, they
should not be with lberation movements
hke those fighting against western imper-
hsm i Afnca or Latin America. or under
attack wem a Russmn backed regime
Eritrew, hut with the reactionary movements
pascd among sections ol the peasantry, that
opposed the bourgeos revolutions of the
Wost: the peasants of Western France wha
rose in the Vendee Rovalist revolt agaimst
the French revolution: or the Carlists
peasants ol Northern Spain who {fought
under religious baoners apainst the most
mirimal  attempts to ntroduce  hberal
relorms into Spamn in the onvib waes of the
1830s. the 18705 and 1936, T he fuct that such
movements gaimncd genuine local sapport,
cven lrom the pooarer peasants. does not
make them o movements lor mationg
liberation.

In the case of Afghanistan. the Western
powers are seeking to utilise the rebels, not
to hiberate the country, but to replace
Russian by Western  domunation. | he
character of the rebel movements will most
Likely make them
ANV,

* The Russian takeover will not break
the impasse fuced by the regime in Nabul. 1t
will mot, i any sense, take Alphanistun
forward. Inall hkehhood oowil taen aeainst
the regime much of the urhan mddle ¢lass as
woll as the Muslim tribesmen, 1t will
cneourage precsely the ehingimg to archaie
religions beliels and customs that can be
wilnessed among the Mushin peoples of the
LSSK O isell (see the article by Victor
Havones) This 15 shown by the tact that
Koaarmal has already retreated Foom some of
the reforms imposed by his prodecessors
Larakt and Amin, The Russian presence
cannot i any sense solve the problems of
the Afghan people, Te can only make them
W N,

vitsy nleat tor such

* The motnes behind  the Russian
invasion have Nothing to do with a desire to
adbvance ‘progress’ 10 Alghanistan, Like the
Amernicans in Vietnamn the mid-sixtes, the
Russtans are out to prove that they can
police their own aphere of intluence. They
were worried by the threats to the remme in
Kiihul becanse ds downtall would have been
a hlow to thar prestige and made it moryg
ditfwcult Lor them to control the Crechs, the
Poles,  the  HMungarigns.,  the  national
minaritics inside Russa. One of the aims of
the tank movements near the Kyvber his
been 1o remind workers i Prague and
Budapest and Warsaw  and Lenmyrad
of what happened m 1956 and 1966

* Adghanistan will never begin to be able
Lo escape lrom the morass ol oppression and
poverty until it s free rom the attentions of
all imperiatist forees, The Russian troops
are not gomng 1o solve s problems. Neither
would the installation of a US-buacked ‘rehel
repime it 15 worth rememberning the
hundreds of thousands who starved in the
famine of the carly 1970s. unnoticed by the
Western media because
Russian tanks to blame.

Even if, by some miracle. the rival
mperialtsms were to leave Alghanistin
alone, the problems tacing ity peoples would
be all but  msuperabte. The physical
resources  Just do not oexist lor either
capitalism  or “secialism’™ 1 one countTs.
They could only be provided hy G
revolutionary breakthrough on an inter-
national scale whether beginning in Tran
and the Arab states to the Woest the Indian
subcontinent to the South. the Russian state
cipitalist grant to the North, or for that
matter, 1 the distant heartdands of Western
Imperialism.

* The Tuture tor the peoples of the whele
world will be grim . on cach side. thes
dllow  themselves to be emveigled ot
supporting theie own ruling class and the
bloc (o which they belong apainst rivitl
ruling classes helonging to the other bloc,

Woe have to do our utmost 1o resist the
in this direction, which means
standing up aganst the gttempts to create
popular enthusuism Tor the noew cold war in
the country m which we tind ourseses,

IT we were in Russia, that wonld mean
vigarously arguing against the takeaver of
Alghanstan and welcoming evers deleat off
the army of occupation. Buat we are in
Britain, where the slogun *Russians vutl ol
Alghanistan® 15 being wsed to justify n-
creased armes spending | the mosvement of
the LIS Tleet to the Gull, the British hase in
Dego Garen, the Britnsh otficers in Onman.
the =upplyv of guns to the hangman in

there were o

IS

Pakistan. We have to oppese these maoses
and the wdeelogy behind them,

Wo have toonsst A imperilise hands
ofl Asias No arms lor the hangnan who
rules Pakastan or the slave owners who rule
the Gult states: End the American threat to
[riir: the US Fleet out ot the Gull: the
British mercenary officer< out of Oman ol
the Russians out of Atpbanistan,



Hot Air
and

Cold Steel

"We are not talking about revolution ora
general stnike in the sense of bringing the
povernment down. But we are talking
about industrial action. We are talking
about  protest loud  protest.' {len
Murrayv, TUC General Secretary, BRC
TV 31 Junuaryy,

Bl Sirs, General Secretary of the Tron
and Steel Trades Confederation., said the
protest in South Wales was the starting
point for a “revolution' against reag-
tionary government policies . . Mr Siurs
wondered alound whether the present
government  policies might jead to s
veneral stoike o L (Financial Times 29
Januarv)

Seopigs do have wings! Mot guite. Bat
when the sty s on lire they sometimes give
momentary thought (o trying to launch
themselves into space. The heat s on the
trade wton leaderships at the moment, The
government i attenipling e use  the
economic crisis to push through changes
that cannol but annov them,

It 15 cutiing back whole industries, and
with them the trade uriion memberships that
provide  seclions  of the  trade  unien
hurcaucracy with privelege and seeming
IMpOrtance. .

Hence some ol Sirs” wild pronouncements
in hetween attempts to sell our the stecl
strike. 1M he ends up runmimg a union only
halt ity present stze. top o industriidists are
only gomng to be half as inclined to cavort
wilh him.

Henee too the TUC  demonstration
orpamised for9 March and the penerai strike
which same scetions of the burcguceracy in
South Wales elaun towant [orthe nextday,

I-or. the government v trving Lo reduce
the influence exerted by unions in hey
industrics:

"There s a commuon thread running
through Jabour nepgotiations now 1In
progress in several major state owned
corporations. including British Leviaind,
British Steet and British Rl This is the
desire of management to break out ol thy
stratacket  of union influenced rules
over the way manpower is deploved. This
has become “cusiom and practice’ lor as
long as anvone can remember” ( Fian-
cicd Times. 20 Tanuary)

Such moves do not in themselves worry
the likes of Sirs and Murray, But thes can
upset some of the night wing and non
political activists at rank and tile level. who
have provided them in the past with the
support needed (o beal off anyv left wing
challenge. The workers from the pits and
stee]l works who thronged the strects of
Cardift during the one dav peneril stnike,
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were not by and large left wingers, Norwere
the steel pickets who two days later marched
an  the law courts demanding o see
Denning. Both ended up singing of Sirs. “tor
he's a jolly goad fellow’,

Bul Sirs and Murrav know that such
moods can change very guickiy ance peopie
are momotorn A nnsplaced word and Sies
could have been lvnched not Liuded . Hence
Murrays warning to  the  government.
Hence Sirs wild language cven oas he
preparcd to tell the steel unon exccutive
that without obedience to the “law” ther
would be anarchy, How should the genume
lett react in such situations?

We are taced with both major oppor-
tunities. and major challenpges. For the first
time since the tall of the Heath gosvernment
there 15 a generalisation ot class atoitudes
taking place -something which did not
happen for instance. @ vear ago when the
lorry drivers pekets were drawing the fury
of Torv and Lahour politicians. The union
leaders stutemuents are o response tothis g
response which can have the side-efiect of
spreading the generalisation even further Lo
previously passive groups of workers.

It would be follv of the lett not to take
advantage of this. We have to seize upon
their momentary mutterings about “pencral
strike’ and ‘Industrial acdon’, urging loud
and clearly that it they were really <erious
dbout  beating back the sovernment’s
offensive they would be organsing such
actions not merely muttering about thent.

[t 15 necessary for nstance to hammer
home the point that i there was o one dav
stoppage 1 South Wates on 28 January aned
not an afl out strike, the responsibility Ties
ot with the rank and file {the miners voted 9
to 1 tor a general strike) but with the TLC
and the Welsh TUC who postponed the
strike.

However, it would also be follv tonory
the dangers i the situation. The muore
generalised the level of struggle, the maory
central the guestion of leadership Becomuos,
A general strike under bad leadership can be
a disaster for the class as the cxpeoienoe of
1926 showed all too cleardy.

[t should not be necessary 1o Lihowr the
point that the only natonal leadership
cxisting tor the working class it the moment
1% 4 had leadership, Just look ar the record of
the Tast few weeks, The steel strike started
with industriahists bopsting that they had o
minimum of eipht or mne weeks ol stecd
stocks 1n hand. Yot Sirs began by opposing
secondary picketing of private steel and wis
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NEWS & ANALYSIS

able Lo prevent private steel being called vut
until the fourth week.

The rank and file in many areas 1ignored
Sirs'plea and engaged in powertul secondary
or even lerbiary picketing, They found
aganst them not only Sirs but also many
trade union oiticitls not tradinonallv on the
right. The Socttsh TUC urged them to hit
pickets trom stecl-using plants: the Broad
[.eft controtied Shefiield  Districe Com-
mittce of the ALEW, put pressure on lor the
removal of pickets trom the cty’s engineer-
ing plants. And numerous 1ranspart anion
ofticials told dovers up and down the
country Lo ignore picket fings,

Even the Yorkshire NUM lead by Arthur
Scargill. told its members not to interiere
with the movernent ol steel trom NUM
depots to pits.

The overalt eliect of these pressures couthd
only be to lengithen the period big business
could carryv an without heing  unduly
squeercd, perhaps suthiciently for the steel
strikers Lo bose heart and opt for the sort of
miserable deal Sirs has been seeking. [The
crisis of leadership hecomes more marked.
the more the odds in the struggle are rased.

Indeed in some wavs it s worse than
dorng  the struppgles under the Heath
government. Then it was possible tor the
network of militants which made up the
Borad Lett in the key unions losely binked 1o
the Liatson Committee for the Defence of
Trade Unions, to provide a practical alter-
native focus for national action to that of the
established  leaderships. U was  Lhese
networks which provided the impetus to the
first unotticial, one-day stoppages against
the government's ant-union  laws, and
wihich ensured massive linancial and morai
support  lor the UCS work-in against
redundancy and the miners picketsan 1972
Even when during the imprisonment ol the
dockers. the Liawson Commitiee Lled to do
anvtning, the network of muhitants persisted
for Lthe dockers themselves to Use

This time around the networks all oo
often have been found to be lacking. in
[.ondon, Tor instance, tank and le trade
ummonists have been only too wilhneg to
provide solhidarity with the steel workers,
But no prior network of activists was 1
cXIstence fo organse that solidarty, with
the result that 1t was the Tourth week ol the

strike  before  pickets  were nvited (o
London to make collections. The Dison
Comnutee  confercnce  visibly fuiled o

provide  any  tocus  for {soe
clsewhere n thas Review).

Those ol us who are 1n the Sociahst
Waorkers Party are only too aware that we
cannit provide the alternative natwonal
tocus by ourselves. even it we do hinve a
stronger presence 1n key mduostries than we
did at the time of Saltlev and Pentonsalle.
Yet without at icast the bepinning ol the
building of some alternative focus, the more
generiadised the struggle the more dangers ol
defeats that could set us i1l back for months
OF CVER VEITs.

fhat s why we have becn putting so
muih stress on the need Tor umted el
4

sUupport,

action  Tormnstance pushing at the Liaison
Committee conference Tor united action
with the Detend OQur Umons Conference. It
oot that we want to {orget our ditterences
that exist with others on the left, whether
over the role of the unien burcaucracics, or
the guestion of import contrels, or the

alternative economic stratepy. Arguments
over such ssues will continue to be crucial.
But they will take place 1n a vacuum unless
we build networks of rank and file activists,
capable of providing alternatives in action
to the misleaderstup of the Sirs and
Murrays.

A Law for Denning?

The Denmng judgement. stopping the
strike and picketing in private steel already
ooks hike a three day wonder. For once the
intrigues apd antmaosity within the ranks of
the judiciary were stronger than their ruling
class soldariy,

Yet the wav in which the strike 1n the
private steel  and withat the whole future of
the steel strike came to depend upon the
willingness of the law lords 1o overturn
Denming, reveals immense dangers. The
lores are already working on ways to
amend their Emptovment Bl so that i wall
given new statutory duthority to the sort of
Judgements Denning [ikes to make,

Dennipg’s judgement  destroyved  the
momentum of the steel strike tor three davys.
It othe lores  ger their way  similar
judgements will destroy the momentum of
the next big strike tor good.

Yer the strike did not need to come to
depend on the whim of the law lords. Had
the steel union executive 1gnored Siry’
advice and detied the Denning injunction, it
15 hardly hkelv that Sos would have gone to
iwil. And evenif he had. it would have heen
cstremely untikely for bim 1o have staved
that long. For although the judiciary and
the Torwes are often keen o mtimidate trade
unllodlists with the threats of imprisonment,
thev ate still trightened cnough by the
halance of class lorces to be unkeen to put

the threats into etfect.

Denming himself has revealed ina book to
be published shortly {guoted 1n fhe
Observer 3 February), how uneasy he feels
about the whole business. He explains that
he released the Pentonville dockers from
prison after they had contemptuously defied
the lndustrial Relations Act n 1972,
because ‘there was a virtual certainty in his
opimon of a general strike’. His general
congclusions 1s that ‘the weapon of imprison-
ment should never be used n the case ot
industrial disputes.’

Unfortunately for the trade union move-
ment. the response of trade umon ieaders to
the increasing flow of injunctions over the
last couple of years has rof beento call their
bluff. It i1s more and more taken for granted
that you cannot successfully defy the courts.
And that is something that will be very
dangerous once the Employment Bill
becomes law.

The demonstration called for @ March by
the TUC provides socialists everywhere with
an oapportunity to campaign against the
threatened new laws. The new activism
which has grown up in solidanty with the
steel strikers must be carried over into this
issuc. But we must go beyond the demands
of the TUC leaders and insist that only
defiance—official it possible, unofficial of
necessarv—can beat the law,

After the Steel Workers

The steel strike has meant that a lot of other
ivstes on the wages tront have been swept
astde: even the tact that the threat ot strike
action in the water industry has forced the
emplovers (o mmprove their offer to about 17
per cent has been obhscured. And the
I cvland ballot on the abolition of mutuali-
vy, shop-tloorrights etc — inreturn tora 5-10
por cent Increase -- has been overshadowed
hv Lthe threat ol lav-ofis and short time.
The tact 15, however, that the central aim
of many emplovers in this yvear's wage
bargaiming 1o get a productivity price for
paving cost of Iiving increases—sgems to
have been blunted., This was a very real
thivat, For exampie, there was the crushing
deicar of the lalborstrike 34 per cent. the
ornginal offer, after 14 weeks outside the
wate. lalbot hasnowgot its new productivity
deal into operation. The stewards at Ryton
and Stoke have made concessions on
Hexibility., manning and demarcations, in
return for which productivity  payments
sturt it 5 per cent of basic pay (tor standard
performance) mstead of 2 per cent as last
veat. The net elfect ot this s that instead of

getting & per cent for an extra 10 per cent
productivity, you now get 10 per cent for 10
per c¢ent. But it still means the Talbot
workforce have to ramse productivity by
about 15 per cent just to keep pace with
inflation.

Leyland Vehicles in Lancashire conclud-
ed an even worse deal at about the same
time—without a fight. The overall increuse
was worth % per cent  but different grades
got different increases, On top of this the
stewards accepted that cven this increase
depended on meeting productivity targets.
The 9 per cent can be reduced down to zero,
proportionate to the non-achievement of
targets. This is the third punitive deal in a
row that the Levland Truck and Bus
stewards have accepted under the auspices
of the broad left plant leadership. and the
‘third man’ in the Derek Robinson affair,
l.en Brindle. They have in fact given up
nearly all Edwardes wants in the car plants
with hardly a murmur of opposition.

But against this trend—which has not
been confined to the motor industry—we
can point to some ¢xamples the other way.
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The Dastillers strike in Scotland which won
23 per cent without strings. The lorry
drivers  20-21 per cent with no strings,
Ford. the mimers. BOC - all winning big
hasic pay rises, without strings. At lower
levels companies which didn’t want to pay
out much like CGeneral Motors, Metal
Box, the machine tool tirms  have had to
pay aut [4-16 per cent on the basic and have
not got any concessions. The ¢ngingering
employers don’t seem to be able to nsist on
productivity concessions 1no return  lor
implementing the national agrecment

despite the Dufly/Bovd concessions on
productivity at national level. Lven the

Iran: It’s Not

One of the effects of the Afghanistan erisis
has been to shift Iran off the front pages, to
relegate it to just one other arca allegedly
threatened by Russian ‘expansionism’. But
autside the headlines the revolutionary
process in [ranis continuing apace. This was
made clear by Shirin Rani a sympathiser of
the Iranian Revolutionary group Ltefiacd
Chap, (Leflt unity), in a recent  inlerview
with Sacialist Review.

Shirin started with the aftermath of
Khomeini’s invasion of Kurdistan,

“T'he mitial military successes were decep-
tive. The kurds put up some Tesistance but
left the towns and went into the mountains.
because thev were unable to dealwith heavy
concentrations of tunks. As soon as the
army and the revolutionary guards were in
the citigs they were subject to severe atlacks
by Kurdish guerrillas. And when the winter
came this lorced them to withdraw. For the
time being the Kurds rule the area, about
three times as much as they controlled
immaediately after the revolution”

The defeat of the regime in Kurdistan has
profound effects:

‘It put a large guestion mark over the
abtlity of the new regime to actually rule the
territory of lran, to have a4 monopoly ot
armed power.’

And that has affected the repression.

‘The campaign of repression in the cities
wis never consistently done, There was a
short period of violence on the strecis. allthe
left wing press was made illegal and the
critical bourgeois papers closed down, But
most of the publications reappeared, un-
derground, but not pariicularly persecuted.

“There are still no legal revolutionary
papers. There arc a few pretend ones like
those of the “Trotskvist”™ HKE and the
Communist Tudeh. But both these slavishly
follow Khomeini. All the newspapers of the
Fedaveen and the other revolutionary
graups are stiil illegal. But despite this they
have quitc large circulatiens, and are sold
semi-openly in centain places hike the gates
of Tehran University.

‘People continue to get arrcsted. but
normally for a short period of time. one or
two days, and at worst get @ mild beating.’

Over Yet

The deleat tn Kurdistan also had an etfect

clothing workers have got 18 percentintwo
stages (Scprember and March) and the
bakers got 15-18 per cent without strings
just a vear alter the nauonal strike was
smashed and the <closed shop  deal
withdrawn by the companies.

The eftect of all this has begun to make
itschl felt among the employers. The U8Bl
gstimates ot wage ncreases have bepun
creeping up and the EEF has started
pushing a new line about inflation which,
wonder of wonders, 15 now claimed to be
‘only’ 13 per cent,

Acsteelworkers' victory, however disguis-
ed. would obviously be a massive shot inthe

on the composition and direction of the
Khomeini regime.

‘It destroved what httie prestige the army
had left. It was a defeat (or all those who
thought that ihe revolution meant the
replacement of the Shah by a combination
of small, businessmen. bazaaries and a few
clergy. This led to the development of the
more fundamentalist lslamic movement
who had been suspicious of Bazargan and
people like him al! aloag. feeding that they
weren't one hundred percent down the ling
muslims.

.\.{
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‘After the revolution, the social base ol
the incoming lslamic republic was quite
wide, ranging from the urban poor right up
to the richest kazaaries. Inthe course of the
period since the revolution that has become
highly difterentiated. The richer baraaries
are now sereaming hke mad at all the
controls  on  imports, export and the
ceonomyv generally claiming that they are
ruining them. Thev've withdrawn their
support and thai s slowly working its way
down the bazaar community as cach new
layer 1y affected by what they believe to be
true [slam.

‘Right atthe bottom of the bazaar, related
io them large sections of the urban poor
remain foyal to Khomeini and retain their

arm for all thosc arguing against the 1dea of
viability and profitabihity. The stnike itselt
has already done quite a lot to alter the
mood --there are rcal pay disputes in the
docks for the first time in several vears. But
however the steel strike goes there arc lots of
other groups of workers with a fight on thesr
hands to maintain their standard of living
without conccding ground or selling jobs.
The sudden announcement of hundreds of
redundancies 1o engincerimg over the past
few weeks by various tfirms 15 the face of
things to come.

NDave Beecham

belief in him as the man who can work the
miracies that will solve their problems. That
remains his main base. Attached to 1t 15 a
section of the petty bourgeoisie from the
villages and small towns and to an extent in
the lurge cities, Some of them i the cities are
rccent converts to [slam —- thesc can be the
worst fanatics of all. ke some of the
revolutionary guards who haven™ seen the
nside of a Mosque for many  vyears.
Khomeim still has the overwhelming sup-
port from the urban poor, the pety
bourgots and the workers in the central.
Persian speaking area. But there 15 one
important gualification on the support from
the workers.

‘One of the elements of Khomeini’s appeal
15 the simplstic formulas he advances.
which have different meanings m ditlerent
social groups. For example, a1 one level you
can see Khomewns's stuft as being radically
egahtanan. Within the tactory this has a
different meaning to what 1t has in the small
shop. Within the lactory it has led. in the
major working units. to almost continual
CTINIS.

“There 1s an implied rejection of manage-
ment, based on Khomeint's own statements.
It's almost certainly not Khomeint’s inten-
tion that there should be no management.
But therc i1s no central state authority to
enfarce what management there is. And the
workers often have much better contacts
with the local revolutionary guards and
committees then muanagement sent in from
the outside. So with the combination of
armed support from the revelutionary
guards or committees and the workers own
opposition  to even  I[slamic appontees.
management in factories have 4 very short
lifespan. Mostly they seem to get sacked or
just leave,”

Shirin guahticd these last remarks about the
tactories by observing that there was very
lttle explicit class organisation.

“I'here are no etfective trade unmons.
There are small, mainly leftist, unions, plus
councils in the factories. Most ot these
councils have been made Islamic, but they
do have class aspects to them, they will not
put up with lots of things from management.

:!.
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But they are a long way from trade umions in
the Western sense or from true workers
councils. One of the effects of the Islamic
movement 15 to inhibit the crystalisation of
class identity by 1ts concentration on the
Wdea of ‘the masses” undifferentiated social-

Iy’
The Embassy Occupation

This contradictory character of the Islamic
movement emerges again in Shirin's com-
ments on the embassy occupation. On the
one hand Shirin stressed that, whatever
students’ intentions, the occupation was to a
large extent a diversion, manipulated from
the top:

"It was something of 4 coup by a section of
the clergy who were determined to break oul
of the limitations imposed on them by the
Barsargan government. Of course the vast
majority of people want the Shah returned
but these feelings are being manipulated so
that they can have their vote for the
constitulion wathout anv problems. Just
before the occupation feeling was running
low for Khomeint, Now he or the students in
the embassy can select who they want to be
president. The elections won't need rigging.

‘On the whole events around the embassy
have been fairly highly orchestrated. There
have been =some big spontaneous
demonstrations, but thesc have been on
days of hig religious occasions which were
stmply brought past the embassy. Of course
no-one objected. But most of the smaller
demonstrations are bussed-in groups of
workers, hank employvees, soldiers and so
on. Bussed in, march up and down. and then
back home.”

But the revelations from the embassy have a
tendency to get out of hand:

*The students chose to reveal documents
linking 1o the C1A some of the peopla heing
nominated as Presidential candidates. Soeme
of the documents weren't  particularly
impressive, basically they just amount 1o
saving ‘So-and-so is @ bourgeois politician’.
Because its quite normal, anywhere in the
world, that bourgeois politicians go out and
nave dinner with the charge datfarics at the
American embassy. It probably doesn't
actually amount to spving, but for the
stndents that™s enough.

‘But of course the charge d’affaires gocs
back and writes a report. it goes on the files
and ten years later the students have got the
files. So bourgeois politicians are very
frightened and have gone very much un-
derground.

“The activities of the students occupying
the embassy are extremely destructive
within the islamic movement. The students
are partial outsiders to that movement. just
as suspicious of many clergymen as they are
of some bourgeols politicians.

"several leading clergymen had  even
closer links with the United States and the
embassy than some of the people the
students have alrcady denounced. It is quite
certain the students have documents on this.

5o there are a lot of people who would

§

like to shut the whole show up, including
almost everybody on the Revolutionary
Council. but the students don’t make it easy.
‘Khomcini could only call the thing off at
great strain Lo hus credibility, particularly if
there were no tangible results. [ believe that
despite the embassy occupation Khomeini's
popularity continues to fall. The mass of the
population want some results from the
occupation, perhaps not of the purity the
students insist on, but they want results.”

The Kurds

Alongside this crisis in the central Persian
speaking areas. the national minorities
remain as intractable as ever.

‘Clashes around Kurdistan are inevitable.
The Kurds control a very large areas of
Western lran. The army has garnisons inthe
area, but does not conduct any military
operations,

‘50 the central question about Kurdistan
15 the state’s monopoly of violence. It'snota
qucstion of a constitutional arrangement
giving the Kurds some devolved powers.
The essence of the Kurdish position 15 the
right to mawntain their own armed forces.
And this is ultimately unacceptable to all
bourgeois states.

*Politically the Kurdish organiations are
the most advanced in Iran. They are well
based among the Kurds themselves. They
have considerable popular support. The
amount and guality of the pohticul work
they do 15 variable. But people do identify.
There 15 one large group, the Revolutionary
Organisation of the Totlers of Kurdistan,
the Komallah, which 15 not only openly
Marxist, but is successfully openly Marxist.
It has been able to organise as a result of its
work in the villages and towns. There are
very few workers in Kurdistan, largely a
peasant or small commodity producing
town population. [t has been successiul in
orgamsing a military force on the basis of its
earlier non-military work.

“The sogial content of the Kurdish

struggle 1s more advanced than any of the
other minorities, 1n so far as the struggle
against the central government i1s linked
with the struggle within Kurdistan against
landlordism.’
The regime continues to face problems from
the Arabs, Baiuchis and Turkomanis,
though none of these groups has anything
approaching the organisation and political
dgevelopment ot the Kurds. But now a new
lactor has appeared on the scene:

The Azerhajanis

“The Azerbajami Turks are the largest
minority i fact they do not see
themselves  as 4  minority, they see
themselves on an egual status with the
PPersians. There are something of the order
ol 12 militon of them. There are very large
Turkish communities in all the major cities
of Northern lIran. They have therefore
always scen themselves as potential group
for national power. There are very promi-

nent Tutrks in the army and in the state
establishment. which s not the case with the
other minorities.

*‘Many of the key Ayatollahs are Turkish.
Including the most senior, Shariat Madari.
The head of the central committee in Tehran
1s a Turk. There also a whole crowd of
Azerbajan Khomeni supporters, And in the
small towns of Azerbajan it 1s prohably the
case that Khomeini has more support than
the man who 15 seen as the Turkish
Avatollah,  Shariat Madari. He is a
bourgeois politician. He played a fairly
important role at various stages in the
revoiution. But he lost outto Khomeini a bit
just before the end. Khomein 1s deeply
suspicious of him.

‘But many of the high ranking clergy look
to Shariat Madan., not to Khomeini, Some
regard Khomeinl as a it of an upstart.
There was always a deal done with the
Turks, that they could have their man in
Qom. Sharnat Madan was their man In
Qom. He s opposed to many of the things
that Khomeini 1s attempting. The Turks are
opposed to those things - one of the things
they are most opposed to is that Azerbajan
was not trying to be run by Turks. even
though they expected to be running Iran.
That was a real slap in the face. So there 1s
considerable opposition to the central
regime.

“The Turks have a long tradition of what
you might call ‘democratic strupgle’—the
level of iteracy in the villages is higher than
in any other part of the country, with
newspapers In their own language, despite
attempts by the monarchy to suppress it.

"'So here are two struggies — with Shariat
Madari trying to use the national struggle
for his machinations against Khomeini. On
the other hand the people of Tabnz have »
long tradition of political activity for
democratic rights over a period of 70 years,

‘Sharat Madari will say that the prisoners
trom the Musiim Peoples Republican Party
— the Turkish Party — shouid be released.
S0 a few days later armed men from this
party took hostage 10 revolutionary guards
and demanded back the arrested people in
exchange., Us not that Shariat Madan
orders them to do things, but he provides
them with an umbrella under which they can
operate, The probletn is that they do not do
much independently of him.’

What has been the response of the left to this
developing crisis?

Shirin was very critical of much of the left.
The Tudeh and the HKE simply tailing
behind Khomeini. The Fedayeen being
disoriented by what attitude to take to the
emnbassy occupation — was 1t a mass
movement or not — by what attitude to take
to events in Tabriz, and so on.

But on balance the picture 15 optinmstic:

‘By und large workers have responded
quite sympathetically to the {eft, although
very few have yoined the organisation. There
is every reason to hope that in the new round
of struggles the left will get stronger. That in
the next year the revolutionary
orgamisations will be able to sink read roots.”




The New Cold Wor I

How the Pentagon Upped the Stakes

It the western press is to be believed | there
are  two  possible explanations for the

breakdown of derente and the beginnings of

what appears to be a ‘new Cold War!

The first. the simplest of the (wo. is that
the Russian invasion ol Afghanistan in late
December of last year triggered ofl the
whole process. and that the new western
distrust of Russia s simply 4 response to
that aggression. The sccond. rathcr more
credible explanation is that the long-term
build-up ot Russian armed power over the
last 10 years has revealed the insincerity of
Russia’s commitment to Jdefenie and has
thus necessitated a corresponding responsc
on the part of the west.

The key word in both explanations is

‘response’ the blame For the present state ol

affairs rests fairly and sguarely with the
Russians: the west has had no choice but to
respond.

S0 runs the myth which the NATO
propaganda organs have been assiduousdy
cultivating over the [ast (ew months. But, in
whichever ol the two torms it comes. the
myth of Russian agegression and western
response remains essentially false,

In the case of the *Afghanistan explana-
tion®, this is verv clear indeed. Given the lack
of any vital western interests in Afghanistian
and given, too, the fact, readily admitted by
both western politicians and the western

press. that Afghanistan has been firmly in
the Russtan orbit for many vears. the idea
that that Invasion alone could have
triggered  ofl the breakdown of derenre
seems inherentlv implausible. To be blunt,
Atghanistan just sn't that important. But
much maore signilicant s the tact that
western attitudes towards Russia had been
steadilv *hardening” for months before the
Invasion took place.

As early as January of fast vear, Preswdent
Carter  announced  substantial  planned
Increases i American ‘defence’ spending.
As Bustmess Week veported at the time:
“Congress 1s only beginning to comprehend
the disparnty between the fat defense budpet
and the leanness of all other spending.
Detense will look ke 4 mountain nising
from the plain,” predicts a top Senatc Budget
Commiltee staffer,™

In the end result. the detence budget got
cven fatter, the mountaim even higher, than
Business Week had antwipated. Cuarter's
January 1979 budget proposals had allowed
for 3123 billion (o be spent on defence
during 1980 {an mcrease of ST Billion over
1979,

[n Junc. Carier signed the SALT 11
apreement and was taced with the um-
mediate problemn of negotiating its passage
through the Senate. Senate ‘hard-liners
madc 1t ¢lear that the price of their support

would be turther increases in defence
spending.  Thus in August, Georgian
Senator Sam Nunn, onc of the Pentagon’s
key sympathisers in the Senate. demanded a
5% per annum. tncrease in real defence
spending for the next 5 wvears. as the
condition for his agrcement to SALT 11,

Nunn's proposals would have taken the
defence expenditure figurces for 1980 up to
over $ 132 billion, and tor 1981 up to 3 130
billion.} In onid-December, Carter once
again announced substantial increases in the
defence budget, increases which in eftect
met Nunn's demands. The 1981 defence
expenditure figure was now fixed at § 157
billion ($ 7 billion more than dhunn had
asked for), and the administration com-
mitted itself to a real annual increase 1N
defence spending of at least 414G Tor the
next 5 years.

Carter Justificd these increases, not as
part of a SALT Il package. but rather as
marking a substanual shitt i Amencan
forcign policy, "W have tearned the mistake
ol mulitary ntervention n the internal
affairs of another countrv when our own
vital security interests were not directly
involved.” said Carter. "Buot we must unders-
tand (hat not every anstance of the 1irm
application of power is a potential Victnam,
The consensus lor natonal strength and
international involvement, although shaken
and threatened, survived that divisive and

5
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Table 1: American and Russian Strategic Nuclear Forces 1970-79

19701971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

Long-range

bombers

USA h12 479 430 430
USSR 140 140 140 140
Submarines

USA 41 41 41 419
USSR 22 29 35 42

USSR {modern} 14 21 27 34

SLEBM
launchers

ISA
USSR

666 656 656

360 459

ICBMs

USA
USSR

Total {Long-range bombers and missiles)
USA
USSR

Source;

6h6
o7

1054 1064 1054 1064
1487 1527 1527 1547 1567 1587 1547 1447 1400 1398

390 369
140 140

348
140

348
140

348
140

348
140

41 41 41 41 41 4
49 54 B0 6o G 72

41 46 52 54 62 64

GE6
651

666
11

656
o

556
867

6556
947

6h6
973

1054 1054 10564 1054 1054 1054

2222 2189 2140 2140 21060 2079 2058 2058 2058 2058
1875 2027 2126 2254 2358 2438 2478 24b4 2487 2517

World Armaments and Disarmament: Stockholm Institute for Peace

Research [SIPR)) Yearbook 1979, p. 422-423,

(S1PRI figures are taken from official government sources where possible. Most press
commentaries on Russian military strength do not use these figures, but rather the
much higher NATQO estimates. [t may well be that the SIPRI figures underestimate
Russian strength, but | have used SIPRI figures rather than NATO figures since;
whereas NATO officials may have reasons for systematically overestimating Russian
strength, SIPRI has no carresponding interest in deliberate underestimates.)

tragc war,# ¢

The Vietnam trauma was over, and iirm
applications of power were back in tashion,
All ol this occurred before the Russian
mvasion ol Afghanistan.

The upward shift of Amerncan defence
gstirmates 15 In fact oniv o one of many
symptoms of a steadilv hardening western
defence “posture’ (Lo use the military's own
Jargond,

T he US Government has for some time
been on the look out tor new militacy bascs,
On 17 December, before the Alghanistan
crisis broke, a team of {op Pentagon and
State Department officials lelt Washington
tor the Maddle Fast to discuss the possibithty
ol establishing new Amerwan bases o the
region with the governments of Saudi
Arabia, Oman, Kenva and Somalia.:

The U5, has also been pressing all ot it
NATO alhes toincrease their own delence
budgets by at least 3% per annum in real
terms. And Britamn, at lcast, has tultilled
Amerncan reguirements. Last year’s LK
Defence White Paper tixed defence cxpen-
diture for the fiscal vear 1979-80 at £8.6
billion. which 1s a real increase of 350 over
the 1978-79 figure, and promised 4 further
real increase of 3% for 1980-81.°

But. ol course, the single most spectacular
cvidence of this "hardening posiure’ was the
NATO dectsion In mid-December to deploy
4 new genceration of US nuclear missiles., the
Cruse and Persting 2 massiles {hoth of
b

which are capable ol striking at the heart of
the USSR), throughout Western Furope
(160 are scheduled tor Britmin, 4% for
Holland, 4% for Belgium 112 lor {taly, and
M4 tor West Germany).”

This decision. which outraged the Rus-
s1an Government and  provoked angry
denunciations 11 the Russian press, was
taken Hefore the mvasion of Afghanistan,
The pattern s very clear: the United States
in particular. and the west in gencral, had
been progressively disengaging itselt trom
detente well betore that day in December
when the tirst Russian tanks rumbied down
the road to Kabul.

American pehey 1s aof simply a responsc
to the Russian invasion of Afghanistan,
[ndeed. 1ts clearly not 4 response to any
particular Russian pohtical mitiatives. It
developed momentum, duning the sccond
half of 1979 1n particular. despite not only
the absence ol anyv overt Russian aggression.
but aiso the presence of clear cvidence on at
least two occasions of Russian zood will,

The two occasions were. of course, firstly
Brezhnev's 6 October announcement of the
unilateral withdrawal ot 20,000 Russian
troops and 1,000 tanks rom East Germany
and. secondly, the announcement, at the
first day of the session of the Supremce
Soviel in November, of substantial cuts in
the Russian arms budget (the budget was
reduced by £75 million, leaving defence
cxpenditure {or next vear at £12.5 billion).»

Neither occasion  triggered off  any
western  responsc—apart, that 15, from
polite indiffercnce. Clearly, the fundamen-
tal causes of recent changes in American
decfence policy lic neither in Moscow norin
Kabul, but rather in Washington itself,

But what about the second type of
explanation? If the new western militarism
isn't a responsc to the Atghanistan crisis.
then 1s 1t perhaps a general response to the
long-term  build-up of Russian miliary
power? Certainfy this 1s a more plausible
explanation. for there has indeed been such
a burld-up.

During the 1970s. the balance of nuclear
terror did shitt (n favour of the Russians. In
1970 the USA possessed a total of 2,222
strategic nuciear delivery systems (both
long-range bombers and missijes) and the
USSR a total of 1875 In 1979 the USA
posscssed 2058 and the USSR 2,517,

Over  that  penod.  clear Americun
supcriority  in  nuclear submarines and
submarine-launched  ballistic  mssiles

{S1.BMs) had turned into clear Russian
superiority and, though American
supcriority in long-range bombers remain-
cd, the gap between the two powers had
closed. As a counterwelght though, initial
Russian  superiority in  inter-continental
ballistic missiles {1CBMs) had declined
somewhat (see Table 1)

A similar  shidt oceurred in overall
expenditure patterns, Whereas in 1968 the
USA was spending almost twice as much as
the USSR on ‘defence,” by 1978 the two
superpowers werg spendimg roughly similar
amounts {see Table 2).

But this shift can hardly be seen asa move
towurds & dramatic imbalance in [avour of
the USSR, Rather, it represents a move-
ment away Irom a4 situation of clear
American supertority towards something
much more ke panity. Inany case. the sheer
destructive power which both sides possess.
the sheer scale ol these nuclear arsenals.
makes any alk of imbalance seem merely
abstract. Both possess the capability 1o
destroy the other. and both know 1t

Norindeed do these ligures tell the shole
story. Whilst it 15 true that the Russians now
possess more nuclear delivery systems than
the Americans. they nonetheless have far
fewer deliverable wuarheads. The Inter-
nationat Institute for Strategic Studies
estimates that in 1979 the USA held about
P00 deliverable warheads, and the USSR
ontly about 5000, though this latter figure is
expected to rise to about 7.500 in the carly
|95{)s."

Furthermore, the military arsenals ot the
LSAS NATO allies are much more 1m-
pressive than those of Russia’™s Warsaw Pact
satellites. Both Britain and France possess
their own nuclear ‘deterrents”. And the West
Cerman  Bundeswehr. with 340 000 men
under arms. remains the largest single army
in Central Eurape.

['hus, though total American and Rus-
slan military expenditures during 1978 were
of a similar order, total NATO expenditure
tar exceeded total Warsaw Pact expenditure
{see Table 23 In the crugial "Furopein
theatre,” the two “sides are, i fact, very




Table 2: Military Expenditure, USA, Total NATO USSR and Total Warsaw Part
1236R8-1978 {(in US $ million at 1973 prices and exchange rates).

1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978
LUSA 103077 9BG6O8 89065 B2111 B2469 78358 77383 Q68 71022 73968 71476
TOTAL NATO 140872 136331 127446 122523 126088 121684 121560 120751 117684 121247 119412
USSR 58000 52000 53000 G400 85000 66000 67000 68000 69000 70000 71000
Total
Warsaw Pact 63396 67796 691568 70537 716786 73025 74378 75808 F7257 78526 79816
Source: SIPRI Year book 1979, p 35,

closely balanced. The International In-  mitments.  whilst  stabilising  the  world one in which the steady narrowing of the gap

stitute for Strategic Studies calculates that
wheteas NATO has 1065 'nuclear systems’
depioyed 1n the Euwrcopean theatre, the
Warsaw Pact has 1,209, a situation which

the Insuture atsell sces as one of near
frarity. !

And the balance of conventional Torees 15
even closer still. In 1879, NATO had 64
divisions spread over Northern, Central and
Southern Furope, and the Warsaw Puct
H{,'J

Since American divisions are larger than
Russian divisions (a US armoured division
contains 18,900 men and 324 tanks, a
Russian armoured division ! 1,000 men and
i25 tanks. a LS mechanised division
contains 8500 men and 216 tanks, a
Russian mechanised division 13,000 men
and 266 tanks). the actual balance in terms
of manpower must be very close indeed.

There 15 a widespread popular belief that
though the west has more and better nuclear
hardwarec, the Russians have the cdge (n
troop numbers. The opposite is the case, [tis
the west which possesses slight superiority in
terms of manpgwer: the Warsaw Pact hay
2,647 000 soldiers and marines under arms,
and NATO 2 842.000.'% The overall pattern
1y one ol balance.

There has been & Russian builld-up. but
the effect of that buldd-up has been to
establish a closer muihitary balance, rather
than to upset a pre-existing balance and turn
it decisively tn Russia’s tavour,

[nanv case, all of this has to be set in the
context of an overall relative decline n
levels of detence ex penditure in both camps.
Whilst absolute levels of Russian military
expenditure rose significantiy during the
19705, the percentage of gross domestic
product (GIIP) devoted to military expen-
diture declined n both the USA and the
VISSRK every vear (except 1974) during the
decade 1968 to 1977 (see Table 3).

It is, of course, this steady decline in the
proportion of GIDP devoted to defence In
both the USA and the USSR whichexplains
the progressive undermining of the perma-
nent arms economy’s stabilising role during
the 1970s.

Rut setting that aside for the moment,
what should be clear s this: detente had a
very real material basis. Throughout the
197,  both  superpowers  consistently
devoted smaller and smaller proportions of
total  productive  capacity  to military
production.

[heir reasons were similar, though not
cxactly identical. In the west, massive
American  (and  British) military  com-

economy as a whole, hud undermined the
relative competitiveness ol American and
British capital vis @ vis those rival capitalist
powers, notably Japan and West Germany.
which  were  relatively  free from such
commuitments. The result was the incorpora-
tion into government policy of delfence cuts
as part of an economic stratcgy to re-
establish mmternational competitiveness.

SALT I treaty

[n the cast. the pressure of international
competition worked ttscit through in rather
less direct fashion, But the rising price of
umports from the west. and the consequent
massive mcreases i the scale of the east's
indebtedness to the west, placed a strain
upon domestic production {and
occasionally as  in Poland - upon
domestic poliucal stability} which there,
too, resulted in a gradual relative transter of
resources from military to non-military
production.

Thus. 1t was in the material interests ot

both the Amenican and the Russian ruling
classes to establish some form international
deternte,

This state of affairs was quite clearly not

between Russian and American military
capabilities would appear, even to the
Americans. as the saflient feature of the
world situation. The tundamentat reality of
the 1970s was the connection between
dechming relative levels of mihtary expen-
diturc, clcar matcnal Interests 1n the
continuation of that decline, and clear
political interests in the construction of
dletentte, on borh sides.

Set against this background, increasing
American muitarism cannot be seen simply
as a responsc to the Russtan build-up {and
nor can the converse, Russian aggression as
a response to American miitansm, be true
either).

What, then, did cause the breakdown of
deternte’ Let us be clear, in the first place,
that both the American and Russian ruling
classcs must contain within their ranks a
permanent anti-derenie lobby, Whilst 1t 18
not true that (as some writers thought in the
19505 and 1960s5) both Amenca and Russia
are ruled by a ‘military-industrial complex’,
it 15 very definitely the case that both ruling
classes contain a distinct mulitary-industnal
complex., a section of the ruling class whose
power, inllugnce and protit anses directly
out of the continued existence of the
permanent arms economy.

I'his military-industrial complex, the
section of the ruling class which staffs the
higher ranks of the military and the top
management of the armaments industry,
has a permanent interest ina relatively high
degree of international tension,

Presumably, there is something like near-
permanent pressure from this guarter, in
both the USA and the USSR, {or both
incregsed military expenditure. and a harder
line in international politics. The important
question s under what circumstances will
this section of the ruling class win out over
other scctions?

That such a conflict has occurred, and

r;ahIEB: Amaearican and RBussian Military Expenditure as a Percentage of GDP, 1968- 1877

US4 93 8B7 79 71
11.0

1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977

109 100 97

Source: SIPRI YEARBQOK 1979, p. 38-39.

66 60 61 60 b4 53
96 90 87 86 83 8O
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that the outcome has heen a victory for the
military-industrial complex, is tairly clear
from recent events.

Let's consider the process where s
casiest to observe, in the USA. where the
ruling class conducts itx business in a much
more open fashion than m Russia. 11 seems
pretty clear that Carter’s earlicr commit-
ment both o derente In pencral and to
strategic arms limitation in particular was
genuine cnough.

His steady wnsistence that the SALT 11
treaty should be considered separately trom
all other questions of international politics
indicates this very clearly, In June of last
vedr. when Carter and Brezhnev signed the
treaty, the road to derente still looked pretry
open. Bul, as we noted earlier, Senate hard-
liners immediately voiced their opposition
to the treats, and their mterest in massive
mereases in defence expenditure,

As the Financied Times explained at the
time, Senator Nunn, who led the opposi-
tion. ‘took his cue on SALT 1! from the
hemedalled Joint Chiefs ol Sraft. whose
phlegmatic chairman. General David Jones,
told the Senate: “None of us s totatlv at easce
with the provisions of the agreement...” The
chiels coupled (his lukewarm endorsement
ot the treaty with a plea for more delence
spending. e

It anvone speaks tor the American
military-imdustrial complex, then clearly it
s the Jont Chiefs of Stalf. Nunn's
proposals, which were at that time in
opposition to those of the Carter Ad-
ministration. but which Carter accepted in
md-December. were ilmost certainly what
the muhitarv-industrial complex was aflter.
But there was more to it than that,

[Dr Henry Kissinger was another critic of
the Carter Administration's policies. and
the Fivancial Times commented on his
OpPOsItion too;

"The former Secretary of State scorned
the Carter admuimistration’s refusal (or
mability) to use the evident Russian
desire Tor SALT H to curb their military
activities inand around the Third World.
He proferred the suggestion. that the
Senate should be able to vote 1o suspend
future SAL T talks if the Russians grossly
mishehaved. This idea pleased some
Senators. It also coincided fortuitousiy
withi demonstration of Sovict economic
dependence on tne 1885 Last week the
Agricultwre Department announced the
U'S would next vear sell at least 13 m
tonnes. .. of gram to the Soviet Ln-
wn_ The redoubtable Dr Kissinger also
proposced that passage of SALT I be
made  conditional  on increased 1S
defenee spending ™'

| here, tn a3 report from Washington
writien fase Arerave, i, in briel outline. 4
preture ol a strategy towards the Russians,
which the Carter Administration at that
time rejected. and which it came Lo accept. in
part, List Drecember, and virtuallv in tis
cntirets this January, atter the invasion of
Atghanistan,

['he obvious explanation lor this se-
quenee o events s that the mulitars -
indusitil complex has been in litvour of

[N

such policies for some time. and that. over
the past 4-5 months, it has succceded in
pushing an imitially reluctant administration
mto adopting them,

5 5 oy g T
Ever the Hawk: Henry Kissinger proposed
that passage of SALT Il be made con-

ditional on increased US defence SpEN-
ding,

v i

It's more ditficult to sketeh out a similar
sequence in Russia— simply because the
Russian ruling class is so secretive about its
mner workings. But there is no reason to
belicve Brezhnev anv less sincere than
Carter 1n his initial commitment to SALT
I1. Nor is therc any reasen to belicve that the
Russian leadership is so stupid as to be
unable to anticipate the way in which
Alghanistan might be used (especially in an
American eclection year) to prevent the
ratification of the SALT [ treaty,

A5 the weslern press has ohserved. the
Inviasion scems to have been a controversial
proposal even within Russian ruling circles.
Brezhney's insistence on the complexity ot
the decisions involved s, according to
western Kremhinologists, a clear indication
(e the outside world of substantial dis-
agreements within the Kremlin, We can
surmise.  then. that & roughly  similar
scyuence of events occurred in Russia 1o
thiat which occurred in America.

But whv did the *hard-liners’ win out? The
guestion can only be answered in general
lerms. guite simply hecanse we  don't
actually krow whalt poes on inside the
American and Russian ruling ctiasses. But
two factors can be identified.,

Firstlv, boeth countries are faced with
SCTIOUS ccomomic crises  crises caused by
that very decline in arms spending which
helped to make detenie possible in the Nirst
nlace.

Whencver ruling classes are fuced with
such crises {and with the consequent threal
of declining or. at least. stable living

standards), there is a tendeney to opt for
militarism abroad in the hope of cementing
national unity at home.

[n the Russian casc. the possibility of
serious internal disorder, in Eastern Europe
1f not in Russia itself, doubtless provides an
additional encouragement to arms spen-
ding. And in the United States. the prospect
of some limited ‘job creation® in the
armaments industry {and not so limited in
the Army itself, now that Carter has decided
to reintreduce conscription} probably does
[tkewise.

I'he second factor is surely the developing
political instability of the international
System, quite apart from the guestion of
direct Russo-American relations.

When the process of derente first began,
most of the world was neatly divided up into
pro-American and pro-Russian zones, and
Increasing accord between the two super-
powers could 1 itself be predicted to lead 10
& lessening ol international tension. But
today, the growing uncertainty and un-
reltability of political alignments, par-
tecularly in the so-called ‘Third Waorld.’
makes the case for an increased militarism
all the stronger within the ruling classes of
both superpowers. lan Birchall has describ-
ed the sitvation which surrounded the
beginnings of the first Cold War in these
terms:

Neither side was satislicd with the ‘sphere

of influence’ scttled at the post-war

confercnces. Both sides had pressing
¢COnOMIC reasons 1o extend their zones,

And both found it very useful to deflect

discontent at home by creating the

spectre of a rapacious and aggressive
enemy, !’
That description is strikingly, and
depressingly. appropriate today.
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Three at Yalta

In one sense the Cold War can be traced
right back to the Russian Revolution ol
1917. A new model of society, inked to the
international workers® movement, could
scarcely be anything but a threat to Western
capitalism. Butl by the thirties, many of the
more  suphisticated bourgeors politicians
had come to realise that Stalin was really
one of their own kind. or at fcast was a much
prelerable option to Trotsky: but the
Bolshevik threat was still a uscful one Lo
Wave.

The alliance ot Russia. Britain and the
United States in the Sccond World War was
forced upon the partners by Hitler's apgres-
ston rather than frecly chosen, and even
during the war some Western politiclans
saw Russia as ullimately the enemy. Thus
Harry Truman., a future US President.
commented on Hitler's invasion of Russia:

‘U we see that Germany 15 winning we
ought to help Russia and if Russia s
winning we ought to help Germany and
that way let them kill as many as
possible, although [ don’t want to sec
Hitler victorious under  anv  Cir-
cumstances.’

At the end ot the Sccond World War the
victorious alhes staved together jong
enough to carve up the spols. In October

The First Cold War

1944, Winston Churchill visited Moscow
and agreed with Stabin, on a half-sheet ol
paper, the division of the Balkans It
British and Russian spheres of influence.
Subsequently, at the conference at Yalta
{January 1945) and Potsdam {July 1945} the
alhed powers divided up the world between
them. The ‘spheres of influence’ so much
discussed today date from that carve-up.

But to enforce the carve-up meant
strangling  a  potential  revolubon,
Throughout the world. and espectally 1m
those countries which had been occupied by
the Nass, millions ot ordinary people —
warkers and peasants —  had shown
cnormaous sacrfice and herosn i organis-
ing  Reswstance. Their molives were not
simply to revert 1o the pre-war world  a
world of poverty  and slump---but to
transform soctety irom top to botte m. With
the right leadership - a crucial condition
the whole world was a potential powder key
af revolution,

That was why the agreement with Stalin
wis so important for the Western powers,
Militarilv the US was ahcad of Russia. being
in posscssion of the atemic bomb, But Stahn
still had an iron grip over the Communist
Parties of the world, mass movements n

Greece, In return tor a free hand in Fastern
Furope Stalin agreed to calt his bovs 1o heel:
in France and Italy Communists entered
governments, opposed adventurist actions
and called for a ban on strikes. Maurice
Thorer of the French CP summed up his
position  with  regard v D Gaulle's
hourgeols state: "One state, one army. one
police toree.”

Ax the potenual tor revolubion was
disarmed and crushed. the world sttuanon
reverted to a contest between competing
powers, The cooperation in carving up the
world giave wav (o o stregele tor influence
and power While neither side went so faras
to challenge the basie division of "spheres of
influence’. each side sought 1o modity the
balance 1o 1ts own advantages.

In 1946. Winston Churchill made b
famous speech at Fulton Missouri where he
spoke of the Yiron curtain’ dividing Furope
(the phrase Ciron curtain’ was o tact
horrowed 1rom Goebbels), But the eyl
turning paintcamein March 1947, when US
President | ruman announced that the USA
was taking over Britaim™s rmulitary role in
Crreece, He used this to launch the so-called

“I'rurmnan Doctrine’. g commitment that the

US would intervene in any revolution ot
believed to be Communist (in Gt anexcuse

i ]

such kev countrics as France, ltaly and
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Senator Joe McCarthy. In the U

nited States McCarthyism effectively
destroyed what was left of a socizalist tradition inside the working class.
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for intervemimg against moderately refor-
mist regimes that threatened US interests, as
I Guatemala in 1954).

The Truman Doctrine was followed up by
Marshall Awd, a massive programme of
economic aid to Western Europe which had
still not recovered from the impact of the
war, Marshall Aid was a two-pronged
weapon. On the one hand it prepared the
way for the penctration of burope by
American multinationals; on the other
provided a means ot poliical bargaining.
One ot the fundamental conditions for the
receipt of Marshall Aid, for countries like
France and [taly where Commumst
ministers stull sat in the Governments, wis
that these were excluded.

It s important to remember that the Cold
War was launched. not only against Russia.
but agmnst Communists in the labour
movement, [ provided an excellent oppor-
tonity to carry home the disarming and
wenkemng of the working-class movement.
In France and laly Amerncan finance and
intrigue helped toengineer splits in the trade
union maovement In order to weaken
Communist influence 1in the working-class.
The effect was in lact to divide and
demoralise trade umonists and cause 4 huge
fall 1in the number of organised workers, In
the United States a wave ol anti-
communism. building up to a crescendo in
[2

McCarthyvism. helped to destroy what was
lett of a sociakist tradition in the US working
class:  in Britain Communists  were
witchhunted in the unions and Mav Day
marches were banned.

ferhaps the most sigmiticant wse of the
Cold War o intervene against the working-
class movement was i the ftalian clections
ot 1948, when there scemed a serious chance
that the Communist-Socialist slate would
win, Marshall Aid ships arcived i laly
white US battleships were anchored off-
shore, and the US State Department
announced that no lalian who had voted
Communist would be allowed to emigrate Lo
the Lk,

The Russian response was to set up the
Communist Information Bureau (Comin-
torm), who proclaimed an analysis that the
world was divided into two blocks  the
‘anti-imperialist demaocratic’ and the im-
perialist anti-democratic”. The major Rus-
stan attempts to shift the balance the
Crech coup of 1948 and the Berhin bilockade
of  1945-49 can i fact be seen as 4
response Lo the LS ottensive, 'The formation
ol NATO in 1949 completed the line-up.
though the Warsaw Pact was not founded
till 1955, In response to the admission of
West Germany to NATO.

One tactor of imbalance remained. In
1945 the West already had nuclear weapons,

R T he Meww Cold Wz IR

and used them on Japan: at this time the
Russians were without nuclear weapons.
and hence the Russian control of the
international Communist movement was
still a key tactor in diplomacy. By 1953,
when the Russian hvdrogen bomhb was
announced, a balance was cstablished. The
role of the Communist Parties thereafter
became very much a subordinate factor in
Russian bargaining.

Nuclear weapons also made the possibili-
iy of all-out-war — at least intentionally -
less likely. since neither side could hope to
come out of a nuclear conflict with anv real
advantage. Hence the Cold War came to be
more and more exported to the Third
Warld.

The classic case was the Korean war.
Korea had been partitioned hurriedly at the
end of World War Two, with the Americans
setting up their puppet in the South and the
Russians theirs in the North. In 1950 the
Northern regimes made a push — almost
certainly under Stalin's pressure — 1o seize
the South. The Americans welcomed an
opportunity to push up their arms spending
fand ward off a developing recession),
poured troops into the South and provoked
China into joining in an the Northern side.

The people of Korea had little or no say in
what went on. The whole thing was ap
attempt by both sides to push back the
fronticrs of their sphere of influence:
eventually it ended in a rather squalid draw,
in which the real losers were the Korean
people.

Russian strategy towards the Third
World also began to change. Whereas
imitially the Russians had had little time tor
such Third World nationalists as Nasser of
Egvpt and Nkrumah of Ghana. there was a
sharp shift in Russian policy between [953
and 1956 which called for closer links with
all ‘anti-imperialist forees.

' he replacement of Stalin by Khrushehes
led to Russian advocacy of ‘peacelul
coexistence’.  Arms production compelled
by compelitive pressure [rom the West was
continual strain on the Russiancconomy in
particular,  the weakness of  Russian
agriculture can be blamed largely on arms
spending. Hence Russian anxiety for sum-
mit conferences, disarmament agreements
and so on.

The end of the Cold War, at least 10 its
Eirst classic phase. comes in 1962, Castro's
revolutionary regime in Cuba had been
pushed into Russian arms by US boveott. In
1962 Che Guevara signed ah agreement (o
site Russian ouclear mussifes ih Cuba, LS
President Kennedy threatened  military
action 1t the mussiles were not withdrawn,
and, atter the world had spent a few days
apparently on the brink of nuclear war,
Khrushchev withdrew. The ‘conlrontation’
phase of the Cold War was over.

This meant that a certinn space was
opcned for anti-imperialist struggics which
were not immediately caught up in the inter-
blec rivairy, The war in Vietnam developed
with a dynamic gute ditferent to that in
Korea, and this in turn had monumental
etfects on the whole world balance.
lan Birchall
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The Crook’s Tour

Nothing demonstrates more clearly  the
mind-blowing cynicism ol the Torwey
response  to  Afghamstan  than  Lord
Carrington’s little jaunt through the Middle
Fast and South Asia. Carrington visited
Saud: Arabia, Oman, Pakistan, Turkeyand
India, and returned with the following
comment;

“espite the obvicus ditferences ot
perspective, certain important peints of
agreement emerged - . . . in particalar. the
need  for selidarity among  Like-miineded
peeple, and tor a tresh cettort to overcome
divisions of the past was widely recognised.™
{House of Lords, January 24th),

So just who are these “like-minded”
statesmen, with whom [ord Carrington got
on so well?

Ruth de Silva takes up the story in
Arabid.

S AUDI ARABIA

Saudi Arabia 15 the most closed society In
the world with abselute rule by the Housc of
Saud and a strict and medieval [slamic legal
system. There arc thought to be about 53.000
political prisoners in the main prisons—
(Qasr Hiwzam (Jedda), Mecca, Rivadh and
Dammam. Opposition to the rulers in any
form is swiftly and hrutally snppressed.
There was rumbling unrest among the
workers in the oilfields throughout the
1950s and various coup attempts reported in
the 1960s.

There are no political nstitutions and
political orgamsations are banned. The
siege of the Grand Mosque 1n Mecca last

MNovember was the first such incident which
has come to public attention and gven then

those responsible stood little chance of
having their views or opinions considered.
Once the extremely ctficient securiy ser-
vices had ended the siege the perpetrators
were publically beheaded a fatc which
customarily befalls opponents ol the regime
according (o the fundamentahist Islamic law
aperating there, Other Islamic punishments
like public flogging and amputation of limbs
are dlso common.

Considerable hypocrisy characterises the
regime, [or while dire punishments befall
those discovered comsuming alcobol, the
rulers are known to have stocks of cxpensive
liquor in their palaces and to indulge In
public drinking when out of the country.

Adultery is similarly punished as the
incident of the princess who tried to escape
with her lover in 1978 showed. Both were
publicly executed when caught.

The position of women in Saudi Arabia s
the most oppressed in the world. They are
not allowed to drive, to venture out without
male relative company, to work with men or
o walk in the strects unveiled. [he new
universities being buiil have separate cam-
nuscs for women and any lectures which
they meed to share with male students are
viewed on closed-circuit television. -

OMAN

“Pemocracy” and “human nghts” are
concepts which have little meaning In
Oman. The Absolute Ruler, Sultan Qabous
Bin-Said, admitted as much in 1973 when he
told an interviewer that “the people are not
mature enough for Western-style
democracy .

Even if this were true, it would hardly be
surprising as the regime of his tather, Sultan
Said Bin-Taimour. which ended in 1970 sull
ran a society based on slavery. The system
was so appressive that the British who were
then openly in control of the country,
cnginecred the coup which brought Qabous
tr power. Little has changed. however,
except that Qabous 1s somewhat more
¢fficient than his father and 18 aware that
such abuses must at least not he seen to
occur. The British are still there but less
CONSPICUOUS.

Oman 10 one way 15 Britain’s Vietnam.
For the Brtish orchestrated the war
conducted by the Sultan’s regime against the
Popular Front for the Liberation of Oman
(PFLQ) freedom {ighters in the Dhofar
province in the 1960s and early 1970s. In
order to “pacitv” the “rebels” of this
province the British Special Air Service
(SAS) used all the well-tned counter-
imsurgency tactics including herding the
population into “protected™ arcas, starving
the guerrillas into submission and burning
down villages. Napalm and other anti-
personnel weapons were used extensively.
However it took the presence of 35,000
Iranian troops to “subdue”™ the rebels who
temporarily gave up the unegual fight in
1976. Now the [Franians have been
withdrawn, however, the PFLO is becoming
active again.

There are thought to be about [.000
pohitical priseners in Oman, the main
prisons being K ut al-Jalal (Muscat), Beit al-
Falaj, Salala and Nizwa. Secret tnials, death
scntences. lorture and refusal of appeal are
the order of the day.

13
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Oman has a certain armount of ol wealth
and development is proceeding tast. But
new luxury housing s reserved for the
expaliiate experts and workers and military
advisors. The literacy rate in Oman s about
|3 per cent,

PAERKISTAN

General Ziwa-ul-Hag must have carved
himselt a special niche in the pantheon of
dictators, Not only has he shot down,
tortured, flogged and ymprisoned tens of

thousands of workers, pceasants. and
political opponents. Not only has he
judicially murdered a  prime  minister,

Zulfigar Ali Bhutto. But in cancelling the
planned elections—indefimitely - -he  has
made an origindl contribution to President
Carter’s human rights initiative:

“75% per cent of the peoples ot Pakistan
arc illiterate. How do vyou expect
illiterates to decide for themseives what is
good and what 15 bad for them?
Somebody else has to tell them this 1s
good for you and this 1s had for you . | .
Forget vour Western ideals and vour
Western  standards ol freedom  and
democracy. You are in a Muslim
developing country. and [slam savs that
if somebody says something against vour
integrity, against your religion, against
vour anything chop him. Tecach him a
lesson.”

(General Zia talking (o The Guardian
181 8())

His reluctance to hold elections may have
something to do with the probable victory
of Bhutto's Pakistan People's Party. follow-
ing which the Rhutte famiy would un-
doubtedly take his 1slamic advice seriously.

The present crisis offers the regime a new
chance to keep the Pakistani state together.
It 15 an artificial construction and close (o
disintegration. A loreign threat is a godsend
in such circumstances —especially it it can
be stretched to include Pakistan's raison
detre, a hostile India. For Zia it means lots
of guns trom the USA and Ching and betier

A.she Seytmaturova
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still, probably more financial aid to sharc up
the cconomy and more US aid to overcome
“nternal subversion!’

50 three out of five of Lord Carrington’s
*like-minded™ regimes do not even make the
nretence of being democratic. The other
two. on occasions, do. With what justifica-
non we will leave vou to judge . .. ..

TURIEKEY

Turkey has hadlong periods of military rule.

and 15 very likely to be 1n for another.
Adready  something like a third of 1ts
provinces are under martial law,

The reason very simply is that Turkev is
bust, 16 billion dollar foreign debt. 4 billion
dollar annual balance of payments deficit
Linemplovment 20 per cent. [nflation up to
70 per cent.

The mildy social democratic prime
minister  Feevit {who incidentally  n-
troduced the martial Law) was replaced last
vear by Demitrel of the conservative justice
Party. In Demirel’s last administration he
had a fascist as minister of education, which
resulted jn the tascist fighting squads, the
Grey Wobves, flooding the universities.
Today Demirel 15 on shghtly  better
behaviour. which does not stop political
assassinations. mostly by the right, being a
dally occurrence,

1 N DIA
Which leaves us with India. whose
democracy  not long dago  inciuded the

mfamous ‘emergency’. Here, however, Lord
Carringlon will not have got such a friendly
reception. Barry Pavier describes why | .

In 1944 a group of leading indian capitalists
produced a plan tor the economic develop-
ment of an mdependent India. [t provided
tor the construction of a large state seclor
especially in steel, coal. heavy engineering.

machine tools and s0 on. These were the

parts of the colonial economy which were
especially weak.,

Back inthe US

Events m fran and Afghanistan have
mghlighted the position of Moslems in the
Soviet Union. The vast majority of the
gstimated 43-50 million Mostems live in Lthe
six southern republics, Unlike the 150
mitlien Russians, they have a high birth-rate
and. il current trends continue. there will he
nearly 100 million of them by the end of the
century. Yhe Soviet government 15 teving to
persudade Russian women to stav at home
and breed but. 1 oa speech at Baku in
September 1979, Breshnev urged Moslem
wOomen 1o go out 1o work.

The Moslem peoples. particularly the
small nationalities, have a history of
repression from Moscow. In 1944 the smal
nationalities around the Black Sea were
deported from their homes and dispersed in
Central Asia. The first survivor olb this
deportation to reach the West s Ayshe

S0 foreign aid was needed. And without
lhe Wesl's prejudices in favour of private
capnal. it was the Russians who provided
the aid for the state sector. They also
concluded mportant trade apreements,
allowing the [ndians to pay in the virtualiy
unexchangeable rupee.

Thirty years of the expansion of the state
sector on this basis has substantiaily shifted
the balance within the Indian ruling class.
The bureaucracy associated with state
capital not enlv run important industries,
but arc present i virtually every other part
of state life. So there 1s a constant hostility to
the LISA and the West, whe try and promote
privatc as against state capital, and who
have backed India’s main opponents,
Pakistan and China. American support for
Pakistan in the 1971 war has  not heen
[orpotten. Russia on the other other hand
has supphied large quantites of arms to
[ndia in the last 15 vears and hacked 1t in
international conthcts,

Not that India is becoming a client state
like Cuba or Ethiopia. But it has produced a
permancnt  prejudice towards Russia n
foreign policy.

And this s not simply under Mrs Ghandi.
Frivate capital 15 too dependent on state-
capilal to effectively pursue its pro-western
inclinations.  The Janata-Lok Dal
governments did attempt to shift away from
a pro-Russian position and a pro-Armerican
civil servant was appointed to head the
foreign ministry, But he was driven out
hefore the election. because the whode of Lhe
bureaucracy al the Foreign Ministry relfects
the pro-Russian bias of state capital.

So Lord Carnington will not have got
miuch joy aut of trying to tempt India into a
bloc against Russia over Afghanistan,
cspeclally as such a bloc means strengthen-
ing Ching and Pakistan,

Henry Kissinger was a master ol the
Crook’s Tour. Despite the lttle local
difticulty with India Lord Carrington seems
(o be doing very micely on the economy
package.

Seyumaturova, now i lcading representative
of the Crimean Tartars. Her help has been
important in writing this article. She was
seven when she took part in the deportation
in sealed trains without food or water. Of
238,500 people who began the journey,
10, 212 arrived dead. In Uzbekistan, Avshe
and her six young brothers and sisters were

put 10 work 1n the mines. |
All of the deported nations have

ceasclessly campaigned for the right to
return home but stll, today, the Crimean
Turturs and Meshketran Turks, topether
with the non-Moslem Volga Germans, are
in Central Asia and still fighting 1o return
home.

The Crimean Tartars have @ natonal
organisation which includes every member
of their population. [n 1964 they presented 4
petition with 130,000 signaturcs to the
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Central Committee of the Communist Party
tn Moscow. Between 1964 and 968 they
organised massive demonstrations in every
major city 1n Uzbekistan, The largest of
these, on 21 Apnl 1968 in the town of
Chirchik, was broken up by the Army. In
these campaigns, the exiled nationalities
have been helped by the local Maoslem
population.

Islam has been a powerful unifying factor.
Despite substantial state persecution, it has
survived better than Christianity. A survey
in the Caucasus in 1974 discovered that 46
per cent of Dagestanis and 53 per cent of
Chechenas believed in God. compared to
only 12 per cent of Russians. Even those
who openly declared their atheism still
regarded themselves as Moslems.

The state has fought apainst this. Before
1917 there were about 25,000 Mosques in
the Soviet Union: now the official estimate
is 300. Baku, with a population of [.600.000
has only two. There are only 2,000 registered
muliahs. But unofficially things are very
different. Religious festivals are held in
private houses and there are large numbers
of unregistered wandering mullahs. 1n
‘Tadzhikistan in April 1973 the Communist
Party leader M. Gapurov admitted: ‘the
number of people ohserving religious rites is
not decreas:ing n our republic.’

Islam, however. is more of 4 social thar a
religious factor. The population is st
largely rural. According to the 1970 census,
90 per cent of all Khirgiz, 80 per cent of all
Tadzhiks and 75 per cent of Turkmen and
Uzbeks lived and worked on the land. Along
with this go the traditional extended
family structures and communa! housing.
On that basis, much of the old culture
survived. Soviet Moslems still prefer to sit
on carpets on the floor, circumcision is still
almost universal, pork and alcohol are still
taboo and the staple food is the traditional
ptov (pilau}. The attitude to women persists
too. They are still regarded as infericer and
not aliowed to eat with men. Religious
marriage 1s widespread. Girls are still
married very young without their wishes
being consulted, and the groom still pays a
‘kalym’ or bride price. [n the mid-sixties the
Uzbekistan Communist Party estimated the
normal price at ‘500 roubles, 200kg of flour,
eight kg of rice, two sheep and nine dresses.”

The Soviet attempt to develop the
resources of Central Asia has led to a huge
influx of Russians, Ukrainians and
Belorussians. The resources of Central Asia
are under the control of Moscow and used in
a way which, to Moslem eves, looks very like
colonial expleitation. The gas of
Uzbekistan, in Ayshe’s words, ‘goes straight
out of the republic in two pipe-lines—one to
Urals and one to Moscow, while many of the
villages in Uzbekistan have no gas supply.”
Central Asia's gold deposits earn Moscow
foreign currency. Central Asia supplies the
Soviet Union with all its raw cotton but the
plan from Moscow does not allow the
region a textile industry large enough even
to supply its own neceds. For example,
Uzbekistan supplies 67.7 per cent of all the
USSR's raw cotton 1n {969, but only 2.8 per

cent of 1ts cotton textiles. Cloth, cotton
thread and cotton wool are scarce in the
shops.

The industry which has developed has
become the province of the immigrants.
Russian is the language of the fuctories. In
Alma-Ata 87.5 per cent of the populationin
the town i1s non-Moslem. Rebuilding after
the [968 earthquake which destroved
traditional Moslem houses was entirely on
the plan of Russian-type blocks of flats.

Topether with this goes political controt.
Russians are always placed in the position of
Second Party Sceretary. In 1971 six out of
¢leven members of the WUzbek Central
Cemmittee were Russians.

Soctal mixing is very rare and there is
little Intermarriage. Despite state efforts,
only 16 per cent of Moslems speuk Russian
with any fluency, and Russian settlers send
their children to special Russian schools.
There are numerous examples of tension
between the two populations and the
Russians often display the crudest form of
chauvinism. Much of this is in the form of
daily petty insults but it occasionally botls
over into large disturbances. The best
exampie was in Tashkent in May 1969 and
started at a football match between the
Russian team Torpedo and the Uzbek team
Pakhtakor. Pakhtakor scored a goal apd a
Russtanin the crowd sheuted in disgust ‘The
animais have learned how to play!” An
Uzbek hit him over the head with a botile
and a general riot broke out amongst the
10,000 fans. From the stadium it spread to
the streets. People were injured. trams were
overturned and spontancous meetings and
demonstrations were held.  Slogans
appeared saying ‘Russians out of
Uzbekistan'. The army was called in bui
incidents continued for several weeks.

Feeling against the Soviet Union is
growing in Central Asia and it is fed by
events in lran and elsewhere. But it is not
taking the form of religicus conservatism.
The development of the region has led to
increased urbanisation amongst Moslems
and a local intethigentsia has grown up. At
the same time, the flow of Russian immigra-
tion has largely dried up. In addition,
nationalist feeling has been fed by over-
population on the land. There is already a
surplus of labour in ¢very Moslem republic
apart from Kazakhstan, There is already
considerable unemployment in old irrigated
areas like the Fergana valley and the
problem will become more acute with the
mechanisation of cotton growing,

Deporting large numbers of peoplc, as the
example of the Crimean Tartars shows, is
not a solution. Even’though areas like
Siberia are short of labour, resistance is
likely to be intense and prolonged. But as
rural unemployment grows it is likely that
the local population will turn increasingiv
on the European settlers with the demand
that ‘Russians go home'. The failure of the
Soviet povernment to Russify its Moslems,
together with the population explosion,
means that the Moslem population of the
USSR s likely to be a major source of
problems for Moscow. Yictor Haynes
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Dr Andrei Sakharu

Some Dissidents
Are More Equal
Than Others

On January 23rd Dr Andrei Sakharov, an
internationally know Russian dissident. a
Nobel prize winner and a distinguished
physicist, was arrested in Moscow and sent
inte internal exile in the city of Gorky.

In Washington a State Department
afficial reacted by saying that the well being
of Dr Sakharov was ‘of great concern' to the
Washington  administration. Margaret
Thatcher announced that her government
‘took a very senous view” of the arrest and
would take it up with the Soviet Union. The
West  German  government  demanded
Sakharov's immediate release, while Mr
Willy Brandt who has been an ardent
champion of the movement towards
detente. said he felt personally touched by
Sakharov’s fate. [n Italy the President and
most political parties, including the Com-
munist Party, condemmed the arrest. Mr
Jacques Chaban-Delmas, the Speaker of the
French National Assembly, was in Moscow
at the time of the arrest for talks with
Brezinev. He flew home to Parns im-
mediately in protest.

such high level International concern
over the fate of a single dissident s indeed
unusual. But with the increasing tension
towards Russia, the West has been using
every opportuniiy 1o snipe at the Russian
systermn, Sakbarov's fate became an inter-
national cause celebre and an ideological
attack on Russia all in one. How justified
the West must have felt, therefore, when two
days after his arrest, Sakharov along with
other preminent Russian dissidents, put his
name to u letter calling for the withdrawal of
Soviet troops from Afghanistan.

The Moscow newspaper, fzvestia, has
accused him of being a renegade and a
traitor to his country, of *being used by the
special services of imperialist powers to spy
out important state sccrets of the Soviet
Union® and of ‘psychological war® against
the Soviet Union.

But iz Sakharov really the pro-Western
nasty that the Russian press accuse him of
being? And is he really an agent of Western

13
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governments’!

The truth is that Sakharov, like other
Russian dissidents, is bewmng used by the
Western press and by western politicans as
part of thewr aggressive onslaught on Russia.
In the process much of what he stands for i1s
obscured, and the many thousands of Soviel
political dissidents for whom he hus been a
spokesman are conveniently forgotten.

Sakharov, a brilliant and well respected
member of the Soviet Academy of Sciences,
was one of the Russian scientists who
worked ondeveloping the Russian H-bomb.
For this reason he is often reterred to in the
western press as ‘the father of Soviet the H
bomb™ although he himself has said that this
description ‘reflects very inaccurately the
real {and complex) situation of collective
imvention'.

During the period he was working on
nuclear weapons he beheved that he was
"working for peace’. He reascned, as did
other scientists East and West, thatf Aorh
Russia and America had nuclear weapons
then they would be forced to work together
rather than destroy each other.

For his contribution to the Russian
military machine, he got the highest
honours. He was awarded the Stalin prize
and three Orders of Socialist Labour the
highest civilian honour 1in Russia. With
these came material benefits —a huge salary.
special housing, access to restricted con-
sumer goods, body guards and a limousine
complete with chauftcur. As a4 member of
the Soviet Academy of Sciences. to which he
was elected in 1953, he has been able to
relain many of these privileges desptte his
outspoken opposition to the regime and his
defence of other dissidents.

His opposition” began not long after the
bomb had been developed. Sakharov
disapreed with the policy of testing nuclear
weapons in the atmosphere and teied to stop
a series of tests. He argued that the
radioactive products of nuclear ¢xplosions
affected Wlhons of people, causing discase
and detects in new horn babies. This caused
him to think about his work in a wider
context and he came to “gradually unders-
tand the crucial nature not only of nuclear
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tests but of the enterprise as a whole. | bogan
to look on it and other world problems from
a hroader human perspective.”

He campaigned vigorously againsi all
tests, using all the pull that a top scientist
could muster. And when in {1963 the LS and
the Soviet Union agreed to halt tests he feh
justified 1 taking some of the credit lor the
agrcement,

But he took up other issues as well
Lysenko was a gencticist who sprang to
meteoric fame under Stalin because of his
sclentificaily unsound. but polincatly con-
venicnt theorics which promised a ramd
increase 1n the Soviet wheat production.
Lvsenko faded atter Stalin died but was
being rehabilitated under  Khruschey,
Sakharov campaigned against him and
halted his rehabilitation.

Sakharov also campaigned agamst the
appointment of party hacks tothe Academy
of Scicnees, presumably to protect his own
hase as much as to dctend the interests of
pure sClence.

Until 1968 he campaigned as a socialist
who believed in retorming the system lrom
within. In 1968 he wrote his manitesto which
was circulated widely in samizdat, Titled
‘Progress, Coexistence and  Intellectual
Freedom’ it argued against the arms race.
pieaded for co-operation and co-existence
between the superpowers and identitied the
major problems of the world as hunger.
militarism. racism. and the i
IesouUrees,

But 1968 also brought the Russian
nvasion of Czechslovakia. | he Brezhnev
regime which marched into Czechoslovakia
atso removed him from weapons research to
a much lowlier job. With the realisation ot
the brutality of the regime Sakharov became
more politically committed to opposition,

Sull a well-known and respected scientist,
he enjoved a great deal of support and
respect from the scientific elite. For this
regson Lhe authorities could not expel him
from the Academy of Science. They could
not risk alienating so vitally economically
necessary a group as the scientitic establish-
ment. His status, as an Academy members
relative comtort  he stull has a chaulteur
driven limousine, and even in exilc he has
been piven a new flat  a considerable cut
above the other dissidents squatling in
wooden huts on the ftreezing wastes of
Siheria. And his status gave him something
even more vital—a relative ease of contact
with the western press. He was personally
interviewed 1n many  different  western
publications. And becausc of his ability Lo
broadcast his views outside Russia, other
dissidents flocked to get bum to sign their
letters, to lend weight to thoir cause.

The western medid gave him room. His
break with reforming Stalinism, in 1968 led
him to belicve in the need for international
detente and a convergence of the two world
systems. He was an early proneer of the idea
of detente.

His growing hostility to the Sovict system
led him to cxpose its repressions and its
injustices. He drew the world’s attention to
the conditions of the 1,700,000 prisoncrs in
the {/SSR. He appealed to bodies like the

waste of

International Red Cross to abandon their
policy of non intervention in the internal

atfairs of his country. And he campaigned
consistently on bebalf of those enduring
horrendoeus conditions in the psychiatric
DIISGTs,

Russta had scored o hirst when o the early
'6ls, onc of its leading  psvcehiatnosts,
Snezhnevsky, idenufied ‘exogenous pwy-
chiatric  illness™  as  distinet  from
schizophrenia. This theory in which opposi-
tion to the system could be diagnosed as
mental illness. laid the basis for a new form
of torture. It swept away the necessity for
public trial, and sentencimg. And it vou
weren't niad to start with, vou were certainly
demented by the nme the "psychiatrists’ had
[tnished their treatment, Now the system
has gone even further., Potential
troblemakers are simply sent a card infor-
ming them that they are now on the
outpatient  list at the local psychiatric
estabhishment. It 1s a grim warning of whali
awalts you il you continue to oppose otticial
palicies, and youdon't have the prominence
and pull that Sakharov has Lo protect vou.

Not that Sakharov himselt hid behind s
tnmunity. He picketed and attended trials,
demonstrated and signed statements, He
published his views in the west,

Dissidents of every convictton are now
heing rounded up. The whole Ukrainian
Helsink: group has been arrested. Religious
groups. national minorities, intcilectuals.
artists and trade unonists are all victims of
the new hard line in Moscow,

in the days of detente Russia signed any
and every agregment on human rights in
arder to gain more economic trade with the
west,  Never implemented  then, these
arguments are simply ireelevant.

The Western politicans hypocritically
support Sakharov, and his tight for civil
rights. His abihity to attract dissident
support for *western democracy’ within th
Soviet camp 15 seen as an effective undor-
miring ol the Stalinist system.

Soviet dissidents like Sakharov are tools
im their uncritical suppori of Weatern
democracy. Sakharov is fighting {or civil
rights. And we support hint in that. But we
cannot support the way his acuvities are
used in cold war propaganda.

We have to realise that behind him stand
thousands of less privileged  dissidents,
These nameless men and women have no
hmousines. Most of them have ¢ven been
deprived of the night to work., And they
remain largely undefended.

While Thatcher and Carter condemn
Sakharov's persecutors, the TUC continues
its prevarications, which have gone on for
aver a year, about whether to support
Klebanov, the Soviet miner who was the
founder of the Free [rade Unions m 1977
and is currently detained in a psychiatric
prison hospital,

Today our task is clear. We side netiher
with Washington, nor with Moscow. Qur
task 1s to defend the ‘common people’ —
those wh are rotting in psychiatric hospitals
ail over the Soviet Union for the crime of
fighting for workers rights,

Anna Paczuska




WASHINGTON

Imperialism,East and West

Old prejudices dic hard. even on the left. So
today, as m 1936 and 1968. you still find
sociahsts who argue that there cannot be
such a thing as Russian imperialism.

They usually put it something kke this:
imperialism. as Lenin showed. is not simply
the conquest of one nation by another;itisa
specilic  phenomenon associated with
monepoly capitalism:  finance capital
dominates the economy. and its search for
overseas investment leads the major im-
perialist states to ‘partition and repartition
the world mm Russia there i1s no finance
capital (indeed. no capitalists of any sort'):
therefore Russia cannot be imperialist.
QED.

At oneg level, the argument s easy 1o
refute. No Marxist has ever claimed that
onfy with the monopoly stage of capitalism
and the domiration of finance capital do
you get imperialism —after ali, Marx wrote
on “British Imperalismin India’ inthe 1850s
and |860s. whereas the ‘monopoly stage’ of
capitahsm did not really start until the
1890s.

Bui the argument fails much more
fundamentally than this, Not just on a
verbal quibble. but on an inabihity to grasp
the essential drives that underly the actions
of the great powers 1n the West as well as in
the Easi. Those who denv the fact of
Russian imperiahsm reduce the nuclear
warheads directed at Peking or the millions
of Chinese and Russian soldiers facing each
other along the Ussun to 4 mere accident of
history.

What was the point of the theory of
imperialism as developed by Lenin (and his
{cllow Bolshevik Bukharin) in 1915 and
19167 [t was to estabhish that the First World
War was not an accident, due to the
intrigues of reactionary court circles or to
the pressures of a minor arms manufac-
turing part of the ruling class. but flowed
{rom the inner dynamic of the whole of the
ruling classes involved on both sides.

As Lenin wrote:

“in this pamphlet, it 1s proved that the
war ol 1914-18 was on both sides
impenialist  {1e  an  anpexationist.
predatory, plunderous war). a war for
the partion of the world. f{or the
distribution  and  redistribution  of
colonies, of spheres of influence of
fingnce capital. e1c...™

The point was that world capitalism had
reached a stage where 1T was impuossible for
its nval ruling classes to co-exlst without
periodicaily being driven 1o war,

"Peacetul alliances prepare the ground
for wars and in their turn grow out ol
wars. One 1x the condition for the other.
giving 1ise to  alternating lforms  of
peaceful and non-peaceful struggle on
one and the same basis. that of 1m-
perialist connections and inter-relations
of world cconomics and paolitics”
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Capitalism could no longer survive
without seeking (o *partition and repartion’
the world. Lemin and Bukharin explaimed,
because the scale of the concentration ol
production was so great that it could no
longer simply be contained withi narrow
national frontiers. As 1.conon put ar,

“The capitalists partition the world. not

out of personal malice. bt because the

degree of concentration which hus been

reached forces them o adopt this

method in order 1o get profus oL 7

[n Lemin’s explanation of how  ths
happened. finance capital the banks) were
seen a5 plaving a central role. They had
reached a higher degree of monopalisation
than mdustry, and verv much subordinated
industrial capital o thew needs, And ther
need was to rase the rate of profit by finding
new putlets Tor (nancial investment. Hence
the struggle tocarse up what we now call the
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‘third world” mto colonies.

Bukharin went on to develop a more
general theory than that of Lenin {although
[.enin™s notes on Bukharin do not indicate
any profound disagreement wath at). He
focussed not just on Nnance capital. but on
the way that ndustrial cupital also was
driven to military adventures. This was
because. although the ownership of industry
was 1n general nationally based. the scale of
its operations more and more reached
hevond national frontiers.

The carving up of the national economy
hetween a few maonopoehes in co-operation
with the state was not cnough if the national
capitalism was (o survive in international
competition--1it had  to seck  wavs  of
arganising production on a still wider basis.
It could anly sc1ze the resources 1o do this
trom other capitalists {big and small) ot
other states by periodically  substituting
military conflict tor economic competition.

There was clash between ‘the national
state basis of mdustrial ownership (Cap-
propriation’y  and  the  international
character of the capitahst svstem {and
theretore productiony. The more each state
mtervened to regulate the nationat economy
1 the interests of the monopolies. the more
i1s eftorts stood tn contradiction to the more
o1 less completely unregulated interaction
ol the different nutonal cconomies in the
world cconomy. It was a contradiction
which naticnal states could only seek to
overcome by mowving  from “peaceful’
alllanges to war.

imperialism W est

In many wavs the lustory of Western
capitahsm 1n the Tast 50 vears has fitted
Bukharin's more generaliscd picture more
closely than [enin™s rather narrower one
with 1ty concentration on Tinance capital”

In the 930s vast concentrations of
industrial capital gres up  this was the
periad of the organisation of 1O Untlever,
ITT. the ‘Sexven sisters” el the oil world . and
the ereat industnal tirms linked into the
German and Japancse war economies.

[hey retained annterestin colonies in the
Third Waorld. But increasingly whar caught
their eve was the coneentration of industrial
capital, usually in Durope. in the camp of
rival capialisms, So. for instance. for
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ged in a siruggle which threatens the existing balance of power.

German capitalism the 19305 and the carly
1940)s meant suceessive mibtary efforts o
Imeorpordale into s andusinal operiations
ceonomies tormerly under Anglo-French
influcence  Austria. Crechosiovakiy,
Poland, Alsace-lLorraine, ¢te.

It the post-war sears, the grosang
intlucce ol industrial capital pushed even
turthier  this  <hiit n the operation ol
tperiabism. With therr eves now locussed
i the main on the fndasirialised paits ot the
world, the relative signthicance ol nvest-
ment i the third world declined tor the
western capitahsts. The Wostern ruling
classes oo longer fefo that 1 was & Lite and
death matter Tor cach 1o guard ity control
over parts ol the third waorld from s
Woestarn capitalist neighbowr. France and
Oermumy no loneer threatened cach other
with war over the control ol Muoroceo:
Lipan and Britarm were no longer wrestling
lor control of the South Chinag coast and the
Malay penimsula, Decolomsation wis possi-
ble because the partitioning and repar-
noaming of the Lthird world berween the
Westorn captalise states was ne longer 4
cettral s

Ihe guestion ol contral of the resourees
within the advanced countries and the newly
mdustritlised  states around thew tringes
txuchas Brazd, Hong Kong or South Korea)
also ceased W bea motne leading o nuditary
conllicts  between the Western
although tor o dilferent reason, The expan-
storl o @l the Westernn ceonemies meant
that the annovince ot one national capiralat
the enchroachments ob it rvals was only
nuirginal, There were plenty ot good things
to go round and they did niot aecd Lo Liehd
ane ancther Tor them o contiast o the
1930 when it had seemed 1o Gorman aiud
Lipanese capitin that the ondy wiiv ta sty
the burden of orisis was through ol
expaision at the vipense ol other Western
CARL L,

| he militars aspect otimperzali=m did non
disappear. Bur during the boom vears o
cante 1o be directed outwards by an albanee
o Western caprtals. rather thon inweards b
cach aggainst the other, What mattered wos
detendimg o new international order agiinst
those who did not aceept s rules tuily
whterier that was o Russi sull apparently
threatening to grabh bits of Western capital’s
sphcre of inlluenee for il o1 some oot
national  Lheratton muovenient trving 1o
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The Western powers were willing to
permit cach other to poacs o their back
gardens, whereas in 1914 and 1939 this had
led to war, but they were not prepared to let
anvone ¢lse (o do so.

I'he huge arms cxpenditure was meant to
deter anvone  from even trving.  lhe
Americans in Vigtnam. tor instance. were
out to prone that they could not be
challenged with impunity sinywhere in thetr
sphere ol inllueney,

Whiat was at stake was not the role of the
Amencun banks o Saigon, but the long
term sadety of the huge concentranons of
American owned industnial and tihancial
wealth in BEurope. Central and South
America. Southern Alrica, Australia, ete.

Imipenabism Easl

How hus Russi hiied mto this picture?

I imperialism s the attempt by national
rulers o control Torces of production that
aperate on o scale wider than existing
nattonal boundarnes, then the rulers  of
Russia are involved in imperialism as much
ax those of the Western states,

since Stalin mmacgurated the First B
Yeur plan i 1928-9, the main aim of the
Russtan rulers has been 1o "catch up  and
overtake” the West, Ag thev see it there is no
ather wity of saleguarding their control over
Russio, Inside the Russia of Stahin's period
this meant imitating all the means used by
Woestern capilabism to industrialise {from
wWige culting and picce work to driving the
peisants lrom the land and emploving siave
Liebaur).

Fosternal policy was motivated by the
ST pressures as iodernal pohey. The Girst
victims were the non-Russian peoples had
hecn ahsorbed into the Ozarist cnapire and
thert given the right to selt determination by
the revoiution: that right became a complete
betion as they  were compictely  subor-
dimiited to the needs ol industrialisation in
conipetiiion with the West (see the article on
the Sovaet Muslims in this tssue), Then it
wis the turn of the Baluic staies and Fastern
Posind. sciced by Stahn 1939 and incor-
ponited e the Sovier Loton as part of a
dead that gy e Hitler afree hand in Western
Vodand, Fimallv, (as Lan Birchall tells in his
articic bt was the turn of Poland, Hungary,
Crechoslovakia, Rumamia, Bulgana and
Fast Guermany to pass under Russian
hegemony i oreturn for miving the West a
e itand an Brance. Tailv, Greeee und the

Western  colonies ‘liberated” from  the
Japanese and lalisns.

(People who don't belicve Russia can be
imperialist should also note that at one stage
i the negotiations Stalin demanded the
tormer talian colony of Tripolifor Russial)

In this early period Russian imperialism
was very much hke the carly stage of
Western imperialism an the 1¥th and carly
[9th century. [t involved the wholesile
looting ol countrics to the advantage of the
Russian economy: the dismanthing and
removal of factorics, the imposition ot
‘unegual treaties” which gave Russia for no
cost a hall share 0 jJoint companies
expohting key resources. the rigging of
commaoadity prices to Russia’s advantage
(Lor detals, see the denunciations of Russia
made by both Yugosiavia and China after
their break with Moscow . and the literature
that appearcd tn Poland and Hungary 1n
1956).

Bt it soon underwent changes that made
It more simular to the Western industrial
imperialism of the 1930s. The East Euro-
PEAT eCOROMISy were run under a svstem
which gave them a degree of autonomy, but
which subordinated their overall pattern ol
development to the needs of Russian
competition with the West. So in the carlv
19505 workers and peasants
throughout Eastern Europe saw their living
standards slashed so as 10 build up the heavy
Industrial  base of the Russian  arms
Programme,

[he pressure on workers” consumption
relaxed somewhat after the popular up-
risiigs of 1953 and (956, but it has never
grown at anvthing hke the speed of
industrial outpul, and 1s now ender pressure
AN,

An smperig]l order can be stabihised on
two bases: edthier by improving the con-
ditions ol the people incorporated within it
v0 that they identity with its rulers, or by the
crudest repression. aimed at intimidating
them into submuission. it necessary, denving
them any vehicle such aslocallanguage and
traditions  that might enable them o
orgamse a hghthack,

The basic Russian goal of cxpansion of
heavy industry in competition with the West
ruled out the iirst strategy. And so the
second had to be used. Inside the lands of
the former Cranist empire that meant
Russification aimed al down-grading local
language and culture and upgrading
Russian speaking minoniies who could be
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expecled more  easily to  identity  with
Moscow. In Eastern Furope 1t meant
cxemplary displays of Russian armed might
in [956 and 1968 to crush opposition.

Repression was the glue used 1o bind a
heterogencous collection of peoples to the
needs ol cconome competition with the
West.

It was the means by which the Russian
tuling class tried to control 4 concenlration
of forces of production that cxtended
beyond  Russia’s  border,  Russian  im-
perialism was the logical sequel to Russian
state capitalism.

The Two Imperialism’s in Conflict Today

In the 19505, 1960s and 1970s the 1wo
imperialisms, each policing a string of
regimes subordinated to its accumulation
podls, could grow to mutually tolerate and
respect each other. Both were experiencing
high rates of economic growih. which
kuaranteed a certain acquiescence to their
rule by many of their client statcs. So the
Americans stood idly by while Russian
tanks crushed Budapest and Prague, and the
Russtans were not too upset when Johnson
and Nixon bombed Hanoci. No atrocity on
cither side. it seemed, could stop the
movement lowards detente.

Conditions today arc rather ditferent.
Feonomic crisis has produced popular
discontents which both sets of rulers fear

HEEEEER The Eco.omy

Margaret Thatcher and James Callaghan
have both gone out of their way Lo extol the
tamibyv. Government ministers have told
women their main priority should be the
home. Abortion is under seyvere attack. The
Tories” Emplovment Bill will hit maternity
leave, s well as the sort of picketing that
recogmuion disputes usually need.

No wonder many people are talking
about the Torv attacks on women. No
wonder. too, thut many people are saving
that cuts and unemplovment are going to
foree women back inte the home. This often
lcads them o concentrate on organising
women as housewives, rather than in the
workplaces.

Yot the emplovment problems of women
are lar more complex than that. This article
dallempts to look at the situation, how the
last five yeurs' crisis has affected it and what
the implications are for women organising
dal work.

S1nce the second world war there has heen
asteady tlow of women into the worktoree
throughout western capitalism. In 1959 7.2
milhon women in Britain wokred, com-
prising 33 per cent ol the tatul. By 1978 this
had increased to 4! percent (9.1 nullion). So
tar the crisis has nol stopped growing
numbers ol women {rom working, In fuct
the years of crisis gud bhigh unemplovment
have scen more women entering work,

The impact of male unemployment on the
family 15 to foree the woman our 7o work.

will upset their hegemonyv, [n the West,
Angola, Morambique, Fthiopia and now
Iran have broken from the bloc. The LS
rubing class teel they have to make a show of
strength il more valuable properties are not
te be threatened.

They even fear that without such a show
ot strength their European and Japancse
allics may begin to follow policies that no
longer protect US economic interests {hy
imposing higher import duties and lower
quotas tor US goods, by not backing U8
polictes over issues like tran).

Very much the same considerations apply
to Russia. There can ne lenger be anv douht
about the reality of its cconomic crisiy: last
month the official press announced that
1979 had been the worst vear for the
Russian economy since 1945, with s growth
ot the national income of 2 per cent. only
hall that planned (compared with. Sav, 4
growlh of the West German GNP of more
than 4 per cent). This comes afier repaorts
showing industrial stagnation in much of
Eastern Europe (see last month's issue of
Sacialist Review ).

The East European rulers have tried for a
decade and more to avoid economic crisis by
a growing integration into Weslern markets.
growing tie-ups with Western companics
and growing dependence on Western bank
loans. But this can only create unease in
Moscow, where it seems that it is in danger
of losing its economic hold over Eastern

Women and the Crisis

This has been shown by two important
studies of women workers in America by
Kolka and Milkman. For the great slump.
Kolko points out;
"From 1930 to 1940 the percentage of the
entirc  female  population  in the
wotkforce grew 22 per cent. the greatest
single decadal increase in American
history --not yuite equalled by the [9 per
cent tnerease during [965-75)

CHANGES IN WORKFORCE
March 1976 to September 1979
UK adult figures,
seasonally adjusted

Employment Unemployment
Male -72.000 -85.000
Female +401,000 +109,000
Total 329,000 +20, 000

Source: Department of Employment
Gazette

While the tradindnal heavy industrics
dechned. new ones provided jobs for
WOHED.

The pattern seems to be similur in Britain
today. Maore women are stil entering work.
despite the growth of female unemplovment
and ihe fact that the percentage of women
cemployed 1n manufacturing has declined
more rapdiy than that of men.

The explanation of this seemingly con-
tradictory pattern lics both n the areas ot

Furope. At the samc time, reports of
widespread discontent. especially in Poland
(where the Gdansk shipyard has been
striking as we go to press) raise for Brezhney
and his friends the spectre of Budapest 56
and Prague 68, They 100 feel the need to
reach for their guny,

I'he Russian rulers cannot sustain their
compeution with the US  especially their
military competition  without marshalling
the ciforts of states which lie outside
Russia’s  frontiers.  But  that  means
demonstrative action against any one in the
bloc who steps out of line, even if in taking it
they make their cconomic crisis worse.
Increase the resentments of the peoples over
whom they rule, and heighten the odds in
the war games with the US,

Fast and West, national ruling classes are
compelled by their mutual competition
organise production on a scale which
cxtends bevond national boundaries. They
buld up the Tlirc power of their state
machines to compel peoples outside their
national fronticrs to accept this and to keep
toreign ruling classes from interfering in
their spheres of influence. Their mutual
Interaction leads to a spiral of arms
spending. And as each side, just to stav
where 1t s, cracks the imperialist whip, the
whole world moves a bit further along the
road to Armageddon.

Chris Harman

growth and decline of British capitalism.
and in the traditions and expectations of
WOIMCN Workers,

Stecl. miming. shipbuilding have all seen a
tremendous loss of jobs  ‘rationalisqiion’-
which stull continues. Enginecring is in
decline. Some women’s manufacturing.
such as clothing and textiles, has also beon
mit. Compared with this, there has been
growth in the public sectar (the civil service.
local government., education. health), in
catering, sales and distriubtion. and in light
manulacturing.

Women are eminently placed for such

Iobs. from an employers' point of view, The

are llexible, they often lack mihitant trade
union traditions, and are willing to put up
with worse conditions than many men.
Above all there are two factors which the
emplovers regard as fuvouring the employ-
ment of women —they are willing, and oflten
need, to work part-time. and they are low-
paid,

Ihe Gain to Emplovers from Women
Workers

More women work part-time in Britain than
In any other West European country. 1hey
were 41 per cent of 1the female workforee 1o
Britain in 1977, compared to 28 per cent in
Germany and Holland. The advantages 1o
the emplovers ol part-time workers are
several. Thev are exempted from a greai

i
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Emplovees in employment in manufacturing and services (UK}

Fizinutacturing
L rmales

Maies

Teatal

SEervICes
Fermales
fwialers
Tutal

Thousands

1951 1976 “ change
2,984 .4 2.114.7 257
5 7615 51310 10.9
87459 7.248 7 172
4 009 4 b 7457 +68. 2
4 864 1 £,134.9 r7a 1
88735 128806 +45 2
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introduction ol ‘aew technotopy’ tn the
SETVICY SeCTor.

So tur, net emplovment in the public
sector has continued to grow b extremely
slowlvan the fast bive vears, But the present
gorvernment’s cuts have vet to be really telon
job terms, and will undouhtedly hit women
very hard.

The so-called “second industrial res olu-
twon’,  centred  on lhe  use of the
macraprocessor. could  drasncally
women's emplosment in the areas where 1t
has sutlered so far. The serviee
industries have alwavs been lahowr inten-
sive, and technological abternatinesto cheap
femal labour were not avildable, 'The word
processor and all the other equipment for
the computerised  office now makes ol
possible Tor the emplovers to imtroduce the
tvpe of ratonabsation” which has produced
swvere  job the  manutacturing
sector. But ax vel, the actual introduction of
new echoolopy s lomited o Britoon. The
very  specd  of  development ot the
technology commimed with very restrcted
funds tor imvestment mas be deterring, orat
least  delaving. British emplovers  trom
wholesale introduction of new gguipment,
Phey are afoad to buy new machinery which
mayv  he outdated by the time market
conditions allow its tdl urilisatoen. Tt may
b that the neat 'min-hoom™ B there s ongt

alfect

loast

ToNses 1N

worktorce i a boom and pushed out agam
dat the onset of crisis s therefore g very
simphistic one, which does not take into
account the particular role which women’s
lnhour plavs in Brinsh capitalism,

OF course that does not mean that the
present emphasis on the lamidy, and the
attacks on women's rights are acaidental. or
unimportant, The ideolopical  otfensive
which 1 accompanving the cuts, the Corrnie
Bili. and the reversal of the himited employ-
ment protection nights, i designed 1o
reinforce the beliel that women are primari-
Iv wives and mothers, and only sccondartly
workers, Women are encourapged 1o think
that thev have less right (o their jobs than
men, ~o0 dgs to make them fess Likely to
complain about the conditions they tace
This ik clearly important when the question
ol redundaney arises. Butl even where jobs
are not actually under thieat, the attacks on
the gains which we as women have madce in
the last decade will undermine the fight
against low wages and rotten conditions. In
other words, whether women are actually
being furced out of work or not, the beled
that they ought 10 be i the home can serve
the emplovers very well,

It 1« a commopplace thikt
capitahistn thrives on a divided working
class, and the sexual division s the deepest
ol all. The emplovers will be the only
wininers i the ¢lass as a whaole fails to defend
women’s right to work 1imn its widest sense,
which includes the delence of abortion
rights and =ocial services. But it we are to
succeed 1t s crucial that women organise as
woren, at work, in the unions. 1t s only
there that the tight can be won,

Sue Cocherill and |indsey German
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Commenting on a strike in progress is 4
most foolhardy thing for a monthly publica-
tion. By the time it reaches the readers’
hands the strike might be decisively won or
dectsively  fost and the comment look
ndiculous. Nevertheless, we could hardly let
this 1ssue of the Review pass without saying
something about the organisation of the
stnike, for it is clearly one ol the most
important struggles waged by workers in
this country tor some time.

The sate bet. back betore Chrstmas. was
1o say that the strike would be passive.
demorahised and very casily beaten. The
Tory nress clammed that the strike would be
an asset for British Steel, since they would
b able to close down their loss-making
plants for several weeks. In Yorkshire and
South Wales and Teesside, many steel
workers did not even hother to consider
what they would de in the strike. since they
assumed that Bill Sirs, the leader of the main
steel umon, would call the whole thing off at
the last minute.

Yet the strike which began on the 2nd of

January was the most militant and most
active since the miners' sirike ot 1972
Nightly the television screen showed pickets
hoasting that they were ‘secondary’ or even
‘tertiary’ pickets. Local strike committees
openly repudialed the promises made by
umon officials to private steel empioyers
and stockholders, By the third week of the
strike the government. although by no
means deleated, was visibly wavering i its
decision to see things through to the end:

Steel: Behind the

The Observer told on 20 Januarv ‘How
Margaret came back from the brink'.
claiming thit ‘the government now wants Lo
settle the steel strike as quickly as possible’,
while The Financial Tines noted that ‘A
number of Sir Keith's colleagues sav that he
has not helped the situation by his dogmatic
approach’

How did this alt come about? Why did a
union which has not calted an olficial strike
tor more than 50 years suddenly doso? How
did rank and file muitancy suddenly emerpe
i an industry dominated for much longer

than that by a stitling. right  wing
bureaucracy? How did the strikers come o
organisc themselves? What were their

successes and Jallures?

We talked to steel workers and SWPE
members active around the strike inits most
militant area, Sheffield. in order to find
soine answers to these guestions.

Background to the strike

The main stee]l union, the [STC, has been
probably the most night wing ol rnight wing
unions lor decades. It huad no otficial strike
action for more than 30 years, Right up until
the second world war. its whole approach to
wiages was based upon lorming a joint
national committee with management Lo
monitor steel prices and tie wages directly to
them. Instcad of paving tor officials to
regotiode wages, the members were paving
for accountants to study price movements!

Under natwonalisation  the union  has
aceepted all forms of collaboration and
parilcIpalon,

No room was lelt within the structure of
the union tor any rank and tile organisation
hevond the individual branch—and each
sectlen within a single plant was a separate
branch. {t was not allowed lor the represen-
tatives of one section of a plant o meet the
reprosertatives of another section and
decide on joint action. The most bhasic
solidarity was ruled out.

The only torm of Lalson between
hranches atlowed was through “joint branch
committtees” which had no decision making
power, They were always attended by a full
time official who would make sure such
powers were nof exerclsed. So one section of
a works could not take joinl action with
another section without first getting otficial
support lrom the national leadership,

This did not mean that there were no
strikes. Even the steel industry could not
gquite achieve this managerial utopia. A
goud branch sccretary could use necasional
industrial action or the threat of it to foree
up the wages of his own section. So. a few
vears back, the unton’s annual report could
refer to 380-odd strikes takimg place th o vear. This
provided 4 certain safety valve for the union
burezucracy when it came to buying off
dwscontent. although it did not stop them
telling any striking seetion Lo return to work
immediately. What was ruled out complete-
Iy was any possihility ol an adjoining section
linking nto such action. The only link
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between the different branches had to be the
national bureaucracy. Indeed., until the
early 1970s, even the most elementary link
that exists in other unions, a4 national
conference, did not exist.

Whenever rank and file steel workers
bagan to agitate against this state of affairs,
the union connived with management to get
them sacked. This happened to many
militants in South Wales in the 1930s; 1t
happened to eight branch officials in Corby
in 1962; just before the recent strike a branch
secretary at the Stocksbridge works, near
Sheffield, Brian Molyneux, was sacked for
allcgedly attending an ‘unofficial' trade
union meeting during lunchtime; another
Sheffield branch secretary, Joe Herbertson.,
was also sacked at the same timne.

In the course of the strike itself, the union
has promised disciplinary action against a
full time official in the Sheffield area, for
saying in public he was going to ignore Sirg’
instruction to moderate picketing.

Against such a4 background. any
movements to reform the union have
rapidly come to nothing, The most recent, at
lust year's conference, was smashed after
Sirs denounced it to the conference as an
“International Socialist’ front (even though
the organisers had tried to ward off this
allegation by keeping SWP members out of
their meetings}.

Yet even this tightly-policed night wing
was forced to take strike action. Why?

An SWP member in Sheffield who has
studied the union for many years explains:

‘¥ou have to look at the way the Steel
Corporation did an about-turn on their
expansion programme, cutting by 50 per
cent what they previously planned to
oroduce. They planned to produce 30
million tonnes: now they are cutting back to
|5 mithion. They want to wipe out half the
labour force -- more than haif f you look
closely at the productivity targets they talk
ahout. To make 15 million tonnes at a
productivity of 250 tonngs a man means
getting rid of 100,000 workers out of
150.000.

‘But the Corporation cannot do that
without smashing the union. For, however
reactionary it 1s, 1t sull has powers 1o
negotiate the things the corporation wants
to negotiate. like the complete closure of
works, the intreduction of complete flex-
ibility throughout, the breakdown of all
demarcation lincs between jobs.

‘Sa the corporation made a deliberately
msulting pay offer-—aimed at humiliating
the umion,

‘That i3 why the union activists-—even
ones who alwavs put up with Sirs in the
past  are so bitter, The BSC had promised
thernt abl sorts of things with the huge
mvestment scheme here. They promised
(hem that their jobs would be secure, that
conditi~ns would be good, that wages would
he good. And none of that has turned out.
For vears ang years people went along with
what management wanted —the productivi-
ty programmes. the job participation
schemes, works councils, worker directors,
cven collaborating in works chaplainey
~whenes. All this involved the activists i the
hranches {or decades, and suddenly it's all
22

nothing. It’s only led them to the lowest of
low wage offers and the least secure jobs. It's
no wonder there is a feeling of bitter betrayal
by management.’

“What has characterised
the strike, not having
any traditions, has been
pure enthusiasm”

e

The bitterness translated uself into a
mass, spontanccus upsurge of enthusiasm
the moment the strike started.

As one SWP worker explains:

“What we underestimated in advance was
the enthusiasm for the strike. Take for
instance my works, the Shepcote Lane
works. What happened o. +he first day of
the strike was that people 'ned up at the
gates, as 1f they were goir. to work, and
started picketing. The enthusiasm of the
blokes especially from Rotherham, meant
that if you'd gone along Atterclifie
Common—the road from Sheffieid to
Rotherham—vyou'd have seen pickets at all the
engineering factories, and they were 24 hour
pickets, maintained over the weekend. Their
presence cause a complete furore inside the
factories. At Edgar Allen’s foundries they
turned away all the sand, and 1t was going to
close. At Shardlows they turned back the
bread and meat vans, so the canteen
couldn’t operate!

A white collar worker in the indusiry makes
the same point:

‘What has characterised the strike, not
having any traditions, is pure enthusiasm.
We've been battling away with our heads
apainst a brick wall for rank and file
organisation for a long time, and suddenly
the response from the rank and file is
unbelievabie.’
it was this which caused Sirs finally to issue
the call for the private scctor to come out.

‘Sirs has been under fantastic pressure
because of what's been happening in South
Yorkshire, Take for instance Simpson’s; a
BSC subsidiary in Manchester. The
Stocksbridge people went to Simpson’s Lo
stop the movement of steel there. H's 1p
another Division of the union, and the 1STC
Divisional Officer comes along and says.
“This is our territory, you've got no right to
be here.” The lads simply replied, "We're not
leaving until you've got the pickets to take
over.” 1t 1s this sort of attitude around the
country, with people prepared to break all
the rules, that has put tremendous pressure
on Sirs.’

The degree of active involvement in the
strike varies enormously from area to area.
But even in the weak arcas the numbers
picketing has been much higher than n
strikes in traditionally militant industries.

One SWP member explains it like this:

“They've never been involved in such
strikes before. They've only ever seen strikes
on television where the emphasis is on the
picketing and they think that going on
strike means mass picketing.’

It's an amazing exampie of combined and
uneven development of consciousness. A
most backward group of workers learning a
technigue from the most advanced groups
and raising it to a higher level.

The organisation of the strike

The organisation of the strike varies
enormously from place to place. Eveninthe
Sheffieid area vou can find examples of
weak organisation as well as the most
marvellous. But what seemed to
characterise it everywhere 1n the first days
was the complete loss of control by the old
right wing officials.

The need to prepare for the strike and
then to run it, threw to the fore the one thing
the union bureaucracy had always stopped
in the past—direct collaboration between
the branches for the different sections within
the plants. The previously impotent joint
branch committees suddenly took on a new
life and were transformed into strike
commitiees which were able to ignore the
officials,

‘With the preparation for the strike, the
joint committees began gradually to assert
their authority independently of the full
timers. The structure was already there. You
had the officers of the different branches
within a works, meeting together on a
regular monthly or quarterly basis as a joint
committee. As soon as the knowledge came
that there was going to be a strike, they
suddenly got up and sad, “We're taking
over the running of it”. When the strike
started, they moved into the full timers’
offices.”

Ome of the steel workers tetls what it's itke1n
the Divisional union office in Rotherham:

‘Go into the offices where the strike
committee are very very busy, And Joe
Pickles, the divisional organiser who used to
be the man who ran the union in South
Y orkshire, is sat in another room, on his
own, irrelevant to the strike.

‘He did sign a few dispensations, but the
pickets wouldn't have anything to do with
thern. They said that only the strike
committee could authorise such things.” The
only official who has any influence over the
committees is a left Labour organiser, Keith
Jones.

The South Yorkshire strike committees
developed a sort of pyramid structure. At
the base were the local works' joint
committees, one each for Stocksbridge,
Rotherham and Scunthorpe. And above
them was the divisional committee. In the
case of Rotherham there were also three
strike committees for each works in
R otherham.

The committees tended to be made up
from those of the people who had been
active in the union before the strike who
took the initiative in the organisation of it.
With only a couple of exceptions they were
not politicaily involved, although some had
been involved in the pressure to reform the
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umon, and many are very much influenced
by Arthur Scargill of the Yorkshire miners.
As one SWP member points out:

“T'hey invited Callaghan to address the big
rally 1n Sheffield, although he didn’t come.
At the same time, however, thev're very
friendly to us. They read and respect Reaf
Stee! Newy and our mectings are advertised
in the strike oflices.”

The hinks between the committecs and the
active section ol the rank and file are quite
close. The thing that socialists normally
demand 1n strikes. but rarcly get  regular
mass meetings  seom to be taken very much
for granted in  Rotherham and
Stocksbridge.

However, some  very  important
weaknesses had revealed themsclves by the
sccond week.

The tirst was that nothing like the same
level of active involvement had occurred in
acunthorpe as  in Rotherham  and
stocksbndge. The proportion of pickets
was much smatler, there were not the revular

mass meetings, and the strike committee
seemed more influenced by the officials.
in Rotherham a different problem arose.
I'he Divisional Strike Committee. although
sull quite independent of the right wing
officials, showed signs of losing contact with
the rank and file.
One SWP member saw it like this;

“The strike commitltee is tending to get
bogged down in the sort of work that the
officials or their olfice staff ought to do; for
example, they have been organising a
mcenculous mailing system to send out Lo all
branches atfibated to the trades council with
collection  shects—a  lot of  ervelope
licking: whereas what they ought to be
doing is going round lactory shop stewards’
committees  and  speaking  at  factory
canleens.’

Another saw 1t like this:

‘It 1s much mare bureaucratised than the
local commuttees. But inside that building
there's a lot of different things going on. The
hit vou sec is more burcaucratised. A load of

people rushing round. not quite knowing
what todo, people coming in and out. That's
where emplovers go for dispensations, it's
where the press and the TV go. [t's so busy.
you get the feeling of people running
themselves off thewr feet and prohably
accomplishing very little. There’s almost a
sense of unreality up there.

‘But what you don’t notice unless vou
actually know the hlokes is that inside there,
there are area strike committees covering
the Rotherham works. While the Divisional
Strike Committee has been worried about
having their heads chopped off —handing
out dispensations when they shouldn’t.
pulling pickets off places and demoratising
them—the local Rotherham sirike com-
mittee has been very solid, very quiet, doing
an eftective job. Every decision i1s weighed
up for the eftects it will have on the morale
of the pickets. They know there is nothing
more frustrating than to be on the point ot
closing a place down and then to be told to
lift the pickel”




The Stocksbridge strike committee has
been an example of how a strike should be
arganised. You enter its office and you are
immediately struck by the sense of orderand
purpose. On the walls are a dozen notices
detailing picket destinations, pick-up points
and Limes: as well as a notice for a steel
warkers public meeting and a Huospital
Worker social Tor the strike fund. BEvery
three or four minutes the phone rings) a
report Itom a picket line in Blackburn.
wite who wants to know whether her
husband is out picketing today. an offer of
come coke for the pickets' braziers. Each call
s metictlousty logged in a notebook -a
suick rcad of the book shows you the
uccesses and the problems of the pickets in
4 doven parts of the country. On one ol the
desks is u number of typed sheets; a closer
ook reveals o numbered list of pucket-
volunteers, complete with addresses and
phone numbers: the list contains more than
2000 names. Next to it are shorter lists, with
aerhaps a dozen names and phone numbers
an cach: the pickets due to go out tomght.
Someone comes in: ‘Tve got 30 lads cager to
co oul and shut somewhere!” "We can't
send you until after the weekend, we haven't
cot the money {or the petrol”

Half an hour later in the wellare hall
which iy the main strike headguarters in
Srocksbridge. A dozen or so men come in,
and stand around for five minutes. muddle-
aged men in fur-lined wellingtons: a couple
of greaser types with leathers and quitfs.
I hen one of the sirike committec reads ouit a
1. 10s like being in the army. or at school,
Fach man answers his name. One of the
drivers takes the list and signs it. He is given
¢ otrol money, while the men file out, cach
being handed his ‘snap’, a packet of
sandwiches. as be goes. They are ott o
Biackburn in the minibus, Now a group
come in and the procedure s repeated:
they're Tor Manchester. Three or [our sheets
of Melt the fron Lady stickers go with them.,
A SWP member involved in the picketing
has described how this almost military level
of organisation developed:

“We started out with something of an
advantage in Stocksbridge, hecause the
muating shop had been out on strike since 7
december over the sacking of the branch
secretary, Brian Molyneux. There had nevey
heen any sort of militant  tradition 1o
Stocksbridge, bul the melting shop strikers
had to learn to organise and to picket. Lhat
meant that when the national strike came on
2 Junuary we had a hard core with some
expericnce, who could teach others how 1o
nicket, how to stop a waggon and talk to the
larry driset,

“I'he people involved in the Molyneux
oirike carried the picket line for the first
couple of days. Then they got i mass
meeting together, took the names and phone
aumbers of volunteers. phoned them upand
ool them going oul. 1t's not a case ol people
just wrning aut. They get a phone call: "Lo
vou want to picket at such and such a place
[OTOTTOW?

“The high proportion of the pickets has a
ot Lo do with the location  the fact that
Stocksbridge 1s built around the works.
Y ou've got the valley with the works on one
e, the population on the other. You walk
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down the road from your house and vou're
at the works™ gate. You go out to do the
shopping and you go past the strke offices.
But it's also got to do with the telephone hist.
which means you can get in touch with
people. We've got people from the works
who live in Sheffield or Barnsley picketing.

[f the whole of the country werc like
Stockshridge. the strike would soon have
beesi won. Unlortunately it is not. We have
already scen some of the weaknesses in the
organisation. These weaknesses occur in a
strike that has faced some major problems.

The comparison that leaps to mind when
looking at the stee! strike is the miners’ strike
of 1972, That, too, was said by the press to
be doomed in advance. In that strike as well.
it was the rapid build up of flying pickets
that talsitied such forecasts. 1t is guite likely
(hat there have actnally becn more pickets
active in the steel strike than there were in
the 1972 strike. However, they have had to
face preater objective difficulties than the
miners did.

The miners could concentrate on about
200 power stations and a relatively small
number of large coal and coke depots. The
steel workers., by comparison, have heen
faced with about 2000 steel stockholders
ancd. in the first month of the strike. a
plethora of private steel firms producing
more than a quarter of the industry’s output.
So although the picketing seems to have
been fairly effective where it has occurred.
there have been many outlets for steel not
easily touched. Then there s another
problem not seriously faced by the THOETS,
Often the pickets are asking a firm’'s own
lorry drivers not to go through its gates
effectively they have bheen asking other
people 1o come out on strike in sohdarity
with them. not always an easy thing to get.

Finaily. the question of cash has also been
a problem. The union nationally 1S VCTY
wealthy, with assets of £11 miliion. Bur it
has been hanging tightly on to these, and

Jocal strike committees have been having Lo
raise their own funds. And here their lack of
expericnce has been a hindrange. They hawve
not had any tradition of going to other
industries to raise regular amounts of
moncy, and often have merely sent collec-
tiont shects or letters without insisting on
speaking to the stewards and the shop floor.
For example, the secretary of one cngineer-
ing combine in Sheffield tells how three
dimcs he wvisited the strike committee D
R otherham. offering to introduce them Lo
stewards. and cach time his offer was not
tuken up. Yet the sending out of the flying
pickets alone 1s costing hundreds of pounds
a week, for the best strike committees.

The lack of experience of the sirikers has
been exploited both by their own leadership
and by other bureaugratic clements in the
trade upion movement o as o weaken the
strike.

This was most obviouslv so after the first
week of the strike. The activism of the
pickets caused consternation to Bill Sirs.
who was alreadv trying to do a deal with the
Corporation and the government around
productivity payments. He encouraged
local officals to give dispensations to
private steel. which demoralised strikers
who had made great efforts o picket firms
to a standsull.

The strike commitiees which were close to
the pickets saw the damage being done and
ignored the dispensations. Their slogan was
‘No Steel Moves'.

1t was then that a ditferent foree came into
play. In Shetfield the spontancous pickets
had hit many engineering factories. Inside
the factories the stewuards and convepors
were often quite upset—for. in thewr inex-
perience the pickets had not thought te tell
trude unionists inside the factories what they
were doing. Unlortunately. at this point the
CP-controlled engineering union district
committee came forward with exactly the
wrong response. Instead of explaining to its
stewards that they had to bear with the
pickets, as the only guick way fo win @
crucial dispute, it tried to pressurise the
strike committee into withdrawing some of
the pickets.

This pressure came just as the ISTC
bureaucracy was applying similar pressure
against the picketing of private steel plants
tike Hadfields. Instead of stepping up the scale
of the pickets, the Divisional Strike Com-
mittee retreated. fearing it was becoming
isolated Trom the rest of the country. The
momentum of the picketing weakened a
little —just as newspaper teports [1rst began
to indicate that the government was getting
worned by the strike.

Examples like this show how, evenn an
inspiring. enthusiastic strike like the steel
one, the sponianecus initiatives of people
need to be complemented by revolutionary
organisation. capable of spreading the
expericnces  of the best areas like
Stocksbridge to the weaker areas, and
capable of arguing against every CONCESSLON
ta the union bureaucracy. It is because such
organisation has not existed In more than
the most embrvonic form i South
Y orkshire that. as this article is written, the
osutcome of the strike iy stifl in deubt.
Chris Harman
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Revalutionaries tend to despise science

fiction  especially those who have made a
study ot the various ‘texts'—Trotsky,
Gramsel, [ukacs .. vou name it and

profesy a4 view ol what constitutes socialist
art. or what attitude socialists should have
to bourgeois writers. Science Fiction makes
their hackles rise. Not only 1s it ‘escapist’ or
artthictal’: it tends to be read by masses of
pcople and it has now invaded both cinema

and 1V to an extent which makes *War of

the Worlds® look like an innocent skirmish.
And allthis has happened in the last 30 vears
Or 50 surely the most rapid emergence of 4
new lorm of literature in history.

But. says the academic. it isn't new at all.
Litopias and escapist themes are old news,
gomng back hundreds of vears—-und before
vou know where yvouare vou havea formula
like "SF 1y the opium of the people.”

Now of course there's sc-methinb in the
CbL;Ilel slur, Vast tracts of what is listed as
SFon the bookshop are not only pseudo-
religions trash and sexist (generally written
by men for men), but also very unscientilic
and badly written. There is also a variety
which 15 so full of technical terminology as
to be impossible to understand without a
degree in quantum theory, And even when
vou get Lo something half-way decent it
turns out to depend on views of social
development which are so mindiess as to
destrov any value in the work — g feudgl
cosmos with mterplanctary warp drive.

Occasionallv, however, we science fiction
addicts  do  lind  writers  who  rtaise
revolutionary guestions, who approach
their subject ina way which opens complete-
Iv new horizons for the reader. Qne or twn
novels by Ursula Le Guin nearly make this
catepory. and some of the short stories by
Stamislaw Lem certainly do. Bul the Russian
brothers, Arkadi and Boris Strugatski, are
something quite special.

The first thing about the Strugatskis'
novels 1s that they aren’t escapist— on the
contrary. they contain a series of often quite
sharp satires on the Soviet bureaucracy.
Despite this they publish quite openly in
Russian. sclling in hundreds of thousands of
comes, Their Jong short story *The Second
Muriian fmvasion’ deseribes how all ol a
sudden the inhabitants of a smali town
discover that something in their lives has
changed. There have been troop
movements, 4 hirework displav—or was 1t
an artillers battle? on the horizon. Then
the new instructions start coming-—about 4
new strain of blue wheat tor which enor-

mous subsidics are given: and 4 new
colnage -gastric juices. Clearly the new
Martian regime, whose secret police then
appcar, has its good sides and bad sides.

This story was written at the time of aone
of the Kremlins mare absurd agricultural
production campaigns. The Strugatskis
novel "Hard to be a (God’ was published in
1964 in Russia. in 1975 here. B ois a
description of a4 Soviet scientiiic team
(members of the Institute of Experiment:l
History) with a watching hriet on a planet in
the throes of feudal wars. hey must not
mtervene; they can enly learn and save the
odd individual from murder. It is not a
particularly subtle book, but it asks a lot ot
good questtons. Once of the scientists s
contronted by a peasant revolutionary
demanding arms, instead ol the gold he is
discrectly supplied with. It raises the central
dilemma of the expiorers:

You will raze to the ground the castles of

the leudal lords and drown the barons inthe
bay. The rchellious masses will shower vou,
their hberator. with all hanours, and vou
will be 1 good and wise ruler - the only good
and wise man in veur entire kingdom: in
your goodness vou will distribute all the
land among vour comrades-in-arms. but
what good will this land do vour co-tighters
without serfs? And the wheel will turn in
another dircction again’

It 1s rare to have the arguments ahout
uneven development. socialisit in wolation
and substitutionism  rased  m Scienee
fiction -quite apart trom the yuestion ol
Soviel’ intervention in g backward coun-
try; plant....

The Strugatskis are. however, at their best
describing the scientific communinv, its
arguments. its place i soviely, even s
revolutionary role. In "Definitely Mavbe (a
bizarre translation of the Russian utle
Biffion Years To The End Of The Worildya
group of scientists pursuing  their own
diverse bits of research cach find theyv are
being threatened by something utterly alicn.
Events scem to be conspiring against then:
there 1s o foree at work which they cannot
identify. It might be nature itselt it might be
something more tangible. The personal and
coltective dilemma the scientiats o thrauoh
when contronted by the chonw
personal saflety and the scarch for trinh i
the subtect of the book. As the wile ol vne ut
them says: ‘If it's the universe.
to give n: b at's aliens, vou have to fight,”
And in the end. someone will tight. iy the
MESSH Qe
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[ won't be there slom
dnd not only there L and not only me.” And
he saud nothing else, but | fell he was st
speaking. There's no hurry, he was saving.
There's still a billion veurs to the end of the
world, There™s oot anawiul lor. that can b
done 1ina billion vears it we don't give up an.
woe understand, understand and don't gine
up.’

Another extraordinary novel. which i
also wildly funny. concerns the opernistions
of the secret Scientfic Research Institute of
Thaumaturgy and Spellerall, which con-
ducts endless strange experiments inio the
supernatural. Chielly the book. " unde,
Beging on Sairday’ s o vehiele for taking
the piss out of pompous Stalineid scientists,
There is a wonderful satire on the attempt e
create an o artiwal pertect man.
buciause he s the universal cotisumer
desiies everything and correspondingly i
capable ol evervthing” The needs are of
course artilicial and so is the tultilment . Bat
the Strugatskis also range more wadely
with the story of the unspendable coin (g ¢
kopeck picee that keeps on renewing stseil
and 4 separate episode where the hero, a
computer sclentists. travets into IhL‘ desirib-
cd duture  divided by an iron curtan inte
the World of Humamst Imaginaton and the
World of bFear of the T'uture.

the most recently published ol Une
Srugalshis™ novels s one of the hoge
Woadside  Pienie describes ah rea o
Conada which has been visited by ouiside,
lhey hase left behind  junk. Bur junk of
moredible value. Not surprisingly o i
mense and highly complex bluck machas
develops i the sarous stufl. most of = aeh
s exiremely dangerous to humuan e, A
COrTHNULILY of prrites  stalkery
specialising i extracting the godods 1o
dlegal svedicates. The hook deacribes 1he
cllect ol this weird zone on the stalkers
Hew it 1wists their genes. how it wirps th
minds, how i kalls and above 311 Bow 5
makes them supreme  individuahists, ot
caring much even about the tuet of thern
cormrades unless they can mahe mone. oo
of it At the centre of the zone it s ramotired
there Iy o Golden Ball which grants wisize,
and the Strugatskis deseribe o wrridving
ourmey to recover it and what resnlts

Thie book has one of the best endings !
aftviting ve ever read. H o should conyogoe
vou that revoluttonarny, Scicnee Flodnae oo
tine thing. and that the brothers Strucaes
deserve i place onany soctlise's boaksi, i

"And atter all,
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Darvid Beecham,
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Imports: An Exception for Coal

(v er the last couple of months, the letters
culumns of Socuafist Worker have contained
caonflicting views over the demand for
import controls against coking coal raised in
South Wales, Bill Message, of The Coflier
wrifes un the hackground to the demand.

The raditional. orthodox, internationalist
arpument s that demands for 1mport
contruls are wrong. because they sumply try
to expott unemplovment to workers n
other parts of the world and reinforce the
narrow chauvinism of the British working
class. Upfortunatelv. in the case of coking
coal. the issug 1sn’l as simple as that
Linderiving it is the struggle ot the miners o
South Wales to save their jobs from a Caal

Board  oftensive ammed at vclosing  the
majority ot the area’s remaining 3
coblieries.

The Coal Board has ¢laimed to support
the call for controls on amports and
substdies {or South Wales coking coal. But
on 2 October last vear it announced an
mvestment of £40m i a project o produce
apen  cast coking coal im Queensland
Aqlstralla.

“The Australian coal. it said. ‘could be
vital 1o tuture steel production in Britain
and the European Community’

This fits in with overall plans which mean
that “coal mimng will 1end to contract
towards  the  English  Midlands  and
Yarkshire. as the old coal tields of Scotland.
South Wales, Kent and Northumberland
and Durham become less and {ess cconomic
10 work” (Financiel Tines 17 December
1979,

Yol the miners union leadership national-
lv and in most arcas still pretends that the
mdustry does not tace a joh ¢risis,

Coming to office alter the 1974 muovers”
strike, the Labour government sought to
wmcorperate the miners' leaders through
tripartite talks with them and the Coal
Buosard. | hese ganve birth to the Coul Board's
Plun for Coal which set targets tor an
nerease in output fram 120 tons to [ 33 tons
by [9KS and 170m tons by the end of the
contury. A massive rvestrnent programime
was begun in order to achieve the incereases,
The miners' leaders. left and rght. were
cuphoric.

Only the very small voice of The Collier,
the rank and Nile miners” paper. warned that
the government’s predictions tor coal were
deliberately inflated. They took no account
cither of the world cconomie crisis. which
bound to slow down demand lor
coergy, or of the commitment ot the
covernment. the Tlectricity Board and g
hustness 1o nuclear energy. What s morg,
the mmvestment proposed was totally inade-
Juate 1F the targets were 1o be taken
sertously, The Colfier concluded the whole
acon-trick  awmed  atmaking
ocasier booget productivity deabing and to

Woils

thrng was

.
0t

concentrate outpit in the Midiands and
Yorkshire,

Fvents since 1974 have proved us night,

Output has decfined, and  productivity
deahing has heen accompanied by a pit
closure programme, Meanwhile. the union’s
formal oppositton to closures has been
undermined by the success of the Coal
Board. aided by Labour's energy nunister
Tonyv Benn, in getting all levels of the union
to participate in vighility discussions.

S0 when there were rumours of pending
pit closures in South Wales last vear. the
discussion was channelled into a special arca
tripartite commiltee, with comparisons, pit
by pit. in terms of profitabiiity. On the
initiative of Benn. it was agreed that the first
dozen pils threatened would be repricved,
while the arca was given five years to prove
that 1t could be protitable.

The fult of the Labour Governmernt
stopped the compromise being put Into
effect. but the Coul Board had achweved a
victory by persuading one of the traditional-
lv most militant sreas in the industry to
aceept the argumeni that pits could cven-
tually be closed on economic grounds. In
reality. there was not a hope in hell of the 35
pits in the Arca achieving profitabihty
within live vears,

Within a few months the tirst pit, Deep
Lultryn. was shut, And now the Coal Board
are using a fall in the demand for cokingeoal
frvm the Steel Corporation  which will
dechine even more as stecl production at
Part Talbot and Llanwern s slashed - to
excuse the decimation of the coal hield. The
South Wales Coal Board Dhrector, Weckes,
s comnlaining about the Steel Cor-
puration’s threats fo his industry: yet 12
months ago he was proposing such threats
himseld,

There is a direct link between the coal
board aim (o ¢lose nits in the South Wales
and the import of ceking coali it intends to
cul ity South Wales losses while making
profits out ol strip-mincd {open-cast) coal In
Australia.

There mayv be comrades who argue that it
s wrong for miners in Brtain to make
demands that would save their Jobs. vet put
miners in other countries out of work, It s
an argument that merits scrious attention,

The two main centres of open-cast coal
production in the world are the US and
Australia. Since the oll crisis there has been
4 boom in open cast production, Fonvolves
(ar less capital costs and is therefore much
more profitable. 1t also involves lar less
lubour costs. Strip mining on this scale 15
carried out by gigantic machines that move
across the land digging the coal out in mile
wide strips. Very tew wortkers are involved.

In the US the coal operators have
attempted to use strip mining to break the
power of the union. the Lmited
Mineworkers of America. Strip mining

produces an ¢ven larger percentage of the
country’s total output, and is very largely
unorganised. When the American miners
strike the coal operators have a large scab
sector to help them hold out,

It can thus be seen thal the guestion of
coking coal imports in South Wales 1s not
totally unlike the problem facing registered
dockers a few years ago. They were fighting
against the container depots and  un-
registered wharves which were threatening
thelr organisation and their jabs. In many
cases these depots and whiarves were owned
by shipping and transport companies that
had previousky given work to registered
dockers.

It was Lhis fight that led to the Jailing ot
the Pentonville Five. the mass action that
led to their release and the defeat of the
Tories’ [ndustrial Relations Act. Only the
most blinkered of dogmatists argued that
the dockers were wrong becausc the fight
would ‘take jobs away from contamner depot
wOTKers',

Huving said this, it is also clear that the
[ight against imports is not exough. By
itself, in fact it iy a blind alley that can lead
to chauvinism and class colluboration of the
worst kind, The Communist I"arty in South
Wales published a leaflet at the height of the
campaign against the sell out of the NUM
wage claim last November. It said not a
ward about wages. but concentrated esfire-
/v on import controls and included the
marvelously internationalist slogan*We are
selling the independence of Britain as an
mdustrial power.

Quite obvicusly we should have nothing
tor do with such clap-trap.

The other demand that goes along with
that or import controls s tor the govern-
ment to subsidise coal. It 1s a powertul
argument. In France the subsidy amounts Lo
£54 a tonne, in Wesl Germany £3] a tonne
and in Belgium over £80 a tonne. In Britam
it s £1.39.

Again we must realise that the demand for
subsidies by itself s not enough. In 1925 4
very vicious Tory Government granted a
temporary subsidy in order 1o gam lime.
When the subsidy was withdrawn in 1926
the government had prepared. the TLC bad
done nothing and the working class as a
whole was defeated after the union leaders
sold out the General Strike.

The way ahead is shown by the strike on
Menday 28 January in Wales which in-
volved not just the miners but thousands of
other workers in action in support ot the
steelworkers and in defence of their own
jobs. Only that kind of experience can open
workers' eyes and take them bevond the
ideological prison  of argung about
profitability and viahility. The gencral strike
raiscs automatically among other things the
question of five davs’ work or five days’ pay.

That is why the union leaders are so
scared of it. That is why the Wales TUC
retreated from an all-out stoppage called
for 21 Yanuary. Instead they fixed on a one
day stoppage for 28 Junuary and an
ndefinite strike as from 10 March, giving
themselves plenty ot time for mancouvre.
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The Wales TUC demands are: the
suspension of Sir Charles Villiers and the
three top BSC executives, a two-year
postponement of the BS(7s cuthacks: an
inguiry into  the possibility of selective
import controls; a subsidy to bridge the £10
gap between the price of South Wales
produced coking coal and the imported
rroduct.

These demuands are hardiv revolutionary,
[n tact they are hardly even reformast! The
question of the right to work. production for
necd rather than profit, never mind workers
conired couldn’ be further from the minds
of the trade union leaders. Yet thev arc
preciscly the questions that the crisis raises.

Bill Message

The Real
Steel Story

The steel strrke has thrown into stark relief
the problems of an industry in which
traditionally there has been no left presence.
Members of the Socialist Worker Party in
the mngdustry have been able to exert a little
influence in the strike through their bulletin,
Real Steel News,

Natwonal issues have been produced
weekly during the course of the strike. in
runs of 20,000 and more. So. for instance,
within 36 hours of Denning’s injunction
against the private sector strike and pickets.
thousands of copies werce being distributed
in all parts of the country calling for workers
to *Defy Denning, Spread the strike, Stop all
steel’.

At the same time several local bulletins
have been produced regularly, In Shel{ield.
G0 copies were being produced about
every live days and were soon found in all
the strike offices and on all the picket lines,
Many strikers saw them as rhe strike
bulletin.

Joe Herbertson, the editor, told us how
Real Stee! News was built up.

‘It started two and a half years ago. There
was the occupation of 3 small BSC plant in
Greenwich and six people were victimised.
In the occupation they had discovered thal
the special branch and the FEconomic
League had been supplyving information to
the Corporation. [ read about this in the
Guardign and thought. ‘You can't just sit
back and let that sort of thing happen. And
s0 [ got the stories rom the Guardian and
from Socialise Worker and put them
together into ong sheet together with a call
tor support. 1 got hold of a list of all the
QUEW convenorys in steel and sentcopies to
them. 1t was just sending something into the
unknewn. [ then rang the convenors about
three days later 10 see how it had gone down.
It had created immense interest. Some of
them had called stewards’ meetings over the
information.

"That created a starting point. 1 invited
some of the Greenwich people up and took

them round those half dozen people. 1 went
o Rotherham and thev took us to i
stewards” meeting. The stewards  there
sugpested to us people n the IS10C who
might be more interested. in that single
operation. | got the hard core of a contact
st and those same people are more or less
the people who are running the sirike.

*We then decided to produce the sheet
regularly. 'he next issue was actually called
Real Steel News, | phoned round the 10 orso
contacts 1 had made, told them a bit moie
['d learnt about Greepwich and picked up
one or two more bits ol information off
theni, which | put in the issue. 1 operated it
more or less alone to start with, putting imn g
lot of stories about what was happening. a
lot of propaganda. quite loag articles.

‘A monmthly thythm developed. where
before producing a Real Steel Newy [d ring
evervbody up, tell them what | knew and
fcarn new things. By doing so. | was
providing a sort of link up belween thom
which hadn't been there, [ was telling them
what cach other thought, so appalling was
the communication between different works
and union branches. Then | would get out
and distribute 1t Lo all those people.

‘Betore long [ had a fairly good set of
contacts at shop steward level round South
Yorkshirc. And [ never had any problems
with people not talking to me because of the
SWP thing.

"There were a number ol stories that gave
Real Steel News credibility on the shop
tloor—Ilike when we were able to give details
of & River Don management binge (o a
gl Lournament.

‘Then again. by ringing up a forimer
steward al River Don— 1 just used to ring up
any name 1 came across to get inlormation
and make contact --1 found out about how
they were closing the Brightside Lane
machinc shop. We were able to give
mformation completely difterent 1o what
the stewards were saving.

“That was when we really got some
credibiily Tor being very accurate and very
deep.

“Then there was a strike where a transpaort
and general official was telling external
T&GWU lorry drivers to cross an clec-

tricians picket line. We were able to printan
appeal from the strike committee to the
TGWLL workers inside the plant, who later
that dayv kicked the fulltimer off the dispute.

“Atter about a vear we began to ingrease
our membership and to have a fow individ-
wals who in their own department ar
union branch had some sort of influence.
We were quite lucky that a few SWP
members just happened by chance to got
Jobs in Steel. With Real Steefl News we were
able to hold them together and exert an
intluence, Now we have some quite well
cstabhshed comrades in every works. So in
certaln instances wye can actually influence
the wayv things go.

‘Real Steel News became less a monthly
newspaper. and more somcething specific.
backing up our members in mass meetings.
disputes. lobbies of conflerences and that
sort of thing,

“We certainly bhepan 10 have some in-
fluenee.

"For mstance during the strike over the
sacking of Brian Molvneux, [ went round
the factories with one of the newer hranch
committee. members  from Stocksbridge.
showing him how vou couid colleet manes.,
He then passed the oxperience on ta a
number ot other members,

‘Again with other people at Stocksbridue.
they have been influenced by what we have to
sy about how the strike committee mustn't
get divarced from  the rank and  fie.
Constiant contact with Reaf Sreef News over
a period has influenced - sharpened - such
people. It s at Stocksbridge we have
reerunted most people into the SWP during
the strike.

‘When it comes to g strike, i not just the
ideas you've got but vour credibilitv in
putting them forward. The fact that we've
been around and havent disappeared.
getting tired aftera couple of months, means
that it we put an idea up it’s taken seriously.
We produced 29 monthly bulletins before the
strike. and that's given us immense credibili-
ty  with leading militants  in South
Yorkshire.

“We do now have something of & base in
all the main plants in the area.’
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lry il years the major untans, or at ieast
their leaders, have swung notweably 1o the
right. Inoa period ol relative inactivaty this is
perbaps not surprising, One would cspec
this then fo be reflected in the Post Othee
[ngneering Unien. but this s not so. The
sortteele fon the 35 hour wecek ol 18 months
azo was undoubtedly the watershed, Thit
straeple was initiated by the lett and carried
through by the rank and fike. Since that tinwe
and in particular because of the ulumate
sell-out by the overwhelmingly right wing
cxectlive, a change has come over the
T,

['here has always been alelt proup’in the
POt the leading Tigures 1n the niin were
CPomembers,. In the Last two o vears, tha
groUp has become an open formal organisa-
ticns, the Broad Left. without the CF o
corrivl,

The Broad Lett brings together various
political factions o what as. 10 must be
admitted, an upecasy  alliance. What s
sienificant is that, unlike the old left group.
1he Broad lett has attracted many of the
ok and fle members. not qust the Brunch
scerctirics and  Chairmen. who are dis-
sttected with the otticial leadership ot the
UnLon.

Sueme  people will bhnd  thes allianee
anpalatnble, given the expericnee of Broad
[ciis 1 other undons, but the plain Tact s
that oo single party or group s strong
cnough to organise alone withit the POEL
he Broad [eft then s horn of o desperite
seed to challenee the estabhished leadership.

Simce ity formation the Broad Lett has
ade a consmiderable impact wathin the
s the most recent example being at the
pnion’s  rdes  revision  conderence last
Noosember. We revise the union rule bouok
crace ety Dive vears and 1is these rudes thal
Jotermine  the exient ot the demogriey
within the umon. Prior to conlerence the
Rroud 1ottt had areulated  sarsous rode

DISCUSSION SECTION

Buzby’s Broad Left

chimpes many of which were picked up
arotnd the country and eventually appeared
on the agenda of the conference. That of
selt 1w ot anusual, what wis unusual was
the reaction to those proposed changes. The
right wing. both delegates and cxccutive,
were yuite clearty scared. Not only was there
a cuoordinated and organised opposition but
many so-called uncommitted delegates were
prepaired to support us.

For vears, sinee 1948 i fact. there has
aperated within the POEU & night wing
‘Bloc', originally with its roots in Catholic
Action. but latterly a mish-mash ot right
wing hacks with but two aims— jobs tor the
bovs, and to do that. to keep the ‘reds’ ol the
executive. This Bloc has always denied 11s
existence and has operated in secret but has
managed effectively to control the unwomn.

[.ast vear they were [orced into the open.
Ay delegates Dled into the Conferehce they
were met by leaflets announcing
‘Mamstream™  the voice ol the silent ma-
jority! They warned of the evils of the
‘Communist  Militant Tendency' (1 ob-
jected to that!). hell benl on the destruction
ot clvilisation ds we Know b, but worse,
daring to change the rules of the unton. In
contrast aur leallets concentrated on policy
and the need to ve the rank and file control
oveT therr umion and the leaders. Pespite the
hasteria of the right we were successful,

Not oall our amendments were reached
and notall were successtul. but we did defeat
the executive and therefore the right, on
many kev mssues, The changes may not
sound so great o comrades in other unions
but {or us they are positively epoch making.
The right of NEC candidates to publish
manifestos, the right of branches to submut
propositions to a Special Conference (if we
had had that in 1978 we would have won the
fighit tor 35 hours), the control hy the floor
ot conterence of  our standing  orders
committee. are all significant gans, made in
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the face of fierce oppositton (rom the
lcadership, Many other changes were made,
the detail of which would not interest
readers. bul for us they are important,

Overall the conference was a success,
from the opening meeting attended by
almost  half  the confterence  delegates
through the nightly meeting attended
regularly by nearly 100 delegates. The
euphoria Wi ot
course temporary  the nght stillcontrol the
Lnion. the left only has 7 ool of 23 seats, on
the NEC. and we still have a fong wavto go.

The Broad Left still has much to achieve,
the organisation 15 stil weak, and the
political alliance unsteady. Sooner or later
the fragile united front will crack buttorthe
time being it scrves its purpase. o destroy
the right wing stranglehold and to win the
union to pohicies demanded by the rank and
file.

Bryan Macey
Secretary North London Internal Branch
PGEU

LCDTU

Premature
Bunal

The liaison Committee for the Detence of
Trade Unions is. in the words of the
Maorning Srgr. “Britain's most influenbal
and powerful rank and file orgamsation.”™ [t
played a lcading role agamst the last Tory
attempt o shackle the Unions, calling and
leading big unofficial political  strikes
against the Heath Government.

The recent Conference was therefore an
mportant one, particularly  because
comes in the middle of a new Tory offensive
on trade union rights.

The make-up ol this 1000-strong con-
ference told a story about the siate of the
movement. To quote the Moriing Srar once
again: “Among the delegates along with
many fresher and vounger laces were those
of familiar trusted and expenenced shop
stewards and convenors.” The composition
reflected two things. One was the crosion of
trade union organisation in some of the
traditional industrics and the growth of
arganisation in new areas. The other was the
problems laced by the Communist Party.

The Platform of the Conference was not
all that impressive. There were no rank-and-
file steel strikers and no Scargll. Even
leading members of the CP like McGahey
and Gill did not bother to attend. It s clear
that only part of the CP worked tor the
Contercnce, The rest tound association with
such an *unofficial’ body a bit oo much ofa
political embarrassment.

The Declaration carried unaminously at
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the closure of the Conference retlected two
pressures on the organisers. On the one
hand, 1t dropped any reference to import
controls a4 nationalist  demand  which
alwiavs rouses opposition from the left. The
one speaker who did start (o try it on--
Labour MP Leslic Hackfield  was loudly
heekled and  forced to back down. 1n
addition. the Decluration contained many
of the points of the Rank-and-file code of
Practice. Bul the pressure from the right
also showed through too.

There was no mentton of rank and ftile
controd ol the running of strikes or agreeing
onseltlements. and the test of a rank and tile
movement was said to he ‘the extent to
which it cnsures the executives of all nnions
and the TUC General Council provide
lcadership for consistent and miulitant action
to defeat the Tory plans.” Unofticio! action
wis clearly the sucking point and the « gl
weakness of the LCDTU was that, u:..ake
the carly 1970s. 1t was not ready to call tor
strike action against the new law irrespective
of the ollcials,

Many of the speeches simply rehearsed
the tired old arguments and many were
treated with a certain amount ol scepticism
from the delegates. Brett of the AUEW, for
example. was grequently and loudly in-
formed that he was going on a bit too long.
Three speakers stood out. One was from
Slough Trades Council and talked abont
real problems and practical umty. On was
third from the [STC Executive and called
tor help on the picket lines. The third was
the GMWL ofticial—who was called to
speak on behalf of the Chux strikers.

For many of the delegates the feeling was
thiat the whole business was a bil of a waste
of time. Thev wanted 1o talk about united
action and 1o hear the cxperiences of other
workers, But it was clear that the organisers
wanted a rallv rather than a conference. it
wis because they realised that the majointy
ol the delegates wanted a serious dehate on
untly that they refused to take a vote on the
resalution from the Defend Our Unions
Comimittee and closed the Conflerence carly.

Such buregucratic manipulation is not
new to the LCDTU. There have been big
FOWS Over it at presious conlerences. The
difference this time was that the majority of
the delegates —including many CP
members —-were not prepared to ler them get
away wilh 1.

The outcome was a sctback for the
movement. Whatever s himitations the
LCDYIU still commands 4 lot o support and
there 1s no way that the Rank-and-File can
the chance to go it atone. Although last
Delend Our Unions Con-
[crence  was  aciually  larger than
the LODTU 1t 15 still not true that it was in
any position to call for mibitant action on ity
awn, That 1s why the letter to Kevin Halpin
sent the day atter the Confterence calling on
the organisers of the LCDTU to re-consider
the guestion of unity s so important. [t mav
turn out to be the case that the organisers of
the LCDTU are so blinded by sectarianisnl
that they refuse to do anvthing. even call
another conference, Tor lear that they mipht

vear's

be forced to make concessions. H that docs
happen, then the Rank and File may b
[orced ta go it alone. But such an initiative
will be very much weaker than 4 joint effort
and nobody in their right mind could
welcome such a situation.

It 15 theretore wital that militant work
alongside € CP members in pushing for the
implementation of the Declaration and
prove mm practice that they reaily want unity,

The Tory offensive is a very real pressure on
the working class movement and 10 will
demonstrate the need for unity to all but the
blindest of hacks. But at the same time it is
necessary (o continue work around the
Code of Practice, which fills in the impor-
tant gaps left by the LCDTt and which may
have to provide the basis for a fresh start in
the fightbhack.

Caroline Conway.

The Great Clegg Con

The credibility of the Clegg Cammission on
public sector pay comparability 15 now at an
all time low. The teachers are pissed off, the
nurses and midwives are pissed ofl. the one
million local government manual warkers
arc pissed oft and the NHS ancillury
workers arc pissed ofl. Very little eriticism of
Clegg 1s to be heard from the public sector
trade union leaders however, because they
were involved in setting the whole cumber-
some process up n the first place to try 1o
save the lace of the dving Labour govern-
ment in the spring of 1979,

Let's look at how local government
workers pay has changed, because their case
highlights what for many must seem like a
process of one step forward. two steps back.
[n MNovember 1978 they claimed £60 5 week
minimum for the bottom grade and pro rata
rates above that for the other grades. Aftera
long struggle and vicious press witchhunts,
they settied in February 1979 {or £3.50 g
week thcrease and a £1 a week pavment on
sccount of the Clegy Commission's award.
Part-tumers didn't even get that much.

The Clegg Award was to be paid in two
cqual parts on August | 1979 and April |
1980. But the pay rates recommended by
Clegg. based on comparisons with the pay in
other jobs at November 1975 will not be
paid 1n (ull until April 1980 a time lag of
stxteen months.

The latest scttlement. this Junuary, is
backdated to November 1979 and gives
around 125 per cent increases on the basic
rates at thal ume. This includes the {irst part
of the Clegg award. But the second halt of
the award, still based on 1978 pay levels. is
not cven enhanced by this 1979 pay
scttlement. This means that the com-
parability increases are substuntially eroded
betore they even get them. and that when the
laxt bit of increasc is paid, in April this vear.
three of the pgrades in the seven grade
structure will stil] be on less than the £60
week basic that they claimed in November
178,

Murses and Teachers

We are supposed to think that the com-
parability exercises carried out tor the Clegg
Commission are screntific and that as a
conseguence the fingl awards according to
grade are closely allied to  caretylly
calculated nationally based job cvaluation,
Nothing could be further from the truth. In

the case of the nurses and midwives, the
results of  the comparability  exercise
produced uneven. if not eccentric, resulis.
Clegg had to wave a magic wand over the
percentage increases implicd by the exerciss
In order to come up with a ‘rational’ svsieo
of increases that he could publish, Here are
SOMe examples:

b
Grade Increase Increase |
suggested recommended
by by
comparability Clegyg
Ria
Area hursing Qtficer  -12.5 1.}
Sentor Nursing Otficer 2122 154
Nursing Otficer 1 4.3 X ()
Sister 14,6 250
St MNurse 296 230
Auxiliory B 4.3

[n the case ol the teachers, it has emerged
that the delay in giving the first part of their
Clegg award 15 due to the Tact that the resolts
ot their comparability study. carried out by
management consultants Inbucon. are so
wildly erratic that even Clegy cannot
massage them mto shape. [Lappears that the
results show that some teachers should gea
0% 1ncreases, others nothing at all, and
that some should get a wape cut.

What can we conelude?

The whole Clegg exercise has been u cvmical
operalon to buv ume, Fyven the timing ot the
awards meant that any possibility of pay
rates betng brought into line with com-
parable levels elsewhere s nuilified because
ot the time lag.

The low paid remain tow pad and the
trade union ieaders in the public seetor ¢
done nothing to challenge what amuounts o
the mstitutionalisation of low pav

The Torwes arc reaptng the harvest of 3
dirty Labour deal. The whole Clesg apera-
ton &5 based on defusing organisation and
militaney on the basis of promises of (it
mereyses. Better pav in the public sectar i«
only going to be achieved through basd
tought industrial action. not by bemng
conned into the belicf that some outside so-
called *scientific’ cxercise is hikely to prowe
that anvone deserves morge.

Jon Watson

A



 FILM REVIEWS
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Brother Clint?

Iscape from Alcatraz
fhrecvior Pon Siegel

(lint Eastwood is the world™s top box oftice
«inr. A position he has enjoved for the past
o cade. His latest film Escape from Alcatrac
hos just opened n London. The Nilm s
dirccted by Don Sicgel and marks a rewurn
(v the Siceel Fastwood palnership which
nroduced such  films  as Dirry Harry,
Coogan's Bluff and  The Beguifed. But
Adcarraz 1s a tar cry from the Dirty Harry-
sty [e action movie Sieged is noted tor. Italso
developed  significantly  the  Eastwood
character. that of the lone hard-man, which
has been slowly_evolving ever sinee the
spaghetti westerns (A Fisefrd of Doflars, For
d Few Doflars More, and The Good, ihe
Bad and the Ugh') directed by Sergio
[.cone.

The film is about prisoner Frank Morns
who after numerous jailbreaks finds himselt
in Alcatras, the island fortress from which
escape ls apparently impossible, Siepel’s
direction s faultless. the kind of near-
perfect’ craftsmanship evident in earher
“limis such as Madigan, applicd this time to &
uch more suhstantial plot.

Almost the enttre (1lm takes plice inside
the prison. !t focuses on the development ol
Marzis' relationship with a handful of other
prisoners and their painstakingly detailed
preparations  for escape. Dunng  these
nrepatations the tension never flags for a
moment. Siegel’s control though he has
cenounced  the wham-bang drumatics ol
earlicr fllns, never falters,

The prisoners are portraved as a well-
prganised, sympathetic group of people who
supported one another in their efforts to
mamtan their integrny and ulumately 10
altaip freedont for some of them at least,
Uhe individuality of the prisoners is treated
with sensitivity: Doc, who antagonises the
wirden by portraving his monomania on
snvas, Litmus, who o cherishes his pet
mouse; Tnghsh, a black prisoner serving
(wir 99 vear sentences for detending himsell
sezainst Alabama rednecks. Lastwood as
Morris, although it is he who masterminds
A

the escape. fits in as onc of this group ot
mndividuals. This is an interesting develop-
ment of the lacome loner image he has had
on screen for at least fifteen vears.

Sergio Leone's Doffar films turned the
conventions of the traditiona! wesicrn on
thelr head. Eastwood's Man with No Name
was cerlainty not the conventional bera
striving to make the West a sale place lor
women and children. Hue s o taciturn figure
moving from one supcrbly choreopraphed
gunfight to the next. ‘The hypocrisy ol the
old western s done away with and we sec the
West as o desolate place ravaged by war and
advancing capitalism., objectified 1 the
coming of the railway, Whatever the Man
with No Name does. he does tor imselt
alone.

The filmy dented considerably the neat
American-dream  ideology put over by
conventional westerns, At the same tunw
they were enormously successtul, and set
Fastwood en route to the million dolar
hracket. He has been developing this ant-
hero image ever since.

In the tough cop movies ol the carly
seventies  Frer Harey and the fiims which
{followed 1t -the Eastwood hgure emerged
substantially unaltered. But controversy
raged as to the politics and morality ol these
s, Vransterred from the mviical plane of
the old West (o 1he streets of San Francisco.
the values espoused by the lone hard-man
became highly contentious. Dty Harry
wages a war ggainst both a funatic killer and
an ineticctive liberal burcaucracy, Siwegels
neat direction allows his audtence ne option
but support for Harey and this made people
uncomiortable. Both Siegel and his film
have been labeled ‘racist’ and Clascist’
Lastwood himsell defended his Pty Harry
character as operating according to his own
‘higher narality”

Sincee Direy Harrv, BEastwood has directed
a number ot his own [lms. Their interest Lies
in his various reconsttuctions of his own
estahlished image. In Plav Misty for Me he
relinguishes the image of sell sulficien
tough guv in order to play a Jdise jockey
murmuring sweel nothings on late night
radio.  Primarily the filty explores this
character's inability 1o deal with womoen.
Caught between his independent girifnend
and a crazy seductress who would he quircat
home in Paveho, he s completely paralyvsed.
The hilm leads us (o see the characters
problems ax [orced upon him by o scxist
world, rather than presenting him as a
victim ot women themsebves,

Fhe  Gawrrifer, wlich  Eastwood  also
directed. takes this process one step lurther,
Eastwood is back as the tough cop. But wilh
a difference. The woman prisoner he 1y osent
to extradite gers the better of Tam adl down
the line, She s smartsr, wittier and wn her
own way as tough as he s, But the image 13
further tampered with in the action se-
quences which are plaved tongoe-in-cheek.
as houses collapse compictely under 4 ramn
of bullets and Eastwood takes over the
entire Arizona pohice force from a makeshiit
armoured bus. When he turned up In his
next lilm., Fverr Wihich Way bue Loose
partnered by a gonlla it seerned possible he
intended lampooning himsell out o ex-

istence altogether.

But there has been another strand ot
development it recent films. In The Ouirfaw
Joser Wales the Man with No Name beginy
ta relaie to other people. At the end of the
film he scttles down 1o share life with an
assintment of outeasis hke himselt

This enditg Toreshudows Escape from
Adeatraz, where the solidarity and creativity
of a group of people in pursuit of freedom
are the key elements, (Those who have
accUsced Siceel of racism and fascism should
think again alter this film. ) So tinally here in
Aldearraz the Fastwood figure gmerges as a
brother of whom anv one of us should be
proud.

Jane Lre Smith

Older Yes,
Wiser No

Wise Blood
irector Johe FHluston

John Huston s a real grand old man of
Hollywood. Now 74, his films include The
Malteve Falcon, The African Queen and
The Asphalt Jungle. The crilics seem to have
gone overhoard about his new movie, Wise
Rioud. Timte Qui gave it a cover and a
feature  arucle. Nigel Andrews of  the
Finagneial Tiueswent so tar as to claim that
the film would surely have won the Grand
Prix at Cannes—had 11 been contered,
{Which reminds me of Lady Cathenine de
Bourgh's comment in Pride and Prefudice
that her daughter would have been a
hrilliant pianist 1t her health had allowed
her 1o learn,)

Explaining the thm. Huston savs: "It s
about the bricf and il-iated rebellion of a
young Tanatic against his faith. He s
doomed from the start and destroved by it in
the end. 10y a very convoluted. mgrown,
terrible  and terribly funny  pilot.”

All owver the place [ have read reviews
which back up Huston's assertion that the
film 15 funny. | wonder whether the cnties
have actually seen it. Perhaps | have no
scnse of humour. but then neither does the
rest of the audience who saw it when [ did.
There was the odd giggle, nothing more.

The critics also scem to think 1t savs
something  profound  about  relgious
Fanaticism. The voung hero. Hazel Motes,
hlinds himsell and, binding his body with
harbed  wite. proceeds to  nmtate  the
martyrdom of Christ. Why? Ostensibly
hecause the local sherift has pushed his
battered old car into a lake. Now scarchers
fur profundity will interpret the scene as
Follows; The car s the symbol of Hazel's
rehel “Church of Truth Without Chnst™.
The dumping of the car then signities bolh
the burial of Hazel™s rebel “rehiglon™ and
baptism into i new falth, namely Christiani-
ty, from which he has been trying to escape.
Neat, But. s what?

Al this wouldo't be oo bad it we had
xome tiesh and blood characters developing
mn the Lim. But Harel, the mad preacher
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rebel 1s Just dumped inexplicably before us.
to play out, rather boringly, his egually
inexphcable fate. Neither word nor image
lead us to understand Hazel or what
prompis his actions.

But above all the film is just plain nasty.
The most unpleasant bit is when Hazel,
infuriated by an attempt to mimick his anti-
christ preaching. runs down and kills the
poor old drunk who has been paid to imitate
him. The scene in the end only conveys
senseless violence, because we never fully

understand Harel's feeling nor Huston's
attitude to them. An apparent attempt to
blend comedy and tragedy fails miserably.

Whatever Huston intended he didn't
manage to transiate 1t on to the sgreen. The
subject matter is ultimately tedious and
irrelevant, Huston's technique. much prais-
ed by the critics, recalls the films of Jean
Renoir and such Hollywood classics as Bes!
Years of our Lives. But the easy style of
these films with their minimum of editing
and deep focus photography (you see the

background clearly 100) served to enhance
the warmth and generosity present in the
narrative. In Wise Bfood the use of such
techniqgues 1s just a cover for emptiness and
confusion within.

Ten years ago, Andrew Sarris in his book
American Cinema. claimed Huston was
director without conviction. coasting along
on 4 false reputation with an alibi for every
bad movie. The critics have given him his
alibi for Wise Blood. Make sure you don't.
Jane LUlre-Smith

LETTERS

Fight from the Inside

I read with interest the article of Mike
McGrath in your last issue on the practice of
the Militant group in the CPSA. As a rank
and file CPSA member in the Newcastle
Central Office branch [ would like to make a
number of comments.

In my opinton the Mifitant group very
much fill the vacuum which in many
industrial unions would be filled by the
Communist Party. However, they ure even
more dangerous beciuse they stand on
paper at least in support of revolutionary
ideas.

In Newcastle Central Office they have
been in ¢ontrol of the branch since 1974 and
have never been seriously challenged. They
have been able to attract a lot of young
workers to them with their socialist rhetoric.
But now their politics are being  put 1o the
test by the cuts ‘campaign”

Their strategy of fighting cuts is one of
counterposing dong term intentions to
fighting today. They argue that as we have
no mass redundancies in the Civil Service we
should call a halt to any industrial action
and look to ‘political’ action over the next
months. They counterpose to industrial
action lobbies of parliament and regional
demonstrations.

In order to carry this strategy in Newcas-
tle they have resorted to disgraceful prac-
tices. They have not only successfully
argued for the overtime ban to be called off,
but they have also moved to oppose in
elections for the Branch Executive Com-
mittee all socialists who argue for a fighting
policy against the cuts.

While I agree with Mike McGrath that
the Militant tendency have to be opposed, |
think the fight would be strengthened if the
SWP members in the CPSA participated in
the Broad Left. It holds open annual
conferences where policy can be discussed
and a democratic slate can be worked out.
Furthermore. all tendencies have the right
to organise in the Broad Left.

The role played by it in the pay campaign
last year and in the present cuts campaign
has not been very mnspiring. | would have
almost as many criticisms on this score as
Redder Tape. However. a few realities have
to be taken into account. When the Broad
Left was no more than an election machine.
the Redder Tape group did organise many
militants who wanted a strong, fighting
union. But when the Broad Left began to

organise active regional groups, Redder
Tape began to lose its appeal and now
involves little more than SWP members.
The division in the CPSA about
democracy 1S not mainly  between
NEC {branch officials and the rank and file,
but bhetween those who want fighting
socialist policies and those who believe in
class collaboration. Inside the Broad Left
the Socialist Caucus is organising for
policies such as opposition to Whitleyism
and pay research, opposition to all incomes
policies, opposition to racism and sex
discrimination. We would be enormously
strengthened if Redder Tape joined us in
fighting for such policies within the Broad
Left.
Phil Dexter, Newcastle

Apocolypse
Acclaimed

Your film reviewers. Jane Ure Smith and
Colin Brown, heap praise upon Brando's
acting and, by implication, Coppola’s skill
as a director, without knowing it in their
reviews of Apocalvpse Now.

They both misrepresent what Kurtz

represents - Conrad’s novel Hearr of

Darkness and m Apocalypse Now., More
seriously, both give free rein 1o middie class
hterary pretentions. and attempt to dress
them up 1n Marxist terms. The result is that
they are both cut to pieces by the intellectual
sharpness flying about in the seript.

Jane Ure Srith writes of Brando's Kurtz
that he ‘postures larger than life’ and that he
Is *vacuous’. Yes, he does posture and he is
vacuous. Just like Conrad’s Kurtz
he is hollow to the core——one prick of a pin
and all the hot air would come gushing out.
Any sympathy we are supposed te have with
him 15 the same as we would have for a sick
arumal we wanted to put out of its misery.

Conrad’s Kurtz was the product of 2000
years of European civilisation, a white
superman who ended up committing
atrocities that had never occurred to the
natives. Brando as Kurtz is the superman of
the American military machine. The parallel
should be obvious,

Colin Brown refers to ‘the cynical black
humour of the film’. He complains*The high
point of wit in the fiimo is the incineration of
a fishing village and its inhabitants so that
the Americans can go surfing there for a
few minutes.” Surfing is of course part of

American culture, and this particular scene
15 supposed to show the cxtraordinary
lengths to which America will go in order to
impose its culture on others,

The Hear: of Darkness may challenge
ymperialism in such a way as to reinforee i
Apocalvpse Now doesn't.

Tony Baker, Oxford.

Nuclear Nonsense

I was very disappointed to see such a petty.
badly thought out article on the anti-nuclear
movement by Mike Simons m vour last
IS5Ue.

The article criticises evervbody. left and
right. in the movement. 1t criticises hoth
violent and non-violent action. But at the
end ‘rank and file trade unionists’ and
‘revelutionary socialists” will ride in like the
Seventh Cavalry to save the day.

It says that the way the Luropean
movetnent s organised on a community
basts I1s a source of weakness. Yet it admits
that nuclear development has been stopped
in Norway and Denmuark, that the Swedish
government has been toppled on the 1ssue
and that the Austrian people have voted
‘No' in a referendum.

Surely some success is better than no
success, Cynics might say that the SWE iy
now getting out of its armchair on the
nuclear 1ssue.

You msrepresent the libertarian fears
about the Anti-Nuclear Campaign. Onc ol
the main fears is that instead of bheing in
autcnomous  local groups. people  will
become demo-fodder to support the actions
of others in lobbving MPs ¢t

The ANC's main demands are am-
biguous. *‘Stop Nuclear Now' covers both
those who want anend to nuciear power and
those who merely oppose new
developments. Again. ‘Reduce energy waste
and develop alternative energy
programmes’ covers those who argue Tor o
low-energy  strategy in  a  decentralised
society based on community worker con-
trel and propoments of a high energy
coul; gas future.

Mark Nelson. Huddersficld

i etters intended for publication in the
next issuc must be received by 2%
February at the latest,

Write to Letters, Socialist
POBox 82, London E2.
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lice brutality

Torn from History

Vark Poster,

Sartre’s Marxism,

Firio, £60.95: 12,95

Iatvan Meszaros,

The Work of Sartre, Volume |: Search for
Fyecdom,

Hoarvester, L4043

Paster’s Sarire's Marxisnis another siep on
Piuto Press’s sad pilgtimage to rrelevange.
i 15 imdeed @ sorey stablemate o [Duncan
Hallas's  excellent Trofshvs Marcisor
which stresses that the amity of theory and
practice 15 the very heart of Marxism,
{ Incidentally, by whit error or caleulation s
[ulass book omitted from the Tist "Also
this serics” aon the cover of Poster’s book™

A lasting socldlist commiment  mus!
spring simultaneously rom the head and the
out. Without theory the gut can be dis-
oriented by change of tempo or bought ofl
by reforms: but without the gut the head
mereh speaks words of over mercasing
lenpeth into the void. 1tis thiscombination of
head and gut that makes Sartre so exeep-
tional among intellectuals 1 an ape when
ticory is so casily divoreed trom practice.

Only o tew months ago. when the young
vevolutionary Pierre Goldman was
murdered by oft-duty police. Sartre, bhind
and scarceby  able to walk, jomed . the
protesting demonstrators on the streets. Ity
Sartre's  undving  activism. his never-
sitishied sense of respomsthdiey, that carns
him the respect of  Marsists. however
sharply they mayv oriticise his ideas,

There is not a breath of ths in Poster’s
antiseptic account, i great disappointment
in wiew of his earlier and much hetter book.
Eovistentid Marxiver in Postwear Franee:
from Sarire ro Adtheeoser, Poster actually
Boasts that he will avord the femplaiion o
‘histaneise the theory” Lo to locale the
kleas within the practice that pave rise o
chent Paster ignores  and indged seems Le
he lgnorant of  omuch ol what s most
MECECSTITE 11 Sartre’s career,

%
iz

lhus he cims that Sartre’s thought
hetore 1940 was apolitical” and that it was
hoecuuse of the Naz occupation that Sartre
‘chose the feft. But Sartre's pre-war collec-
ton of short stoiries The Hoadf (grotesqueiy
retitled frivimact in Enghsh to catch the
puln market) containg sedring attacks on
Frunco and on French anU-semitism,
Paster. in laci. contines himsel (o an
analvsis ol oz of Sartre’s works, The
Critigue  of  Diglectical Reason. Bul
Sartee™ Marxism stand or Talls by the
Critigue then it surelv Fulls, The Critigue s
overlong, rubling, turpid and frequently
incompreheasible. It was written in the
1957-60 periad: Sartre was deeply depressed
by the failure of his own strategy ol
mtluenving the French Commumist Party
and ahove ol by the Tallure of the French et
to nespond o the Algerian struggle lor
national imdependence. Sunone de Beauvour
has miven us a vivid account of how the
Critfepiie was written,
T maintain this pace | could hear him
crunching corvdrame capsules, of which
he managed to get through o tube a day.
At the end of the afternoon he would be
cxiitusted: all his powers of concentra-
tuen would suddenly relax, his gestures
would hecome vague. und guite often he
wonld get his words all mixed up, We
SPenil OUT EVCNLNES 1N my apartment; as
~oon ds he drank a glasy of whisky the
aleohol would go straipht to his head.
‘That's enoagh’. I'd siy o him; but for
himn it was not enough; against my will |
would hand him a second glass: then he'd
ask for a third: two vears belore he'd
needed a great deal more; but now he Jost
control of his movements and his speech
very guickly, and | would say again.
That's enough’. Two orthree times Hlew
into vinlent tempers, L smashed a glass on
the tiled (loor of the kitchen.’
The Critigue may be a salutary warming
against the dangers of miking drninh and
drugs, but it is lar from the substanual

conintbution 1o Marxist theory that Poster
cluims. Indeed, to uederstand why Sartre
wTote it is pecessary to see how 1t tlows out
of his carhicr work, and o pariicular from
two long polemical essavs be wrote during
the flities.

The Copmprunists and Peace (1952-54)
wis written at the height ot the Cold War,
when sections of the French bourgeoisie
wanted to ban the Communist Party
outright. Some leftists argued that singe the
CP was Stalinist and burcaucratic, 118
disappearance would be no doss to the
French  working class. To o thes Sarire
responds that the exastence ol a class cannot
he abstracted from the organtsational torms
it adopts. and that. whitever the weaknesses
ol the CP, an attack on the OF is an attack
on the working class as such.

The Specire of Stalin (1956-57) was a
passionate  response  to Khruschev's
crushing of the Hungarian Resolution, or
Sartre this posed another question: how
could states which had established their
ceonomies on g sociulist basis he pulty of
the crrors that led to the Hungarnan rising
and of the crime of crushing w7 This must
mesn  that  the rekion between  the
cconomic base and political superstructure
s tar more complex and tortueus than
hMarxists had hitherto supposed.

Now Sociafist Review readers will have
little ditficulty in pointing to the gaps in
Sartre's argument—ihe need for an n-
dependent.  non-Stalinist  revolutionary
narly and the recogaition that the Stalinist
states were state capitalist. But the two
essays are none the less valuable, for they
point. with clarity and honesty. to the real
dilemmas of the left in the bleak vears of the
[iftics, Sartre’s solutions have been over-
taken. but we can stull learn from the
Juestions he asks.

There s little of value i the Critigue that
had not already heen developed, 1in a more
concrete torm. 10 the two carfier essays. By
abstructing the {ritigue from the arguments
that zave rise to it Poster is making method
an cnd in itselt. Fven i his account ot
Sartre’s method is correct. there s no
mndication as 1o what political conscguences
i1 would lead to. There are now so Many
books on Sartre thateven d specialist cannot
read them all: this s one we could have done
without.

Meszaros' book 1s a horse ol a difterent
colour. He beging by displaving. and
communicating, a very obvious enthusiasm
for Sartre that contrasts with Poster's
dessicated style. Morcover. he makes the
very valid point that ‘it is Sartre's lilework as
a whole that predonunates, and not par-
ticular elements of it." His relerences range
fur and wide through Sartre’s well-known
and lesser-known writings, showing Lhat
fragmentary and polemical texts are often
richer and more concrete than the turgld
attemnpts at system-building.

Meszaros confronts Sartre above all as a
philosopher. in terms of the preoccupations
of his own carlier works on Marx and
I ukacs. In itself, that 1s no bad thing. for
those preoccupations are those of an
activist Marxism, centered on the problem
of human freedom. Meszaros brings out
strongly, if at times obscurely and a1l too




great  length, the basic  contradivtions
between the individualist framework ol
dartre’s thought and the Murxism he aspires
to. Yet he shows too that this s not simply an
incompatibility, hut an ambiguity and a
tension wheh have positise critical value.

Yetr Moeszaros too stands ot too great a
distance [rom history, and lots Sartre's
thought appear axs a seltsutficient svstem
rather than as a response to the dilemmas of
a  heetie and confused  histoneal  pernod.
Poltical questions  drift  into  the
background. or are presented in o kel and
misleading form. Thus he can wrire of the
pertod from 1944 to 1946 as a 'short intery al
of serene rejoicing over the shared victon
over Pascism’s vet these were the very veurs
when the French CI betraved the possibility
of revolution and entered the poyernment as
open strike-breakers. Sartre’s plav vy
Handy catches the cruel didemmas of these
vears: there 1s Litle serenitv' aboul .

A second volume ot Meszaros work, to
deal with the Critigre and Sartre’s theatre s
stdl Lo appear. so 1t 1s not vet possible 1o
make a final judgment on his achievement.
In the meantime 1t iy as weil to recall that
Sartre s his own best populariser: his
novels, plavs, and @ host of articles and
mterviews hring out the contradictions and
ambiguities that his attempts at svstematie
philosophy could never resolve. Which s
why the most valuable book on Sartre s The
Writingy of Sartre by M Contat and M
Rybalka, which consists simply  of g
chronological hst of Sartre™s writings, with
ample quotation of the maore ohseure and
ephemeral. Here Sartre i his own words
tells us more about his tailures and successes
than any of his learmed commentators.
[an Birchall

Aggression,
English-Style

When Britain Invaded Russia: The Consol
Who Rcebelled

Andrew Rothsten

Journevman Press £2.75

The publication of this tascinating little
book has come at 4 useful time. The British
press s currently representing Mr Soames’
scheming  in Zimbabwe  as  delicate
diplomacy and hitting new heights ol
hvpocrisy  over Russia’s  invasion  of
Atghanistan, while simultaneously suppor-
ling diplomatic recognition of Chile.

This book 1s about Douglas Young. a
British consul in Russia’s northern port of
Archangel durmg 1918 when the British
army nvaded and fought the Red Army,
Young was given orders from the Foreipn
Oflfice in Whitchall to use propaganda to
deceive the Bolsheviks. Young protested
and was forced to resign. The Fareign Otfice
made sure that his protests were stifled . 1 he
story of these events iNustrates the lengths to
which the British government will go 1o
deceive, slant and distort the news, and how
the Foreign Office is a major party to this
work.

Alastair Hatchett

A Really Good Buy

A Hiustory of Economic Thought day,
b baae flvich Rubin

frol Fiarhy 07 U3

[1's not often thar vou et a book to toview
that vou can wholeheratedly recommend o
the reader. 10y even rarer these davs when it to
comes to books which tryv to present Muara's
deas. Here a stream ol pscudo-academic
hilge has ilooded the market ever sinee
Althusser  demonstrated  the  advantages
to an academic carcer of exprossing very
crude wieas completely unintelligibly.
Rubin’s book 15 a shining exception, |
hase no hesitaton in giving it wholeheitrted
recommendation. Tt stands an the starkest
corntrast 1o the ranung of the various latler
dav obscurantists. It iy 4 clear and simply
cxpressed account ot the development of
bourgcors political cconemy up to Marx’s

discover  thy
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putiing in a readiy avoessiik g
many ol the views Mars hinselt oo,
it his Theones ot Surplus Vadue, 11 show
how the material mterests ot the
bourgemsie led its thinkers progressiva e
cut through superficialitics of cconoinie 1
underlying
capitalist production. until. ensconee.|
power the bourgeoisic found the cars -
diseoveries of s own thinkers an e
barrassment. Indoing s Rubin also ciahl
SO0 see how Mars s sdeas sobved e
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and felt hattled.

Rubin wrote it in the Russia of the early
19205 in order to cnable a4 new generation to
get closer to Marx. Maost of that generation,
like Ruhbin himself soon alterwards lell
victim to Stalin

But the work endures. marvellousiy
translated. as an cxample of how Lhe
interpretaticn ol Marxist ideas should be
done,

I have only one criticism to make, and
that is not of Rubin's book tselt. For some
ohscure reason the publisher has appended
to Rubin’s beautifully clear exposition. a 50
page long essay. wntten n the typical
obscurities of academic sub-Marxese, which
purports to show how mistaken both Rubin
and Marx were. The book would have been
much hetter-—and no doubt cheaper—
without such revisionist inanitics.

But don’t let that stop you trying to get
hold of the book it veu are at all interested in
understanding Capital- and capitalism Lo-
dav.

ATragic Farce

Mussolini's Roman Fmpire
Av Dennis Mack Smité,
Perevrine Books £2.50

“In 1939, the Fascst Party Machine
believed  Mussolinl, Party  newspapers
proclaimed (hat no nation (n Europe was
morally and materially better prepared tor
war than ltaly. Thev scented victoryve the
long awailed moment when  ltaly would
impose on the world her own grandeur and
her impenial ambitions.”

“When the Second World War broke out,
(ipures were given to show that ltaly had
R 530 planecs . . . on further investigation the
figures turned out to bhe 454 hombers and
129 tighters . an 1940, 1t was olticially
confirmed that [taly's war capacily was loss
than in the First World War.™

The gap between myth and reahity 1n
fascist NMaly has never been so c¢lfectively
cxposed asin this hnul-.. Whitle it anly deals
with foreign policy. it lavs bare the otter
bankrupicy of the fascst regime.

Useful to the ruling class only to destron
the insurrectionary workers’ movement of
the years immediately alter the First World
War, [talian tascism lved lor the next
twenty vears off myths and hes, That it was
allowed to. dermmonstrated the weakness of o
ruling cliss which was meapable of Lindimg
e slternative to taseism,

lussolint was propped up at home by
voperession backed by a massive “Ministry ol
Propaganda™ and abroad by the tawning
attitude of the "western democracies™, None
wore more grovelling than the Broitsh ruling
class,  Churchill  praised  him, Luord
Rothermere thanhed him tor s “great
services (o civilisation and humamty™ and
the wife ol Austen Chamberlain, the foreign
secrotiry, pinned o lascist badge osten-
tatlutlsly on her dress,

Amaongst (he “greal services (o humanis
and cnvihsanon” we could melnde such acts
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Eamonn McCann (£1.95)
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THE MERTHYR RISING by Gwyn
Williams (£3.50)
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as the use of poison gas ugalnst Ethiopea and
the svstematic extermination of  all s
cducated population,

| his hook 1s not a general introducuon o
Halian tascistm, and does not seck 1o be 'L
therefore does not deal with the interngl
opposition 10 Mussolimi at all, Furlher ity
author 15 no Marxist, but a liberal academc.
Despite this 1t 15 & ITEITItI’ldDUS hodk,
beautifully written and casy to read. 1t s
packed full of anccdotes which, more than
any analysis the author puts forward. throw
real light on the monstrositics and absur-
dities of lascism i power.
Tim Potler

Muck on Brass

Corporations, Classes and Capitahsm
(Hhutchinson, paperback £3.953)
ho dohin Scort

Who runs the big corporations’ Has there
been o separation ol share ownership and
managernal control? How much influence

do the banks and other financial institutions
exercise? Is the state simply the instrument
of monopoly capital? John Scott’s book 15 a
worthy it rather uninspired attempt to
sUrvey in enarmous literature dealing with
these and related guestions.

ls best aspect is its summary ol 4 wealth
of data on patterns of share ownership.
interlocking directorships and the like
several countries. A clear picture emerges ol
4ty minority still weillding enormous
seonomic power. The author notes the
growing importance of the insurance com-
panies. pension funds and investment Lrusts
which now own over 40 per cent of UK
companics” shares. There has been i long-
term shifl. he argues. from ‘personal to
tmpersonal’ torms of domimatien. Thereare
few major companics still controlled by a
single family. but Ltop executives draw most
of their income from sharcholdings held in
many {irms not just their own.

Scoll s at his worst in considering the
wider implications of all this. Drawing
eclectically on Marxist and non-Marxist
Literature alike he loses himself in g morass
af references. t's a classic example of
compendious reuding being a poor sub-
stitute lor a clear theoretical perspective



Every Picture
Tells a Story

Photography / Polities:
fPhotagrapdne Workshop, L2495
We live inoa gungle  of photographs:
advertsenents and holhday snaps: page 3ol
e Sunand Russian tanks in Kabulo even.
for those who like that sort of thimg, prestige
cxhibitions n accredited gt
gatleries. They have a big effect on us, Buat
rarcly doowe stop and think what effeet and
why, Much ol the keft wing writing ahoul
photography s so dilticult as 1o be obscuere
cven to the small audience to which it s
direeted. Most of this book isvers dilferent.
s cditors state that: *Our starting poing is
the class struggle’ und they hase produced o
book which, I not exaetly popular, can
reach quite a wide audienee in the sociulist
Mo e el

| 'hie book contains o numbgr of essavs on
different questions: the wat ady ertisements
work: the history of working-class attempts
to use photography between the wars; how
various  socttlist photographers use
photographs todov. and  others, T hese
essivs are all interesting and some are very
viluable. Some fuseinating but previously
obscure things are turned up. For exampie,
there s an account of how the French
bourgeorsie of 1871 bought faree numbers
of clearly “torged’ photographs showing the
wtrowvitics” ot the Paris Commune,  In
addition i Little mdustry spratg up around
the sale ol prisly photographs of workers
cxecuted i the reactionary terror alter the
defeat of the Commung,

Esen more strikmg s Jo Spence’s article
dbout the wav women were prescoted

l
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The adman’s view of women—during the
war, and after.

during the Second World War, Belore the
wir, advertising showed women being
women  housewives and seoretarnes. Dur-
ingrthe war, when women moved into heavy
industry i large numbers  there
adivertisements leaturing wonen as welders,
machinisis, et Immediately alter the war,
the emphasis shilted back (o home and
lamily: the twext of one advert for Milk ol
Magnesii began: Ty e said good-bye to that
war job, and now I'm going to enjov the

WeTe

simple home life e been so caperly
planning’,

The book deserves g wide audicnee:
nothing  better has yer been produced.

However Fhave soine reservations ghout the
political direction ol the book.

[or cxample the cditors want to buld a4
mode] of e use of phatographs in the class
struggle which derved from the attempts by
the Communist Parties m the 19200s and
19307 to organise those workers tnterested
i photopraphy and prodoace a proletarian
phetography. s ralses two prohlems.

Fhe hirst s the extent to whieh these
artenipts were marked by the shifts in the
hine ot the Comintern during that period. In
sonnie al the essass here. particularhy those
transhated from the German. there is a heasy
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dose of “miao=stalinesC polities wlich praises
the maoest sectarian ultra-left phase  of
Comintern policy between 1925 and 1935,
In the essay on Britain, which covers both
this period and the later shift to the right
alter Y935, there is clear evidence that this
aftected the photographic organisations but
the author does not explore these matters,
The conseguence is that a book winch s
concerncd  with polines fights shy of
discussions of actual politices.

The second problem s the mirror image
ol the diest, Wohile 1038 true thatthe direction
ol the various movements in the 19300 were
deeply mntluenced by the chinges of line of
the Comintern, it also true that the general
conditton lor them oxisting at all was the
tact that there were oreanised workers
parties which took the inttiative to set them
up and keep them going. But when 1t comes
tod perspective for contemporiry waork i
socilist  photography,  none ol the
contributors  with  the  partial -
ception of Bob Goldenithe manwho did the
Nazi snahe paster Tor Soculist Worker)
lalk about the relationship of their work o
Ay of the orpanised political currents on the
it Rather, we huve the relationship
botween photographers and various poorl
deiined "'movenients™

Now o this s partdy the mevitahle result
hoth ol the Luck of any generally aceepted
aternatve on the lett with the same stature
a8 that enjoved by the Comintern and of the
sall resources that are avadable trom the
lett for thissort of work. But s not entirels
artinevitable result. Fxen fthe contobutors
oy mot believe thut, to ke the abyvions
example. the SWI s the was torward, then
they need ot least te be clear as o the
differences between their situation and 1hat
abf their rightly Chosen muodels. Tdeailv, one
obf the thines that Phoropraplie Fofries 2
could start to ook ol
relitionship between the organised [edt and

5 proecisely the

socitlist phatographers,

But thoese criticisms are marpinal com-
pared to the read value of the book. Anyvone
whao wants to start o work ont the wiins o
which capitadism twasts and distorts cven the
supposcdly ‘neutral” photogoph and o
learn something about the wavs inwhich the
working-class movement has fought back
<hould bus this book and read i 1is well-
produced and cheap by modern standards,
It s a model of eriucal thought ahow
capitalism,

Henry Brandler
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['head

.o particular preee
f land which 15 10 some way unified and
dmlml from all others, 15 o product ol the

co ol anation”

ape of the bourpeoisic. It rests on the
matenial foundation that the capitalist cliass
needed o unified wrritory free ot ontside
mmterterence to develop their irade and
prosperity, Qut ol that need grew the wdeas
of “patriotism” and ‘love of one's country.”

Like all ideas. these do not have fixed
MCHNINES.
capitiahsm  they ideis.

WO DrOgressive

Robspicrre. St Just und the other leaders of

the French Revoelution called themselves
patniots’ an their hight apanst the reac-
tieniry artistocrady who regarded land and
peoples ax the private property of Kings and
princes to be traded according 1o the
apportunitics of war and dynasty. Today,in
countries oppressed by imperialist nations,
reland for example. to be apatriot’ 1s to be

prepared o light against the subjugation of

one naltion by another,

But in old imperialist nations like Britain
the term has quite another meaning: it now
means defence ol the exasting order againsi
all who threaten (b

We o saw last month how imperialism
wreeks the society and economy of whole

continents, Ttos usually qustified im terms of

somue sort of ‘civilising mission,” Britain, as
one of the aldest imperialist powers, has
siflercd o great deal from this problem.
Tingoism is one of the more hyswerieal
forms.

I he teem entered popular currency. s the
Jictomars
I578, which ran as tollowse

W don't wanl to fight:
But by hingoo o we do,

ot LS

‘ﬂ.'r‘w got the men, we've got the shups,

Weoelve ot the money toa.

By i curtous irony, the enemy i guestion
then was Russioe which wis then at war with
lurkey and the popular song was part of 4
war tever designed o ensure British support
lor the barbarous Lurkish government,

| he song sums up the new meaning of

patriotism’ perleetly, The myvstical "We

In the period of the rise of

trom o popular song of

is for sweet
Jingoism.

that the

~ bosses
| all think of

the first.

who sang the song contained capitalists who
certainly did have “the money” and workers
who certainly did not. The tunction ot this
sort of idea was. and s, to canceal class
ditferences and to pretend that there 1s some
sort of common bond betweeh the gorped
and the starving,

In order to dothis it s necessary to appeal
to the hasest and most ircational aspects of
human behaviour. as a writer in [898 elearly
recognised:

A large number of the Tommics had

never been under lire before... and there

wis a4 curious  look  of  suppressed
excitement n some of the taces.., MNow
and then [ caught in a man’s eve the
curious gleam which comes from the jov
of  shedding  blood  that mystenious
impulse which, despite all the veneer of
civilisation, still holds its own ina man’s

nature, whether he s killing rats with a

errier, rejoicing in a prize fight. playing a

salmon or potting dervishes. Itwasa fing

duy and we were out to Kill somethimg.

Call 1t what vou like. the experience 18 4

hig factor in the jov ol living.

The murdenng ot the inhabitants ol the
Soudan is presented as the satistaction of
some natural human need and the local
populatoen s placed in the siame citegory as
rats.

|'he most famous cxpression of these
sentiments was by the arch-Tingo Rudyard
Kipling who coined the phrase "The Whte
Man's Burden® as the title of poem he wrote
to encourage Jingoism in the LSA in FRYY:

Take up the White Man™s Burden

Send torth the best ve breed

Go hind vour sons Lo exile

[ o serve your captive’s need:

To wait in heavy harness

On fluttered tolk and wild

Your new-caught, sullen peoples.

Hall devil and half child.

But the ideas of the Jingoes are not only
used (o qusthity the slaughter and explioita-
non of black people. They are also used
whenever one imperialist power quarrels
with another over the spoils. [n the arms

race which preceeded the irst mmperialist
war there was gontinual agitution divected
apainst Germany, Once again, the musie
halls coined the popular slogan of "We want
Fight, And we won't wuit” The “Eight” in
question were the number of new battleships
the imperialists wanted to be able to fight
the rising German Empire, They pot what
they witntod.

They also pot the war they wanted. and

this wux the vecasion Tor an outhurst of

hysterical fingoism. Onee agdin, Kipling was
i the vanguard. even robbing the literary
grave of the Jobin Bunvan lor
supposed anti-German sentiments:

Fmmanue!™s vinpuard dyving

For right and not {or righis,

My [ord Appolivon lving

1o the State-kept Stockholmites.

The Pope. the swithering Neutrals.

T he Katser and his ot

T heir roles, their goals,

sy

He knew and drew the tot,

The importance of the ideis of the Jingoues
is not their internal logic or Iterary qualities
but the fact that they have olten ganed
widespread support amongst the working
class: over a million working class men
voftntcered 1o Nght betore conseription was
mtroduced in 1916,

Conseyuent. v, the socialist movement has
always  been  delermined
Jingoism and patriotism. The working class

s 1 LOs

ther nakes

has nothing to gain from the continuation ot

national frontiers or the wars wiged 1o
defend them. It has cvervthing to lose by
lining up behind its own bosses i order to
kill other workers Lined up behind thorr
hosses.

But the ideas of jingoism have olten been
diflicult to withstand and there have been
many  occasions  when  socalists have
capitulated to their own ruling classes. The
most famous example s, onee apan, the
first imperialist wiar when the leaders. and
many of the rank-and-tile. of the socialist
movement throughout Europe supported
thet” country.

The ideas of jimgoism are sull part of the
stock-in-trade of the ruling cluss. Thatcher
and Carrington use them to Justity a new
arms race when they speak of “the free world”
facing “the Russians’. TPhey (ry to divert
working  class  attention  away  from
problems Liced at home and dircet hostility
against an  outside enemy. But British
workers face no  threat rom  Russian
workers: the squabhhles of the ruling clisses
in cach country are of e value to s,

The deselopment of caprtabism nsclt has
rendered the nation-state out of date. lor
prodoction now takes place ona world scale
and the real divisions are not betweon
nations but between workers overvwhere
and bosses evervwhere, In Mars’s phriase:

“T'he working class has no Fatherland.” In
the tace of the mounting hvstoi ot the
hosess and their mass medig we have to fight
hard agdinst the

JIREZOISIL,

Colin Sparks

opponents  of

‘conjurer’s gihberish' of




