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A day to be
ashamed of?

‘Same ministers believe the only way o stem
public secior pay demands this autiimn witl be
for several major nationalised industries to
face it our with their unions through prolonged
strikes. They feel the governmenrt should use
i1s relative popularity now 1o prepare public
ojpinion for what may be « difficulr aurumn.”
(Financial Times 9 May)

Confrontation between the government
and the working class movement is far from
over. In recent weeks the government has
felt a confidence lacking in the earlier part of
the winter, when even senior ministers were
leiting slip jibes about *“The Mad Monk” and
“Thar waman’. The confidence comes from
success in ridimg out the steel strike, success
in imposing the cuts, success in pushing
through the Employment Bill, and, finally,
success in facing up to the TUC on 14 May.

Their problem is that these successes have
not vet been translated into victory where it
really matters, on the wages front. Earnings
are siill more or less keeping abreast of pri-
ces. And it is this that the government is
determined to stop by renewed confronta-
tien in key sectors in the months ahead.

The starting point of government think-
ing has been the Day of Action. This was a
symbolic display of strength, with the TUC
and the government each trying to show the
extent of its support. It was the first time
since 1926 the TUC had ever gone as far as
1o say it wanted workers to stop work in a
protest at government policy. it was the first
time the government and the press had
employed the scare tactics previously used
with effect against particular groups of wor-
kers or unions against the TUC as such (wit-
ness the ludicrous Daily Express talk of
‘Lemin Murray’). And the government came
out best from this contest,

Everything was not gloomy from the left's
point of view on 14 May, The numberiaking
strike action—it must have been about a
millicn—was greater than in the unofficial
one day political strikes of 1969, 1970 and
1971 or even in the official TUC day of
action 1n 1973, And the number
demonstrating—about a guarter of a mil-
lion altogether—wuas an extraordinarily
high proportion of the strikers for this coun-
try. The determination and bitterness ol the
minonty who did take action was impres-
“sive. Nevertheless, the day had been build up
be.fore hani{:l by the union leaders asa natio-
nal stoppage (Murray had at one stage gone
50 tar as to say it would be like Christmas
Day) and by the press as a one-day general
strike. And by those standards, it was a flop.

A strengthening of the right

It 18 not anly the government that has gained
new heart from 14 May. So too have the
right wing inside the trade union movement
nationally. They are using the iow turnouwt
to argue that the left is out of touch with the

mood ot the membership. They can be
expected to push for a retreat even from
verbal opposition to the Employvment Bill
and, 1n particular, step up their arguments
to accept government money for secret
ballots. As they gain in confidence, the
Chapple-Duffy axis will be joined by new
figures. What that means is shown graphi-
cally at the [sle of Grain, where they are
organising official scabbing against even the
ultra-moderate GMWU.

The ‘left’ bureaucrats also have got some-
thing out of 14 May _even if the overall result
will mean that they must take second place
to the right within the inner councils of the
TUC. They now have a fice ready answer ta
any rank and filer who calls for generalised
industrial action against the government’s
polices, or for solidarity with other workers
fighting back. They will say: “We stuck our
necks out on 14 May and look what hap-
pened. You can’t expect us to do thatagain.’
Talk of 'general strikes' has been effectively
silenced for ar least the next few months.

Onc early casualty of the shift 1o the right
i$ likely to be the left inside the Labour
Party. What has given them their appeal to
activists in the last vear has been their suc-
cess in dominating the Labour Party Execu-
tive and victories at the annual conference.
They sounded credible when they argued:
“Joi us i one {ast push to get controt of the
selectton of MPs and the choice of the
Labour Party leader and then we will work
wonders’. Our reply was to argue rhat the
left’s victories would still leave decisive
power  with  entrenched, cglected-for-life
bureaucrats who control the great union
block votesat the party conlerences. While a
section of these same bureaucrats were pre-
pared to go along with he left, our argument
lacked a cutting edge. Now that they are
moving back 1o the right, the chickens will
come home to roost.

In fact, that process has already started.
First Alex Kitson, a leading left trade union
figure, agreed to withdraw from the crucial
inguiry on party organisation. Then the
AUEW Nauonal Commitiee removed from
the left-dominated Labour Party delegation
their control over the casting of the block
vote at Conference, The results of May 14
will accelerate that process.
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The Wages [ront

The relative fatlure of May 415 not going to
mean an end to industrial action. The pat-
tern of the last nine months has beenfor one
big sectional battle 10 follew another as dif-
ferent groups of employers have taken the
offensive against their workers. Only in the
case of Leyland have the employers achie-
ved complete success. In commercial televi-
sion, engingering, steel and, recently,
general printing the results have been much
more mixed. But that has not stopped the
offensive. On the contrary, it has encou-
raged the emplovers to widen their scope in
search of a resounding victory. Like the
government, they will be further encourapged
by 14 May.

And so the battle over pay is going to be
one of the areas in which the small, hard left
minority which was prepared to face cutthe
press and the government and strike and
demonstrate last month will be crucial. The
test will be how far it can be mobilised n
solidarity with those workers who are fight-
ing back.

The new law

Another area will be the Employment Bill.
The Day of Action was initially going to be
over that, but in the run up the trade union
teaders quictly down-played it. They are lik-
ely to play it down ¢ven more now.

The contrast with 1970/7] is marked.
Then the struggle against the Industrial
Relations Act was rhe focus for the great
strikes and demonstrations. The conse-
quence was that when the time came for
defiance of the law there was already a
widespread feeling of solidarity upon which
to build. Without this build-up it 15 going Lo
be very much harder to fight the new bill.

This is especially true over the question of

secret baltlots, which is always a difficult
issue to argue anyway. Butitwill also be true
with threats o sue unlawful’ pickets for
damages and with injunctions against
‘secondary’ blacking. There will be no spe-
cial I[ndustrial Relations Court which the
unions are pledged to boveott 1n advance.
instead, there is the danger that it will be
apparent!v isolated individual strikers and
weak groups of workers wha will face the
ordinary courts.

All of these difficulties mean that the
socialists will have [o step up our campaign
agaisnt the Bill. Tt the law is notsuccesstully
defied in its first couple of vears, then unton
activists at every tevel will begin to take 1t for
granted that there are secret ballots, that the
numhber of pickets has to be restricted and
that certain sorts of blacking are ruled outin
advance. The employers will have succeeded

in altering the established framework ol

industrial relations and will have gonc part

of the way towards altering the balance of

power in industry to their advantage.

1t will be to that minoriy of workers who
tought on May 14 and who will want both to
support new wage battles and dety the new
law that the revolutionary left will have to
ook in the months ahead. The right wing
may be able to deflect our slogans from
having an impact on the movement as a
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whole. But there is an enormous amount ol
ground to be made by addressing ourselves
to the minority and by calling upon them to
join us in united fronts of resistance to the
Tory offensive.

In uniens where the right wing i1s on the
offensive both individual revolutionaries
and rank and file groups can gain a good
deal of ground by addressing themsclves to
activist disturbed by this trend. organised or
disorganised. There is a real possibility that
we can provide the focus for resistance to
any attempt by the right to consolidate s
advance,

An example of what can be done s being
shown in the engineering union where the
rank and file group, the Charter, has called
on ather sections of the lett to join it a
conference to discuss how to stop the
retreat. With suitable modifications, the
same strategy can be applicd in other unions
and in the localities. And, 11 addituon to
providing a focus for a tightback, the ikely
difficultics of the Labour left mean that
there will be an increasing number of pecople
ready to take seriously the arguments tor
revolutionary socialism.

The day itself

A lot of what actually happened on May
14th still remains clouded in mystery, Four
weeks later the attitude of almost all union
leaderships to the Day of Action was typl-
fied by the fact that nonc of them—let alone
the TUC—had any clear idea of how many
or who came out. So any analysis of the
response is bound to be partial and
inadequate.

There are. however, several general points
which stand oul.

i) There was much weaker backing tor
strike action in private industry—espectally
engineering—than in the public sector.

i1}  The numbers who came out were
pretty much the same as on the only pre-
vious occasion when the TUC backed politi-
cal strike action—May st 1973—but the
places which stopped were very difterent,

(i) There were cerain notable
industrics—above all the c¢ar industry—
where the call for action was hardly even
pul, tet alone turned down.

ivi While a lot ot big lactories worked
‘normally’ (or nearly so) there wore stoppa-
ges in smaller planis.

v) There was a fantasuc vartation bel-
ween reglons in support for strike actions—
and in Scotland the picture was of a near
general strike.,

vi) In nearly all the pluces where the
arguments were put strongly and boldly.
there was considerable support for stoppa-
ges. even in places not noted for their pist
militianey,

So we have a general picture which bears
out a lot of what has been said i Socialis
Review and saciafist Wearker over the past
ning months. Real problems with stewards
arganisation in a lot of industrics; fears ot
recession and closure sapping militaney—

though not when the counter-arguments are
being put; organisation in some smaller pla-
ces considerably better than in the ‘traditio-
natly militant” like Longbridge or Fords
Dugenham: still a lot of militancy 1n the
public sector—particularly teachers and
local government workers,

The difference between stopping and nol
stopping scems 1o have depended in most
cases on how militants responded Lo the
oflensive from the press and the night wing.
They were faced with orchestrated hostility
to action, of the sorr which many had never
mel betore. From one factory atter another
coime repurts of those in favour of the stop-
page being called “Communists’.  with
groups  of workers under nght wing
intluence showing a rarc delermination to
work it they got the chance.

The easiest thing in the world was 1o
retreat before they hysteria and say nolhing.
This was especially the case where stewards
had in the past tended e rest on their laurels
and not worry over much about explammng
clearly to the membership what they were
doing and why elementary trade union orga-
nisation was so important. The steward cal-
ling for action could seem as remote 10 mosl
of the members as the national trade union
official culling on them to make a display of
individual conscience and give up a Jday’s
money,

Yet the very bitterness of the opposition
tor the call potarised atttudes and opened up
olher gronps of workers to the arguments of
militant socialists where these were put. It
was here that the cffectiveness of things
argued lor some time by the SWP really
showed 1tselfs the taking of political argu-
ments onto the shop tloor, the refusal 1o
place all your hopes an resolutions passed
by union bodies or stewards committees, the
regulur production of bulletins explumning to
the ordinary members what is happening.
the organisation of sectional meeungs o
disguss lssues at length betore goimg (o miss
mectings (o take an all-factory vote, Where
this approach was adopted. the tndications
are that activists had more than an evens
chance of publing action on the 14th.

trven in i place where the call tor action
sparked a considerable backlash, Gardners
in Manchester, the fact that u sevies ol lea-
ttets, Irom the stewards, the SWP, the CP,
subseguently wenr in meant a reasonable—
300 —respanse on the day itselt. The Tact
that s tew people are putting this hne was
also shown in Manchester when the con-
venor of OEC Transmissions {the old Metro
Vickers plant that wsed to dominate the
Munchester trade umon movement)
approached the SWP (o get a leafter out.

Manchester was nol excepuotal moany
cense—hough the AUEW Stockport dis-
trict commtittee was one of the wery lew
which produced its own leaflets and lairly
vood response on the shop tloor. A few
signiticant plunts stopped or had lurge num-
bers on strike—GOEC Openshaw, Francis
Shaws, Gardners, GEC Transmissions: but
other traditional *left’ fuctonies were work-
it pretiy normally, A lotof funknown’ pla-
cos with o few hundred workers or so, had
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sizeable stoppages, or what the engineering
employers delicately described as large-scale
absenteeism.

This was also very apparent in the
London area, where factory support for
stoppages might have been expected to be
very peor indeed. Both in Walthamstow and
in North West London there were quite sig-
nificant numbers of meditm-sized plants out
for the day.

It 15 worth remembering that the charac-
teristic of the most recent Leyland strikes
(sec our last 1ssue) was that the most mil-
ttancy and the best organisation occurred in
the relatively small plants, where stewards
were In touch and involved the membership
cansistently.

What about the Midlands, the heart of the
AUEW right-wing? Again—if you look at
the really large plants and the motor indus-
try, the picture is pretty black. At Long-
bridge there was not even a call by the
leading stewuards for a stoppage. Nothing
much happened in the Lucas plants either,
with the exception of minority stoppages at
Lucas Chester Street and Formans Road.
But some places did come out, GKN Hardy-
Spicer was one major factory which stop-
ped. Rubery Owen had one factory shut,
some of Birmid closed and two of the private
steelworks owned by Duports stopped, as
did Ansells Brewery.

Several other arcas—South Yorkshire,
Tyneside, Merseyside——show up samething
of the same pattern, with a few well-known
firms shutting, and a lot more small stoppa-
izes which went almost unnoticed. The reaily
exceptional place, however, was Scotland
where in Glasgow the plants that worked
were the exceptions and where there was
overwhelming support on the railways. If
the figure for the whole of Britain comes to
about one million on strike, something like a
quarter of this action was in Scotland.

But unfortunately the action did not
spread {rom the strong to the weak areas.
This was especially noticeable on the rail-
ways. The strike in Scotland was near toal,
there were a tot out in the Midlands and in
parts of London—but very little

coardination.
Things were very similar on the London

buses. London Transport admitted 1o nine
garages completely closed—among them
most of the strong usually militant—but
thcre was bardly any attempt to get the
others out—even though the Central Bus
Conference had voted 60 to 4 for a strike—
ant almost umgue decision!

An Owverall View

Taken overall the Day of Action in industry
shows up’ some harrible weaknesses—
together with some reasonably good respon-
ses 1n the mines, print, docks and
shipbuilding.

Finally, the public sector services. 1t is
impossible to give any sort of accurate total
tor those who came ourt for the whole, or
half, day. Roughly 40—50,000 teachers
seem to have been on strike. This excludes
Scotland, where the EIS has been in dispute
anyway. There were a large number of

NALGO members out as well—again it 15
very hard 1o estimate the size of the stop-
page. Both teachers and local government
workers were prominent—sometimes the
largest contingents—on all the local demon-
strations. The avil service stoppages were
complicated both by the uneven effect of the
transport strike in London and by the fact
that a large number of CPSA activists were
at conference. In the Health Service the
stoppages were stli further confused by
union instructions to maintain emergency
services. This guaranteed a very partial sup-

Paradoxically, May 14 itself provides one of
the most powerfu] arguments for the possi-
bility of beating the Tory Emplovyment Bill:
The way in which the print union, NAT-
SOPA, defied with impunity a injunction
forbidding a strike.

It was Trafalgar House, the owners of the
Express who tried to use the courts to intitmi-
date their workforce. Matthews has long
been known for connections with employ-
ers’ organisations hike the Economic Lea-
gue. But ali the other Fleet Strect employers
and, indeed, bosses clsewhere were eagerly
watchimyg Mr. *Right 10 Manage' Matthews’
efforts.

The reasor: why it should be NATSOPA,
alone of the four umons involved, that
detied the ruling is very intersting. The NGA
had just had a big success in its dispute with
the general print emplovyers® group, the Brit-
ish Printing Industries Federation (BPIF).
NATSOPA and 5OGAT had already settled
with the BPIF and the Newspaper Society
ont termns which were not only worse finan-
cially but which also had other extremely
bad strings attached. Apparently, the pro-
vincial members of the NATSOPA Execu-
tive Council rebelled over the injunction
becausc thev felt that NATSOPA had been
shown up badly by the NGA’s achievements
in its dispute, and nceded to repair its cre-

Crusader cops out

port among key groups of worker.

What is clear about the public sector is
that there was much more widespread activ-
ity In every area than in private industry,
The significance of this is that it is looking
more and more clear that the government’s
next step on the wages front is going to
imvelve some major confrontation in the
Health Service, in local authorities or in
teaching—the three areas which contributed
most support, in terms of numbers, to the
action on May l4th.

David Beecham,

dentials as a fighting union.

Bui, whatever the reasons, the NAT-
SOPA decision was important. And Express
Newspapers' reaction to their defiance was
even more important. They backed down
completely and decided not to go back to the
court to get the injunctien enforced, and
they withdrew their letter to employees
threatening dismissal for anyone not report-
ing for work on May 14.

At the time of writing, the Express has
said that they may not let the matter stand
there. But their climbdown in the face of a
solid stand by just one union was a signifi-
cant defeat.

Just to add insult to injury for Matthews,
Express workers stopped the Express and
Star for the [5th time in retaliation for the
producticn in Manchester of 180,000 copies
of the Express issued on May 14,

The lessons of the episode are two-fold, In
the first place, a defeat for the employers in
one area—the BPIF dispute—can have a
knock-on effect with workers taking a more
militant position elsewhere. Secondly, and
very importantly, if unions stand up to the
law then the law may well back down, for
the last thing the ruling class wants at the
moment is general secretaries in jail.

Jane Bernstein
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A knife at the giant’s throat

Mike Gonzales looks at recent events

Fighteen months ago, Latin America
presented a gloomy picture. In Argentina,
Chile, Uruguay, Paraguay military
regimes ‘defended Western civilisation’
(according to Argentina’s Videiz} by
brutal and systematic repression. These
‘garrison states’, as they have been
called, were capitalism’s reply to the
attemptis at reform and economic
growth briefly set in motion at the
beginning of the decade.

1t had become very clear very quickly
that any reform, however mild, would
call into guestion the unequal and sub-
ordinate relationship between the
countries of Latin America and a world
market organised according to the
interests of the ‘developed’ world, The
alternative to reform had already been
set in motion in Brazil in 1964, and
exposed in its most cynical and savage
form in the Chile of the Gorillas after
1973,

In Central America the entrenched
military dynasties oversaw societies
where even reform was impossible, as
the brief regime of Arbenz in Guatemala
(1953-4) had shown. The alternative
strategy was to reintegrate the economies
of Latin America into the world market
as producers of primary or raw materials
and as providers of a non-unionised and
militarised labour force for the mmulti-
national companies.

Taday the picture is very different.

The Nicaraguan revolution overthrew
the oldest dynasty of them all
Somoza's. In El Salvador there is naked
confrontation between the army and
the masses as governments iook on im-
potently. And Honduras has been
obliged to hold elections for the first
time in many ycars.

Brazil, during the last year, has seen
the beginnings of organised political
opposition to the most sophisticated
and ‘successful® military regime of them
all coupled with a senes of militant
political strikes by powerful sections of
the working class.

On the other hand, it would be
dangerous and foolhardy to shout
‘triumph’ without recognising how much
is at stake and how high the price
that must be paid. Faced with the
Nicaraguan revolution, the government
of Guatemala has received massive in-
jections of US military aid which have
been used to murder and terrorise all
and any political opponents - be they
hourgeois politicians or striking peasants.
Uruguay, Argentina and Chile are still
sceking  their thousands of missing
political prisoners, and working class
organisation is still undertaken at the
risk of torture or death,

Yet the balance of forces has
changed:; the working class has again
become a key actor in the political lite
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af the continent. And it is, al this time,
in Peru and Bolivia that the next step
will be determined. In Peru, Presidential
and Congressional elections have Just
taken place: in Bolivia the new govern-
ment will be elected on June 29,

It is nat a matter in either case of the
left winming the elections: Lhat is just
not possible. What is important is that
in Peru the elections were only called
after national strikes and demonstrations
hy workers in 1977 in the Constiluent
elections a vear later the lelt won
neaily 30 per cent ot the vote, The task
[or Lhe revolutionary organisations then
was to translate ihat electoral supporl
into permanent forms of orgamsalion
for strugele. The results of the recent
elections, though not yet complete,
scem to suggest that a feft that could
not establish a wunited front for the
clections has lost a Jarge part of Lhal
support; hut the lask remains the
SaAnie and the Peruvian working class
have shown time and again over the last
tw vears its willingness to fight.

in Bolivia the election results will he
academic either way ., bul if there i1s an
election it will be the direct result of the
activity and mobilisation ot the Bolivian
workers through the COB (the nalional
trade union organisation). laced with
attemmpts 1o carry  through malitary
coups, the workers have taken lo the

strecls and orsanised against the mili-
tary, Here too, the nicetivs ol govern-
ment have siven way to o permanent
and direct struggle hetween classes.

In the months to come the issue for
workers is very clear. The situation is
noil identical in every country: there
are no universal models to export from
one state to another. One thing is very
clear, however: the key to the future is
not military strength, nor the heroism
of the people. It is the political co-
ordination of the mass movement led
by an organised working class exercising
its economic and pelitical power and
presenting a conscious politicai alter-
native.

Nicaragua

Nicaragua is sUllin many ways, the key
(o the Tulure ol Central America. Faced
with the demonstration ellect in the
countries bordering on Njcaragua, the
('8 povermnent  has  ahandoned  ils
attempts o ‘huy’ lhe Sandinistas and
turned ils attention instead Lo midilary
containment, by rushing new arms 10
the armies of Guatemaka, Bl Salvador
and Honduras.
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Internally, Nicaragua remains a field

of conflict between ditferent and oppos-
ing interests; and the recent resignation
of two leading figures in the original
governing junta has not made the
sitnation any clearer.

Sa. Chamorro, wife of a powertul
businessman assassinated before the
overthrow of Somoza, was always an
unlikely member ot the pgovernment.
She resigned two months ago, claiming
ill health. In late April. Robelo, a
figure much more clearly associated with
business interests, also resigned. Some
months before, Robelo had formed his
own party (the MDN  Natfiwonal Demo-
cratic Movement) with an eye to the
Council of State that was to be formed.
And he had attacked the Sandinistas for
using the literacy campaign as an
opportunity for political education,

The ruling junta was reduced to three,
and the question of its future com-
position -- and of the Council of State
about to be formed — would clearly
now be crucial. Robelo, for his part,
clearty felt that the time had come to
draw the various bourgols organisations
into a common {ront hehind his MDN.
Yet, despite. previous rumours, the
Sandinista government announced that
two new members would be appointed
to the junta and that neither wouid be a
Sandinista,

Whatever its public criticism, the
businessmen’s  organisation  COSEP
clearly did not fecl that the government
had reached the moment of the revolu-
tionary turn -- and its representatives
did join the Council of State. 50 what is
the Council?

(One view popular on the left inter-
nationally® is that contained in [nter-
cortinental Press {5 May). Wt carried the
headline *Sandinistas announce worker-
peasant majority in Council of State’’
Clearly the magazine regarded this as a
majar victory in the class struggle. Yet
in this they commit the same error as
the Sandinistas. They assume that the
clase struggle 15 hetween the Sandinista
governinient and the bourgoisie; in other
words, that the Sandinistas are the
political voice of the working classes in
MNicaragua,

If that were so, the workers and
peasants in the Council of State would
he elected delegates who would choose
the government, which would then he
the direct representative of (he working
classes. Yet {nterncontinental Press fails
to tell its readers that the 47-person
Council of State has no power, its
functions are purely advisory and it has
no control over the actions or decisions
of the government junta.

This suggests (as we have argued in
previous articles) that the Nicaraguan
state is not the highest expression of the
interests of the working class, but a
negotiator and arbitrator between inte-
rests. If. in the end, that conflict of
interests resolves itself in the workers’
favour, it will be because the indepen-
dent organisations of the working class
have developed to the point where they
can seize power. The government can
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certainly make it easier or more diffi-
cult to do so - but it cannot do it on
behalf {or instead) of the class.

{t’s against this hackground that we
should look at the latest developments,

Economy and society

Significant sectors of the economy
remain in private hands — especially the
key cotton crop. US economic aid of
75 million dollars was finally hlocked
by Congress, and the Nicaraguans have
now signed trade agreements with
Russia and Cuba. But these new agree-
ments have coincided with renewed
guarantees (see Latin America Weekly
Report {2 May) to private enterprise
that the government would provide
capital provided that production con-
tinued, 1t is true, of course, that local
and factory Sandinista Defence Com-
mittees have been insisting that pro-
duction doe¢s continue, much to the
irritation of private capital. On the
other hand, the government’s princi-
pal priority is production, and they
have condemned strikes for higher
wapes as irresponsible, jaitling members
of the Stalinist Nicaraguan Communist
Party and the Maoist Frente Obrero for
encouraging them.

Clearly, reconstruction and €conomic
development is a ceniral prierity. Yet it
is hard to see how the full reorganisation
of the economy along new lings can

take place while private capital con-
tinues to control key areas of pro-
duction — and there is no strategy for
changing that situation.

The last few weeks have provided
saome insights into Nicaragua’s foreign
policy too. Sandinista representatives
have attended fwo recent conferences,
the first, organised by the 3Second
International, was attended by Willy
Brandt and Maric Socares among others;
the second called by COPPPAL, brought
together the social democratic and
Christian Democratic parties of Lafin
America, The irony is that the object of
both was to contain the impact of
Nicaragua; for example, the reformist
parties of Latin America have shown
much less enthusiasm for supporting the
growing movement in El Savador than
they did for the struggle against Somoza.

Here again the policy is one of con-
tainment; and the Sandinistas them-
selves clearly support the idea when
they call for a *peace zone’ in (entral
Aimnerica,

The Nicaraguan Revolution, then,
remains afoot - but ambiguous; and the
resignation of Chamorro and Robelo
cannot be read as a reaction to further
radicalisation of the process in that
small country — only as a new tactic by
sections of the bourgecisie In their
attempts to hold and advance their
power over the Nicaraguan economy.

Little to lose in Peru

The new president of Peru is a man
calied Federico Belaunde, or ‘Fred
Blundy’ as his friends call him (repor-
ted by Richard Gott, Guardian (22 May)
because he so loves all things English, It
is a sad ¢nu to a process that began 12
years ago with fanfares from all and
sundry (including Fidel) proclaiming the
new lLatin American revelution,

When, in 1968, the army led by
General Yelasco took power, it was with
a programme of radical social reform.
The man the military ousted from
government had come to powerin 1963
with a similar-sounding programme pro-
mising far-reaching reforms. He rapidly
betrayved all his promises then; his name
... 'ederico Belaunde!

Belaunds became President in 1963 at
the head of an organisation called
Accion Popular. AP was an organis-
ation led hy the new urban middle class
which had profited trom the extension
of foreign investment from mining and
export agriculture inte manufacturng
industry in the 1950s, Peru had always
been an open field for foreign invest-
ment; 1t was virtually the only country
in Latin America which did not adopt
some form of protectionism in the
wake of the 1929 economic crisis.

Belaunde’s AP had no intention of
changing this situation; but he hoped
with his populist demagoguery, to
head off a growing discontent through-

out the country. In 1961-2, a massive
movement of peasanis had developed in
the high Andes; its best known leader
was the Trotskyist Hugo Blanco (one of
the candidates to the Presidential elec-
tion this wear}. The rising had been
brutally suppressed and Blanco jailed
for 20 years (his original death sentence
having been abandoned through inter-
national pressure).

Belaunde’s promaise of nationalisations
of Peru’s key resources (particularly o)
and of a wide-ranging agranian reform
came to nothing, In 1965, a guerrilla
campaign was savagely put down by
the army under Belaunde’s orders, By
1967, the *populist’ president had built
one major highway and vastly increased
Peru’s dependence on a foreign capital
that once again controlled all the
country’s important raw materials and
agricultural exports,

The project for national economic
growth had failed; the standard of living
of the working class had fafles dramati-
cally, and the demands of the peasantry
remained unanswered,

The Velasco government was seen as
a ‘new third, road’ in Latin America.
Velasco claimed his government would
be ‘neither capitalist nor communist’ —
the object was state control over an
economy in process of growth, and a
shift of resources into industry. The
experiment was a ¢complex ong, and too
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contradictory to explore here. But by
1675 it was clear that, although Peru
had shifted resources out of the tradi-
tionat sectors (mining and export agri-
culture}, expropriating the old land-
owners and the foreign-owned mines, it
had not escaped from the laws of captal-
istn. The lack of capital led it back into
the hands of the IMF, where the ‘third
way’ foundered and sank. Velasco was
replaced by another, far more conser-
vative General, Morales, under whose
guidance Peru again became the servant
of the industrialised world and an un-
equal participant in the world economy.

Under Morales, the austerity measures
insisted on by the IMF brought new un-
employment, a falling standard of living
for the whole working population, the
suspension of civil rights and the suppres-
sion of all opposition, Yet in June and
July 1977 a series of massive strikes
culminated inm a national general strike
which opened a new period in Peru.
Morales’ response was to announce
elections to a Constituent Assembly in
1978, and to the Presidency in 1980,

The 1978 elections were a massive
surprise for the organisations of the
revolutionary left. Together, they re-
ceived nearly 30 per cent of the total
vote. This huge vote exposed both the
strength and the weakness of the left.
The strength, because the UPeruvian
people had not been deluded by the
new barrage of populist promises. Weak-
ness, because of the many organisations
_of the Peruvian left, none of them could
claim political leadership of any signifi-
cant number of workers in struggle. The
jssue was now to build that support -
which was still merely electoral  into
permanent® form organised within the
working class movement. In 1975, no
left group could claim more than a lew
hundred members at most; vet the class
had shown its combativity and ifs anger
in the struggles ol the previous year.

There was never any question of the
left winning .the elections, of course.
But that was not the issue; the pomnt
was to use the election campaign to
draw workers towards the organisations
of the left, towards socialist ideas, and
to provide the mass movement, which
already existed, with a political direc-
tion.

At the beginning ot this year, the
decision to draw all the left organis-
atinns into two united fronts looked
promising (they were ARIL, drawing in
Maoist groups and ‘Trotskyist organs-
ations, with Hupgo Blanco as Lheir
candidate; and Fill, including the CP
and the party representing the original
‘spirit of 196%°, with Ledesma as 11s
man),

The ohjective conditions of the work-
ing «class were (and are} appalling:
wages were (in 19749) at 62 per cent ot
their 1973 level: around one million
inhahitants of Lima werce sulferning from
malnutrititon, and rezl unemployment
was. esiimated at 298 per vent, The
mass movement had shown its willing-
ness to take the government on,

By April. the coalitions had {ragmen-

ted, and there were over 20 Presidential
candidates. 1t appears that the lett vote
as a whole was around half what it had
heen in 197%; but that of itself is not
important. The key issue is how far the
left has built a base in the class, won the
working class fighters and has z strategy
for building, with them, a revolutionary

There's little room f{or sunbathing on
Miami beach - just across from the

devastated city these days, as the
refugee boats come in from Cubdz and
Haiti. At first, Carter must have been
well pleased with this little diversion
from the failures of the army in lran.
With Reagan breathing down his neck,
Carter has turned hawk.

A vyear ago Carter was negohiating
with the so-alled (iroup of 75 to case
relations with Cuba. As a result, Cubans
living in the US began to visit relatives
in Cuba. Taday, the atmaosphere 15 very
different, as the US fleet starts its
‘Solid Shicld-¥(" military exercise in the
Caribbean. ‘The change is partly to do
with the e¢lections in the UUSA and
Carter's attempt to become the new
champion of Cold War Amernica, The
other factor, is the changing atmosphere
in Latin Amecrica; first therc was
Nicaragua, then FEl Salvador, Bravil and

political upheaval in the Caribbean. It -

is no coincidence that there are a large
number ol Cuban exiles among the
American-hacked forces marshalling on
the border between Honduras and FE]
Salvador, ' e

That is why Carter seized on the
('uban rcfugees though he expected
000, not the hundred ol thousands
ihat have said they want to leave Cuba,
By coincidence, the Ku Klux Klan took

to the streets of Miami as sooh as the
" numbers grew. And unlike the black

population of the State, the KKK were
not immediately confronted by the
Mational Gruard,

S0, who are these refugees? Accord-
ing to Videl Castro they are ‘common
criminals and lumpen and anti-social
clements’ who “find it dilticult to satis-

rmass party.

[f Carter believes in elections, he can
breathe easily again, the next year or
two will show whether he has relauxed
too soon. One thing is sure: for the
Peruvian masses there is very little to
lose, after 1 7 years of promises, but their
chains.

fy their vices here {in Cuba)’. The fronic
thing is that Castro too is using the
refugee issue to mobilise and reinforce
support for the Cuban state — alot more
successfully than Carter!

Of course, there are petty criminals
among the refugees who want to joiln
the big time Cuban syndicates in Miami.
There are also political prisoners, oppo-
nents of Castro (rmostly from the right)
who have heen recently released. What
the Cubans do wrot talk about are the
other groups whe are now trying (o
leave Cuba. On the one hand, there’s
little douht that some of them are
state emplovees and bureaucrats who
have lost their jobs in recent purges of
the state apparatus, Ior them, it’s the
loss of a confortable and privileged
position that has taken them into the
Peruvian embassy compound.

Lastly, and the best kept secret of
all, is that some of the refugees are un-
employed workers. In January of this
year, a labour rationalisation plan was
announced. This allowed the industries
of Havana to make workers redundant
in the pursuit of higher productivity.
How many of the ‘refugees’ are urban
workers laooking for jobhs?

('uba is not exempt from economic
crisis: and it has been made worse by a
blight affecting both the tebacco and
the sugar crops. The next three or four
years, according to Fidel Castro, wiil be
hard. The five miilion vnemployed in
the US will hear witness that there is no
promised land to be found there. For
hoth Castro and Carter, in their ditferent
ways, the refugees are a useful diversion

yet it solves none of the problems of
scarcity or unemployment that the crisis
has produced,
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The uprising in Kwangju has pushed South
Korea inlo the news just as the 30th anniver-
sary of the Korcan war has come up. The
regime sustained hy  American—and
British—bhavonects in that war has proved te
be just as brutal now as it was then. 20 years of
economic “development’ may have created
large scale industry. But it has not wiped out
poverty and oppression, which is why when
students took to the streets they were joined
by miners armed with dynamite,

South Korea's rulers will he looking at the
future with trepidation. Kwangju has occurred
justs the world economic crisis is beginning to
affect them and as they lace intensified com-
petition from other Asian cconomies such as
Hong Kong, Singapore and Taiwan.

Mcanwhile, across the 38th paratlel in
North Korea, any glea at the events in South
Korea will be dampened by an awareness that
their own industrialisation has depended upon
loans from Western banks which are becom-
ing more difficult to repay. Such difficulties
led ¢o the last live yeuar plan being abandoned
and must be worrying (o North korea's rulers
as they review the new world crisis.

But where did the two Koreas come from?
And what was the war that was lougrht-over the
country 30 vears ago? lan Birchall looks at
this murky episode in the first Cold War.

[t s thirty vears this month simnce the out-
break of the Korean War. The Korcan War
marked (he most intense phase ot the Cold
War, and helped to faunch the long post-war
boom. It also produced MeCurthyism in the
United States and the hnal rightward lurch
of the 1945 British Lubour government.
Last but not guite least 1t precipitated a
crisis 0 the depleted ranks ol Brotish Trotsk-
yism which gave birth to the Soofafist Review
group, ancestor ol the SWEP. {Indeed, many
Socialist Review readers have doubtless been
harangucd about their position on Korea,
generally by youthtul cadres who were not
born until some years atter the cease-fire).!
As we enter o new phase of Cold War, an
attempt to retrace the course of the Korean
Waur may have some lessons tor the present
and the future.-

After many centuries of nattonal indepen-
dence, Korea was annexed by Japanin 1910,
and remained under Japanese occupation
until the end ol the Second World War.
Unhke Ching or Vietnam, Korea did not
have a strong Commumst tradition in the
Lwenties and thirties, A Korcan Communist
Party was founded m 1921 by émigreés in
Moscow, but by the following year i was 1
disarray; al the Fourth Cangress of the
Comimntern i November 1922 Eberlein
reported that four Koreans had arnived., but
dissensions in the Party were so great that it

s mmpossible (o discover who were the
delegates: two were admitted as guests and
two turned away. A new Korean COP was
founded in 1923, but by the Sixth Congress
of the Comintern in 1928 its status was so
unsure that its delegates reccived only gucst
flckets, The party was again revived in the

THE KOREAN WAR I

When the cold war heated up

The 38th Parallel: separating 'socialism’ from capitalism... drawn by Dean Rusk!

1930s, and Kim [-Sung began to make his
name as a guerritla leader; however, Kim
appears to have gone to Russia at some time
between 1938 and 1942,

The Division of Korca

On August 14th, 19435, five davs after the
bombing of Nagasaki, Japan surrendercd.
The question of what was (o be done with
Japanese-occupied  territories  was  now
urgent, The main “spheres of influence” into
which the post-war world was 1o be divided

had been settled al Yaita, but a number of

loose ends remained. Korea was one: the
USA had been angling for an international
trusteeship (under LS domination), and
since this scheme had fatlen through no clear
alternative had been cobbled up. So. on
August '4th, the US president, Harry Tru-
man, issued Genergd Order Nuniber One,
which specilied that Japanese troops south
ot the 38th Parallel should surrender (o the
Americans, and those north of the line

should surrender to the Russians. A copy of

Creneragl Order Number One was sent o JV
Stalin, for information. Stalin in tact scems
to have been quite happy with the carve-up,
for Russian troops had already cntered
Korea (wo davs earlier. and US troops
arrived 1n the country only on September
dth. For the time being Stalin was glad to
play along with the West.

Thus the two Korean stales came into
existence; in the North, Kim [-sung arrived
wearnng  Russian uniform to head the

government, Incidentally, the man who was
sent away with a ruler and a pile of old maps
to work oul the best dividing line, and came
back with the decision that 1t should be the
J8th Parallel, was a bright young rising star
called Dean Rusk, subsequently to be a
hawkish US Secretary of State during the
Vietnam War. (Those comrades who insist
that ‘workers’ states” can come nto
existence without the seif-activity of the
working class are prone 1o run into
cdhitficulties: but it 15 hard to think of 2 mare
grotesque  notion than atirthuting  the
paternity of a ‘workers’ state” to Dean
Rusk).

At no pomnt along the line were the
Korean people actually consulted as to
whether they wanted one or two states, let
alone what lorm such states should take. In
the South the US gave short shrift to the
revolutionary  committees  which  had
cmerged out of the anti-Japanese resistance;
where necessary Japanese forces were used
against them.

In the North the resistance was
incorporated into a pro-Russian régime,
which was consolidated by a land reform
from which 706,000 families benefited; the
land, how-ever, rematned state property; the
peasants rented it from the state and paid a
taxinkind. The North contained the major
industry of Korea (mines, chemicals, power
stations) with a working class estimated at
quarter of a milllon in 1945; there 15 no
evidence of it being mobilised. By 1947 Kim
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had established his political control after a
faction fight with pro-Chinese elements In
the Party.

In the South, the US military government
established, in 1946, the guaintly named
‘Representative Demaocratic Council’, head-
ed by Syngman Rhee, a3 seventy-year-old
who had lived for thirty-seven years in the
United States. His régime was pased on
land-lords and other conservative groups,
and delayed the progress of the land reform
begun by the US Military government,
Rhee’s government rapidiy became unpopu-
lar; thousands of his opponents were jaled,
and at one point a quarier of the country
was under martial law. By 1947 a US-
commissioned opinion poll showed that a
majority of South Koreans thought they had
been better off under the Japanese.

In 1947 the United Nations resolved that
all foreign troops should withdraw trom
Korea. Russian forces had left by the end of
1948, but the US forces were asked to stay
longer because of disturbances in the South
Korean Constabulary, and they did not
depart until June 1949, However, neither
régime could be described as independent in
any meaningful sense. Both originated, not
from any popular movement or democratic
process, but from the military intervention
of the two leading world powers. Both conti-
nued to be armed by their superpower
sponsors, and both owed their political
credibility and their political loyalty to those
same sponsors. Therefore in order to under-
stannd the outbreak of hostilities in Junc
1950 i1 is necessary 1o take a look at the
overal] picture of interpationatl relations at
that date.

The Qutbreak of War

The Cold War, which had begun n the
spring of 1947, had reached something of a
stalemate. The long-drawn-out Berlin
biockade, from June 1948 to Mav 1949, had
ended in a costly draw; turther confronta-
tion in Europe seemed futile. In the autumn
of 1949 Russia had exploded its first atomic
bomb, an important step towards the estab-
lishment of a nuclear balance of terror. In
April 1950 US president Truman inivalled a
National Security Council paper which
urged America to ‘undertake a massive
rebuilding of its own and the free world’s
defensive capabilities and adopt an
unflinching “will to fight' posture towards
its enemies,” The propesed conclusion was a
gquadrupling of arms expendnure.

So, the post-war honevmoon between
America and Russia had totally collapsed,
neither side was capable or desirous of 4
total abandonment of the posi-war 'spheres
of influence’, but both sides were ready (0
nibbie around the edges, and if necessary (o
risk a trial of strength to see how far the
other side would go. Obviously the Third
- World provided the most expendable terri-
tory and forces for such a trial of strength, It
was in this context that both sides responded
to ‘the opportunities offered by Korea.

It is a disputed guestion as to how the
Korean War actually began. While the US
claim was that North Korea launched an

10

unprovoked invasion of the Scuth, pro-
Russian sources claim the opposite. Cer-
tainty Rhee had made many threats 1o
invade the North over the preceding lwo
vears, and he acquired a strong incentive for
war by the catastrophic defeat ol his suppot-
ters in the clections held at the end of May.
However, the rapid miulitary advantage gai-
ned by the North {which occupied almost
the whole of the South within two months)
suggests that the North was well-prepared
for war, and that if the South did take the
initiative, it was anincptand ill-advised one,

From a revolutionary socialist point of
view, however, the guestion as to who (ired
the first shot is a relatively minor one. What
15 at stake is the sooal nature of the regimes
at war, and the way in which the major
powers tock up the ssue.

President Truman uged on America ‘the
will 1o fight'...

The pro-Russian interpretation of the war
has always been that, il Rhee did start (he
war, he did so in close collusion with the
United States. The facts suggest that this s
unlikely. The United States had not given
great priotity to Korea in the preceding
period. Between 1948 and 1950 General
Rradlev. the chairman of the Joint Chiets of
Stall. had put South Korea seventh on his
priority list, with Europe at the head of the
list. Nor was the US particularly well-
prepared in military terms lor the outbreak
of war. As onc pro-American historian
records:

*Apart from the disintegrating South
Korean Army. the only forees immediat-
clv available to MacArthur lay 1 the
tour skeletonized Amernican  divisions
garrisoning nearby Japan. _In the Uni-
ted States isell only one army division
and part of one marine division were
ready for immediate service, and these
could not be shipped to Korea tor some
weeks,”

The aims of Westl and Fast

Yel the United States did sce the war as
demanding immediate and massive 1nter-
vention, Part of the American motivation
was the so-called ‘domino theory’ to be
much cited during the Vietnam War. Presi-
dent Truman’'s daughter recalls:

‘My father walked over to the globe i
front of the lirepluce and gave it a spin.
“I'm maore worried about other parts of
the world,” he said. *“The Middle East,
for instance.” He put his tinger on [ran,
and said, “Here v where they will start
trothle 1F we aren’t carctul.™™

More important was the concern (o retain

the control over the Pacific won in the
Second World War. The Chinese Revolu-
tion had obviously been a major set-back tor
the US in the Far East. But Chiang Kai-
shek's pre-revolutionary regime had been 50
corrupt and indetensible, and the terramn so
vast, that no intervention kad been possible.
In both social and geographical terms,
Korea seemed a better bet. The Uniuted Sta-
tes rapidly and fraudulently disguised itself
45 the Unned Nations, with token torces
from Britain and other UN member-states
in tow, and launched itself into the war.

Russia likewise seems to have been
initially surprised by the cutbreak of war.
Russia was currently bovcotting the UN
Security Council in protest at the seating of
the Chiang Kai-shek regime as the represen-
tative of China; it was this absence of Russia
which allowed the US to get UN cover for 1ts
intervention in Koreay, constituting at least a
propaganda setback for Russia. Russia
decided to keep out of direct involvement in
the war. but gave unambiguous political and
military backing to the North Korean
régime.

In broader terms the Korean involvement
fitted Russian strategy. Between 1948 and
1950 Communist Parties throughout the
Far East — Burma, Malaya, Indenesia, the
Philippines, Tndia — had launched armed
guerrilla struggles, often on an ill-prepared
basis. Isaac Deutscher {(who can scarcely be
accused of being soft on the ‘state capitahst’
analysis) gives an account of what he sees as
Stalin’s motivation for involvement:

‘In June 1950 Kim [I-Sung, the head of
the Communist administration, charged
Synghman Rhee's government of the
South with aggression and ordered a
general offensive across the 38th Parallel.
The rapid imtial success of the Northern
troops indicated that the blow had been
well prepared. so well, indeed, that it
seemed plaunsible that Stalin and Muao
had been consulted about 1 beforchand
or that they had evenissued the marching
orders. That Mao should have tfavoured
the venture was not surprising. To him
the Communist attempt (o obtain con-
trol over the whole of Korea must have
looked like a natural scquel to the Chi-
nese revolution... .Stalin’s molives were
less clear. He was anxious toavoid armed
conflict with the West; and Ins strategic
intercst in Korea was only slight. (Korca
has a ten-miie frontier with the USSR,
whereas her trontier with Chinese Man-
churia stretches over 500 mites.) Yet
Stalin acted with an eye to his latest
rivalry with Mao. Having so recently and
so scandalously misjudged the chances of
the revolution in China, he was anxious
to dispel the impression of political tim-
idity he had given. and wanted 10 prove
himsell as daring @ strategist of revolu-
ton as Mao.™

The cause of the war

The contradictions in the situation meant
that the early course of the war was dramatic
and horrifving. Under the corrupt Rhee die- -
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T THE K OREAN WAR

tatorship, South Korean morale collapsed
disastrously; many soldiers and civilians
went over to the North Kerean forces. Two
months after the outbreak of war, by the end
of August, North Korean forces controlled
virtually; the entire peninsuta. Then the Uni-
ted States staged the bold landing at Enchon,
behind the North Korean lines. With vastly
superior forces they swept northwards, and
by the end of October the remnants of the
North Korean army were pushed back to the
Chinese border.lndeed, the North Korean
army was virtually destroyed; perhaps only
one tenth of the onginal 325,000-strong
army escaped back to the North,

The massive US thrust into North Korea
was clearly a direct threat to China, and the
Chinese response was to send large forces of
‘volunteers’ into Korea. {The disguise of the
Chinese as ‘volunteers” was as fictitious as
the Amencan disguise as *UN forces’. The
involvement in Korea had a massive effect
on Chinese development, leading to much
greater state centralisation ot the economy).

The whoie character of the war was now
transformed. The armed forces of both
South and North Korea had been largely
smashed:; the war was now a conflict bet-
ween the Umited States and China being
fought on Korean soil. Originally the war
had been—partiaffyv—a national liberation
struggle. When North Kaorean forces came
into the Scuth workers and students rose in
their support. But this aspect of the war had
dlways been secondarv; after the first few
months 1t became non-existent. The use of
guerrilla warfarc was always subardinated
to more conventional tactics; as the impor-
tance of Russian miiitary aid to China and
North Korea increased, pressure was more
and more put on Russia’s allies to drop the
use of guerrilla wartare. This is in striking
GContrast to the Vietnam war, where in al
most all phases guernlla warfare domi-
nated, showing that here the dominant
aspect was that of 3 genuine mass-based
popular struggle.

By the end of 1950 the lighting was again
bogged down around the 38th Parallel, Both
sides had tested the situition; it was time 1o
cut their losses. For neither side has any-
thing to gain from further escalation, Even
the teilicose US commander, MacArthur,
admitied that nuclear war was a “form of
mutual sutcide,”® Hence the US propagated
the concept of ‘limited war’, conflict within
coexistence,

The concept of limited war was all the
mare real for the United States n that it
provoked a severe faction fight within the
American ruling class, Throughout the war,
and especially after the Chinese interven-
tion, there iwas deep conflict between the
pelitical leadership of the United States and
Ceneral Douglas MacArthur, the US com-
mander in Korea, This came 10 a head when
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was for g imited conflict within a continued
acceptance of the Yalta carve-up.

. and these were the cnnseqhnces.

The war dragged on tor two more vears,
with mihtary stalemate accompanied by
desuitory peace negotaitions. But it ook
political changes i both Washington and
Moscow to liguidate the whole sorry atfair.
[n 1953 Eisenhower, a Republican, replaced
Truman as president. Eisenhower was the
representative of significant business groups
that wanted an ¢nd to the war; moreover, it
wids easier for the traditionally right-wing
Republicans to make peace than Demo-
crats, who always ran the risk ot being label-
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confirmation that it was in essence a con-
frontation between the great powers, in
which the Karean people were only the vic-
tims. Once again a contrast with Vietnam is
Imsiructive.

Thé Outcome

There were no victors in this barbarous war.
One estimate puts the total casuaities as high
as four milhen. Korean agriculture and
industry were laid waste, If the US hawks
were denied the chance of using atomic
weapons, they did get the opportuntiy of
experimenting with a new and hideous
weapon—napalm.

Korea remains divided, with ritual negoti-
ations permanently trapped on the level of
discussing what form negotiations should
take. South Korea has achieved, in the quar-
ter century since the war ended, an eco-

- nomic boom. But it was a boom bought by

the massive superexploitation of Korean
workers. And low wages can be maintained
only by crude anthoritanianism. In the fraud
ulent democracy of South Korea, the presi-
dent preserves a majority by appointing a
third of the members of parliament. Infia-
tion, riot and repression remains the normal
pattern ot life,

The so-called socialism of North Korea
otfers no more appealing a prospect. While
North Korea has massive debts to Japan
and the West, democracy is replaced by the
grotesque personality cult of the megalo-
maniac and nepotstic Kim [1-Sung. (In 1977
the Central Afrtcan Emperor Bokassa sent
an ermssary to North Korea to study how to
organise a personality cult.)

The Korean War was not a revolution,
not a national liberation strugele, noteven a
fight between the relatively more and less
‘progressive’. It was a squalid trial of
strength between two symmetrnical power
blocs, carefully hmited to the territory of an
Asian people far from their own heartlands.
The only response that revolutionary sociai-
15ts could make was to denounce the fraud
and to start looking elsewhere for the real
potential for revelutionary change,
lan Birchall

1. This article will not deal with the repercussions
of the Korean War on British and world Trotwsky-
ism. For this see The Fourth fnternational, Stafi-
wiset and the Criging of the Internationa! Socialists
{Plutn, 1971) especially pp 11, 76-8, 96-8, 103-4.
2. The main sources for this article are: T Higgins,
Karea and the Fafl of MacArthur (OUP, 1960); AB
Ulam, The Rivals (Allen Lane, 1971) G Kolko,
The Poliics of War (Weidenfeld & Nicolson,
1963}, D Horowitz, From Yala 1o Vietnam (Pen-
guin, 1967}, 1 Deutscher, Stafin (Penguin, 1966);
DN Prite, Brasshats and Buregucrars (Lawrence &
Wishart, 1966); I O'Ballance, Koreg: [950-1053
(Faber & Faber 1969); P Maville, La Guerre et la
Revolution f, (EDI Paris, 1967); M Truman, Harry
5 Trumgn (Hamish Hamilton 1973). As will be
seen, these souwrces range from openly pro-
American, through liberal-critical, to Stalinist
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Looking Backwards

Conservative cabinet ministers are holding a
festival ol hypocritical speechifving.
“Release the 51 individuals seized from the
US Embassy in Teheran™, they shriek, yet
all this talk about respecting diplomatic pro-
cedures and practices rehies upon one essen-
tial thing—a lack ol knowledge on the part
of their listeners.

For the British government behaved in
1918 with much less courtesy towards Soviet
diplomats than the Iranians are doing
today. The Russian ambassador. Maxim
Litvinov, was arrested and imprisoned i
Brixton jail. So was George Chicherin who,
like Litvinov, was later to become Russian
foreign minister. Similarly. John Maclean,
that great Scortish socialist, found the
Foreign Office not preparcd to recognise his
appointment as Soviet Consul in Scotland.
He. too, was quickly pushed behind bars.

At that time, a large number of people
from Eastern Futope, many of them polit-
cal refugees, lived in this country. Without
any diplomatic protection, they stood hel-
pless before officially-backed persccution.
For example, Peter Petroft, 4 wounded hero
of the 1905 revolution and a close friend of
Maclean, was imprisoned. Then the author-
ties threatened to hand him over 1o the
White Russians. a decision that would have
meant certain death. A campaign by Briush
socialists and trade uniomsts, led by Mrs
Bridges-Adams, stopped this from happen-
ing. But they were unable to prevent indigi-
nities occurring to Petroft’s wife. She was
made to sharg a cell in Aylesbury prison
with a prosutute suffering from syphilis.
They both had to use the same cating and
washing utensils.

The main reason why Britain took such
actions was because its leaders were gripped
by an anti-socialist frenzy. They desperately
wanted to overthrow the newly-created wor-
kers' state in Russia. By the summer of 1918,
British troops had already joimned counter-
revolutionary forces, This military interven-
tion would have been put in jeepardy had
the Soviet embassy in‘London continued to
function. Britain was committing an act ol
naked aggression against the Soviet Union:
doubtless Litvinov, if he had remained at
liberty, would have been able to strengthen
even further the mounting “Hands ot Rus-
sia™ agitation,

But there was another. less obvious,
reason for the British government’s acuon.
After the revolution the bulging hles of the
Tsarist police Tell inte Bolshevik hands. Al
one strike this gave the Soviet government
not onty the names ol all Okhrana agents
operating abrbad but also ot their contacts
in the British secret service, Obviously, this
was highly dangerous for British inteiii-
gence. Litvinov and his colleagues, the-
refore, had to be silenced to prevent them
fromm using this sensitive information.

Revolutions have a knack ol uncovering
the murky corners n slate archives. This s
equally as true ol lran as it was of Russian.
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Undoubtedly, revolutionaries in Teheran
will have discovered some 1nleresing
papers. These will show how the Shah's
cruel and despotic regime owed its very exis-
tence to the CLA; how Amcerica and Britamn
hetped him to erect the panoply ol his police
state: and how lor almost 30 years, Western
support propped up this sadistic dictator,
[t stretches credulity, in view of CIA sub-
version in various parts of the world, 10
sugeest that a sizeable scction of the Ameri-
cant embassy staff in Teheran were not spies
or CIA agents. Indeed, an interesting fact
was implicit in the abortive rescue attempt;
despite the detention of the 51 Americans, a
network of US agents still operates in {ran.

Labour hislorian, Ray
Challinar, ({right}
recalls some retevant
pieces of hislary you
dont get taught in
schools.

It is fascinating to specutate what British
reactions would have been il the Russians
had behaved in 1918 1n the same manncr ds
the Americans did receatly. Suppose a con-
tingent of the Red Army had secretly landed
in Britain with the intenti mn of forcibly free-
ing |.itvinov and his comrades from Brixton
prison. The screams about “international
piracy’ and “unprovoked violalion of Brit-
ish sovereignty™ might have been cven lou-
der than the nauseating hypocrisy we hear
from the politicians and press todav,

Murky Connections

The files of the Tsarist secret police captured
by the Bolsheviks alter the revolunion,
proved 1o contain many surprises. They dis-
covered an over-zealous police agent named
Azev had hatched a plol which led to hus
employer, [nterior Minister Plehve, being
blown to pieces: that the same agent provo-
cateur had even planned to assassinate the
Tsar bul tortuitously failed when one of his
collaborators, a  genuine revolutionary,
drapped out of the conspiracy,

Thev also lound out thut Roman Malki-
novsky, 4 key man in the Bolshevik orgam-
sation and the leader of the Party’s deputies
in the Russian Duma, had for a long time
been a police agent, Similarly, in 1910, when
the Bolsheviks were going through o bad
patch, seven of its eight membersin Moscow
were also police agents, atact that had none-
too-pleasant repercussions far the eighth
man.

The Tsarist state apparatus emploved
40 000 spies in a desperate but vaim attempl
to eliminate subversion and so s files were
detatled and voluminous. One murky area
they threw light on was the close. intimate
coltuboration  that  existed  between  the

Tsar's Okhrana and the Special Branch,
who. undoubtedly, did everyvthing to assist
their opposite numhber.

Opponents of Russiarn autocracy in this
country were harassed and imprisoned. A
trade union—the Russian Scamen & Fire-
men’s Union—that had set up 1ts headguar-
ters in London, atter being outiawed
Russiz, was smashed by the Special Branch
and its general secretary, Anitchkine. arres-
ted. Onee the Civil War in Russia began, the
British government e¢xeried pressure on
Russians stitl iving in Britain. to enlist in the
counter-revolutionary Some ol
those who did were killed or mured. but
Britain refused to accept liabihty and pay
compensation to the next-of-kin,

This pattern of behaviour wus not exactly
new. In fact. Britiain, at the very outset,
modelled its Torce on 118 Tsarist couterpart.
And how is this known? The information
comes trom a highly interesting source. Wil-
liam Briges, the Chiet Constable ot Brad-
tord, emploved agent provecateurs and
spics on a large scale to hetp him 1o quell
Chartist uprisings in the city in 1840 and
again in 1848, However, he became disen-
chanted with his anu-working a class role.
Alter resigning from office. in 1831 he wrote
a pamphier. “The Police Spy bSystem
Exposed™, and, tor good measure, got
Fngels' close friend, James Leach, to pub-
lish it.

The case of Willlum Briggs reveals that.
when society is undergoing protound and
deep-seated  convulsions, a0 section 18
immune from the impact, Undoubtedly, the
police are the most conservative, the most
backward part of the working class. Still the
state cannot always be puaranteed of thetr
lovalty. In the strife-torn Britain afier 1918,
not only did the police form their own trade
union and come out on strike, but individu-
als like Inspector Sye completely identified
himselt with the workers' cause, addressing
demonstrations, enduring hardships and
Even going (o prison.

So, perhaps. Home Secretary William
Whitelaw should not sleep too comtortably
in his bed at mght. How can he be certain ol
the continued lovalty of the men and women
he is supposed to control? Who knows when
a defector may not reveal the truth about the
murder of Blair Peach and the other mur-
ders commutted by the boys in blue?

Clearly, the lesson is evasy to see. From
Twur Nicholas 1T (o that shambling wreek,
the former Shah of Trian. 1t s obvious thal
even the most elaborate police system s nol
sulticient to protect a social order that 13
lundamentally rotten.

Ray Challinor

COne of the individualy emploved to sifT
throuvh the fifes of the Tsar's secret police
was e revolutfonary writer, Fictor Serge.
Fiis hooklet, “"Whar Evervone Showld Know
Abore Srate Represstan™ { New Park Publica-
tons, 1), hay Just been pubilishied for the first
time in English, and is wedl worth reading,
Cne of the lessans Serge draw s i that sociaf-
vE organisationy have ro constder counder-
mieasires o profect themselves front state
vurveifiance, but at the xame finte got be over-
(e By the puehr of the eHeste s repressive
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Getting away with it

There is now no doubt that the Employment
Bill will pass on to the statute beok this sum-
mer. All sorts of things trade unionists have
done so far will suddenly become illegal. But,
Colin Sparks paints out that this is not a new
thing, and discusses how workers have dealt
with the problem in the past.

The new Tory law attacking trade union
rights means that, sooner or later, militant
workers are going to break the law. There is
nothing new in that. Even TUC leaders will
remind audiences that the history of the
trade unions is a history of law-breaking.
Every year, Len Murray makes a speech in
the little Dorset viliage of Tolpuddle where,
in 1834, six farm labourers were sentenced
1o seven years transportation for ‘adminis-
tering an itegal oath’, i.e. recruiting for the
union. The Tolpuddle Martyrs were not the
first victims of anti-union laws and they cer-
tainly were not the last. From the start of
capitalism the ruling class have tried to use
the courts to prevent or hamper workers
organsing,

in the early days of capitalism there were
a jumble of anti-union laws directed against
particular groups of workers designed to
stop them ‘combining’ on the feeble grounds
that, since magistrates had the legal power
to fix wage rates, any atternpt to organise for
better wages was interfering with the law. As
magistrates were all men of property and
either employers or their close friends these
laws were resented and widely broken,
sometimes secretly, sometimes openly, By
the late 1790°s there were about 40 such laws
on the books,

But, with the development of industrial
capitalism and the rapid growth of a factory
working class, a modern proletariat, even
this great arsenal of legislation was inade-
quate. So, in 1799, and 180 new and sweep-
Ing ‘combination Acts’ were passed. Pushed
through by the anti-slavery ‘phidanthropist”
Willilam Wilberforce, these Acts:

‘Made liable (for the first offence} to
three months in gaol, or two months
hard labour, any working man who com-
bine with another to gain and increase in
wages or a decrease in hours, or solicited
anyone else to leave work, or objected to
working with any other workman. The
sentence was to be given by two magis-
trates, who should not belong to the
trade nvelved.... The Acts also nomi-
nally forbade employers’ combinations-
..... But this prohibition was never
enforeed.’

The mere passage of the laws did not stop
workers crganising but they did give the
ruling class a4 powerful weapon. In 1810 the
compositors of The Tintes were prosecuted
far the crime of combination and sentenced
to between nine months and two years in
prison. The usual way around those laws
was for a body of workers to organise them-
selves as a legal ‘Friendly Society” and use it
as a cover for ¢landestine trade unicon orga-

One of tive Pentonville 5, chaired from custody, freed by industrial action.

nisation. When ‘combination’ was finally
legalised in 1824 there was a huge ‘coming
out’ of these organisations and a wave of
strike action,

It was this wave of organisation and
industrial action which led the employers to
make martyrs of the farm labourers from
Teolpuddle. They pla:}ped to use the savage
sentences {which were in reality almost
death sentences) to discourage other wor-
kers, They failed. Trade unionism was too
important for workers to be intimidated
Into inactivity. A massive campaign eventu-
ally secured the return of the surviving farm
workers,

In fact, skilled workers in particular were
able to maintain quite stable unions but,
even when there were no actual martyrs, the
law found other ways to attack unions.

In [B&7, in the case of Hornby v. Close, the

courts ruled that, although unions might be
legal, they had no powers to dismiss disho-
nest officials for stealing the funds. This was
obviously a major attack on unien funds,
since some of the skilled unions were very
rich indeed. The Amalgamated Society of
Engineers (ASE—now the AUEW) for
examgple, charged subs of one shilling a week
(n 1851—at a time when its 11,000 highly
skilied members might earn about 40 shil-
lings a week. [n the terms of those days, it
gave the union a hupe income.
Even when, in 1871, a new Act regularised
the position of unions it was immediately
followed by another Act which made picket-
ing illegal. Under it the leaders of the
Londen gas workers were sent to prison [or
a year simply for preparing to strike.

The struggle with the courts has conti-
nued ever since. In 1900 an unofficial strike
on the Taft Vale Rail Company led 10 a
ruling that the umon could be sued by the
employers for the action of its members.
There have been muny other cases in which
workers have gone to jail or been fined right

up to the Pentonville Dockers and the
Shrewsbury building workers,

Those two cases, however, focus a central
question. In one case the workers were
quickly released; in the other they served
their time. What makes the difference? The
question for us 1s not whether workers will
break the law—they always have done and
will conitnue in that grand tradition—but
how you can get awayv with it.

Alternative responses
There are three possible ways of dealing
with the law and the state,

(it} The approach favoured by most refor-
mist leaders 1s to say that while we might not
like the law, there 1s nothing that we can
about 1t since 1t 1s the law, The best that can
be done i1s to work for the next election and
make sure that Labour wins.

The objections are cbvicus. In the first
place, some workers will break the law and
we cannot leave them in the lurch., Quite
apart frem the personal suffering of impri-
sonment and huge fines, the effect of defeats
here and now might be to shatter the
strength of the movement and make it
impossible to get a Labour government next
time.

What 1s more, there is no guarantee thata
Labour gnveriment will not use the law
against the trade unions. They have done in
the past—against dockers in 1951 and with
therr attempt to push through fa Place of
Strife in 1969, Even the last Labour govern-
ment dragged its feet about repealing the
hated Tory Industrial Relations Act. The
thing that forced its hand was the readiness
of the AUEW to continue to call indefinite
strike action agaisnl the seizure of its fuinds
even under a Labour government.

(2) To try to find ways round the law—to
bend it a bit here and there. That, [or exam-
ple, 1s essentially what the early trade unions
did when they disguised themselves as fri-
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endly societies. There are problems with this
100.

As a strategy it can only be piecemeal.
While the better organised sectors might be
able to get away with quite a lot the less
organised cannot. For example, while some
strong section, say the NGA on Fleet Street,
might persuade the employers to turn a
blind eye to certain things which are agamnst
the new law, a much weaker group, say
Asian women workers, have no chance.,

The weaker sections will get picked off
one by one. Sooner or later the employers
will judge that the time has come to take on
the remainder. And by that time, of course,
the strong sections will be on their own with
no-one 1o help them fight the full power of
the state.

The whole approach surrenders to the
employers the initiative of when not to turn
the blind eye. Because the strength, unity
and consciousness of even the best-
organised warkers goes up and down with
the overall rhythm of the class struggle, 1t is
quite easy for the employers to pick the right
time. The law may be an ass, but the ruling
class as a whole certainly are not.

An example from history is the case in
which unions were denied the right to reco-
ver their funds. This took place immediately
after a parliamentary enquiry into what
were called the ‘Sheffield Outrages’—
individual acts of terror by a small group of
workers who waged the class struggle by
means of blowing up managers homes and
assassinating scabs. The ruling class were
able to build up a big campaign and isolate
and intimidate all trades unionists. JWith
the movement on the reireat, the courts then
snatched back what workers had long
thought they could get away wath,

(3) Organised defiance of the law. Once
again, there are problems, since there 1s no
guarantee that such defiance will be success-
ful. Our history is littered with victories and
defeats. |

However, if we look at two examples of
successful defiance, we can see what are the
general conditons which bring victory.

The Hargreaves Case

In 1916 the British government introduced
conscription, Despite the general nationalist
hvsteria this was widely unpopularamongst
the working class, so the government made
concessions. One was that the executives of
skilled unions should issue to their members
a special card which would exempt them
from cali-up. Of course, for the empioyers,
conscription was a wonderful thing. While
they did not want to lose all of their profi-
table skilled workers they didn’t mind some
going.

They wanted to replace as many skilled
workers as possible with unskilled ‘dilutees’
and they were always glad to get rid of union
militants. What better way to deal with a
troublemaker than te bundle him into the
army and let the military policemen or the
enemy deal with him? Consequently, both
the military authorities, hungry for fresh
victims for the slaughter, and the employers
were always trying it on.

One of the towns in which they tried har-
dest was Shefficld. In the course of the sum-
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mer of 1916 the local district committee of
the ASE had to fight the cases of 300 of 1ts
members. By the end of October thimgs
came to head.

Leonard Hargreaves, a fitter and ASE
member employed in the armaments factory
of Vickers, was called up. His appeal was
disallowed because the company refused to
release papers which proved that he was
exempted. The shop stewards at Vickers
took up the case but the ASE executive did
nothing, The district commitiee, which wis
led by left-wing militants, then called a mass
meeting. Because of the official union line,
thev could not take action as the districl
committee, so they changed hats and turned
the meeting over 1o themselves in the gmse
of the ‘shop stewards’ commtiee.

The meeting was a long and stormy one. [t
passed a resolution that, *In the even! ot the
military authorities attacking our members
a down tools policy will be adopted.” It was
resolved that the government be given one
week in which to return Hargreaves to hiy
job or there would be a strike.

The government tried to bluft and the
official leaders of other unions refused to
co-operate with the stewards while the ASE
claimed to be going through the proper pro-
cedure. When the deadline—4pm on I3
November 1915—was reached. nothing had
beecn heard.

One of the local leaders later described the
day:

‘There were not less than two hundred
shop stewards waiting for the stroke of
four on this eventful day. Standing out-
side was a fleet of motor-cyeles with their
cyclist shop stewards ready to be dispat-
ched to the engineering centres. visited
the previous weekend,

‘In all cases arrangements were made
to re-inforce them by delegates going by

train who were to stay in the big centres
under instructions net to return until
direcily instructed by the shop stewards’
commitiee. This step was laken as a pre-
caution against the press, in anticipation
ol the contradictory reports which they
would undoubtedly issue concerning the
strike.

*Four o'clock came. The government
had not replied. The strike was called.
The shop stewards rushed to the facto-
ries. The cyclists went off at once. At five
o’clock the strike was complete. Ten
thousand skilled workers walked out of
the factories. Then the government gol
busy with the telegraph wires.’

The government sent 4 telegram to the
stewards claiming that Hargreaves had been
relcased. At the same time the Tocal military
command had drawn up 2 list of men for
jailing. Unfortunately tor the government,
the shop stewards had taken other precau-
tions. They had sent two delegates to waitat
the military camp in which Hargreaves was
being held with instructions Lo repotl 1Egu-
larly. Hargreaves himsell sent a telegram
denying his releasc and this was confirmed
by the delegates at the camp.

The strike continued. with a mass meeting
sending the government the message that,
‘Hargreaves must be present in Shetfield
hefore the men will agree Lo return 1o work.”
Besides that, the strike was starting to
spread. Mass mectings were being orgamsed
in all the major cpgineering centres and wor-
keps at Barrow-in-Furness were alrcady
committcd 1o coming out tn sympathy.

After three dayvs of strike, the government
capitulated and Hargreaves was escorted
tack to Sheffield by the two delegates. The
day after his return, & mass meeting was held
and voted for an organised return to work.
The decisive action of the Sheffield engi-
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Two demonstrations for imprisoned comrades: the Pentonville dockers {left) and the
Shrewsbury building workers (above). Why was the first a success, and the second,
tragically, a failure?

neers had forced 4 massive war burcaucracy
(o break down,

The tactors which led to the Sheffietd vie-
tory are easy to list. There was a strong and
militant work-place organisation. The issuc
at stake was one which atl of the member-
ship fully understood and the whole matter
was conducted with tull rank and file invol-
vement: dll of the the major decisions were
laken by mass meetings. Once the decision
10 strike had been taken, every etfort was
made to orgamse forits success. The strike
was not conhined to one factory or one local-
i1y, on the contrary, determined efforts were
matle tor spread the strike as widely as pos-
sible. No trust was placed in trade union
officials and the local leadership was pre-
parcd to act mdependently, No trust was
placed 1n government promises or the word
of high officials: the strike was only called
oft once 1t had achieved its object.

Above all, there was a Iirm and decisive
feadership which, once it had decided to
fight. Tought hard, There was no wavering
or mdeciston. There was no back-stage
MANSUOVIINE Or bureaucratic manipulation.
There was no empty rthetoric and no
attempts 1o use the membership as o stage
Army.

Ot course. the Shettield stewards had lim-
itattons, Their sirugple was a sectional one
imbucd with o good deal of craft elitism.
They were tighting tar the privileges of skil-
led men rather than against conscription or
the war itsell. They were unable to really
spread the organisation on a national scale.
Consequentty the government was able to
bicle s time isalate aronps of workers in

In Tact the leadime stewards had no clear
long term strategy. The best of them recog-
mised thiat when live years later they joined

the newly founded Communist Party, But
even with those limitations they were able to
lake on and defecat a government which did
not blanch at the murder of millions in the
ttenches or the destruction of the centre of
Dablin,

Betteshunger

The Second World War provided another
example, Lthis time involving the miners. The
law, in the shape of the National Arbitration
Order, made strikesin the pitsillegal, Howe-
ver, after the failure of the arbitration proce-
dure 1o settlc a long-standing pay dispute,
the miners of Betleshanger Colliery in Kent
widlked out in December 1941,

Out of the 4,000 strikers. about 1,000 were
summaoned to the magistrates’ court. They
marched there in a body, accompanied by
delegations from other pits, women and
children, banners and brass bands. They
were cheered through the streets, They all
pleaded guiliy. The local ofticials, who sup-
perted the strike, were jalled. The rest were
tined quite substanual sums. The law was
satisfied. Unfortunately, the strike conti-
nucd. There was mounting pressure for sym-
pathy action in other pils.

In desperation, the Secretary for Mines
and the nation president of the miners went
to the jul holding the sirike leaders and
opened negotiations, After five days of talks
an agreement was signed n the prison.

The agreement conceded the strikers
demands bur still, while the leaders were In
jaii, no coal was produced. The Secretary of
Mincs went 1o see the Home Secretary, He
agreed to release the leaders, After 11 davs
S : coaph el
slfaleil. LLlae .. _ caiowt il
tings, Out of nearly 100, only nine had been
paid. The government, the company and the
Courts came to an agreement: they let the
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matter drop.

The Betteshanger strike was clearly less
militant than the Sheffield dispute, For one
thing, Kent was almost in the front line and,
for many workers, the war this time seemed
to be a struggle against fascism in which they
had a real interest.

On the other hand, it has the same basic
features. Once again there was a determina-
tion to stick 1t out. Cnce again the local
leaders acted independent of the national
bureaucrats. Once again there was mass
mvolvement. Once again, there was an
attempt to win support in other work-
places. Once again, there was no return to
work before the issue at stake was settled,
signed, sealed and delivered.

Lessons

These lessons have been repeated in more
recent successful struggles against the law.
The difference between Pentonville and
Shrewsbury in the end comes down to the
fact that the dockers were supported by a
massive strike wave while tragically, the
building workers were not.

The ruies for breaking the law and getting
awdy with it are not that much different
from the normal rules of the class struggle.
The factors which allow workers to break
the law with impunity are basic features of
the working class: its numbers, its organisa-
tion and its position in production.

The law 1s designed 1o handle individuals
or small groups. It can be overwhelmed by
masses. It can crush even the bravest indi-
vidual because 1t has a massive apparatus of
courts, police and prisons. But these cannot
cope with thousands or millions of defiant
workers. We are simply toe many for them.

The law 15 designed to smash the isolated
individual. Tt aims te lock you in a cell and
make that the end of the story. It cannot
respond to an organised movement that
grows with each fresh imprisonment.

The law 15 designed to punish, It cannot
make shells in Sheffield or produce coal in
Kent. It is powerless against the fact that 1t is
workers who actually do the things that
keep society running.

The logic of all this is that any successful
attempt to defy the new Tory laws mustbe a
mass actien. ‘Superpeople’ who rely on their
owil defiance will be crushed. A mass move-
ment will win. That means that we have to
start preparing the ground now and not wait
until the first big trial of strength.

It will not only be vital that all of the
workers directly involved are convinged that
they are right, but that millhons of other
workers alsc understand the 1ssues at stake
and are prepared to act in sympathy.

We cannot rely on the leaders of the
unions either to do the propaganda work for
us or to act decisively on the day. To the
extent that they do anything it will be within
the rigid channels of the official machine. At
best they will respond to pressure from
below; at worst they will treat the members
with contempt, use them as a stage army, get
kiocked back and use that as an excuse for
doing nothing about the next case. The fight
will have 10 be won with the rank and file or
it will not be won at all.

Colin Sparks
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EMEEENE THE MEDIA REVIEWED: PRIVATE EYE D

Shqck! Horror' Dave Spart answers back

I'm ashamed to admit it, but I stili read
Private I'ye every f:}:‘tnlght 1 know I
shouldn’t. Racism, sexism, anti-union-
ism, anti-socialism, plain old fashioned
anti-working class prejudice, and even,
in one awful moment of cruelty, a
‘Blair Peach Memeorial Joke’ competition
— Private Lye manages to indulge in
just ahout everything to which I'm
opposed.

It harps on relentlessly about Fews
and foreigners, ‘pseuds’ (which very
often merely means intellectuals) and
‘pooves’ (who else but the Eye would
attack Martin Webster for what might
well be his one blameless feature, his
homosexuality?). 1t’s hostile not merely
to liberated women, but to women 1n
general, Mrs Thatcher apart, women
figure in Private Eye's world as the butts
for an endless parade of sexist jokes,
and as little else, Even Bill Tidy’s “The
Cloggies™ strip, often one of the more
amusing things in Private Eye, comes
fully furnished with the ‘Blagdon
amateur rapist’ (OK, | know it's a joke;
but no-one makes jokes about the
Blagdon amateur murderer, do they?).

1ts hostility to 1he trade union
bureaucracy is often simply a hostiity
to the potential power of the organised
working class, For much of the last
Labour Government, the Eye ran a fort-
nightly cartoon strip, “The Brothers’
by John Kent, which worked to death
a single joke based on that most ridicu-
1ous of Tory prejudices, the belief that
‘the unions’ are running the country.

And what goes for the fiye goes
double for Auberon Waugh’s ‘Diary’. If
you're desperately in need of an msight
into the mind of a Toryism so neander-
tha! that it’s unsure as to the merits, by
comparison with feudalism, of capital-
ism, let alone socialism, you need look
no further than here. (Yes, | know it
too is all a joke, in part, at least, an
exercise in self-parody. But the interest-
ing thing about se¢lf-parody is the fact
that if it’s well done, and Waugh’s 1s, 1t
inevitably exposcs certain truths about
the mind of the author, Many a true
word 15 spoken in Jest.)

{6

famous,

Drivate Fye is also often very boring,
to use one of its own key insult words.
Its ‘specialist’ sections, Grovel's gossip
column, Colonel Mad’s ‘Sporting Life’,
Bookworm's ‘World of Books', ‘In the
Courts’ by Justinian Forthemoney,
‘Street of Shame’, and the rest, are
probably fascmatmg to those whcnse
work or play attracts them to such
inside gossip. But for the outsider it
can be very dull.

The ‘humour’ is often a tirescme mix
of ‘in-jokes’ (Alec Douglas Home 1s
Baillie Vass, Heath is the Grocer, and so
on), jokes on jokes (OK, so *60-70-80-
Phew what a scorcher!” was funny when
they first used it len years ago, but since
then that ome has run and run), and
childish name-calling. Much of what wus
once lively and exciting about Private
Eye has become so toutinised that the
formula has now become almost entirely
predictable. Issue after issue, the machine
grinds on tight-lipped RKon Knee,
Luchtime (’Boore, even my old friend
and comrade Pave Spart, all come
marching past, the same old characters,
the same old jokes, and the same old
prejudices.

So why read it? Well, of course,
sometimes it is funny. Private [ye still
publishes some of the best cartoons
around. Sometimes its whimsy 5 sur-
prisingly effective {I can't quite see why,
but [ do think it’s funny to refer to
Carter as President Toadthrush). Those
regular columns by Claud Cockburn, the
thinking man’s Auberon Waugh, manage
to locate and expose the absurdities of
establishment rhetoric  with  deadly
ACCUTEcY.

The fiye's cover pages, those photoe-
graphs of both the famous and the in-
with funny bubhles attached,
can be bang on target. One of my
favourites is the one of Enoch Powell,
seated in armchair, manic glint in his
eyes, and hands stretched wide apart,
saying, ‘And | tell you some of them
have got them this long’ But the best
of them all was surely the one which
marked the death of Dr Verwoerd, the
man who preceeded Vorster as Prime

Minister of South Africa. It showed a
group of African warriors, in traditional
wardress, leaping into the air, literally
jumping with joy. The caption read:
“Verwoerd A Nation Mourns’

Sometimes Private Eye can produce
good investigative, crusading journalism.
1t was the Fye which first named the
Kray brothers, and which first warned
students at the LSE, back in 1966, that
their new Director, the late unlamented
Gir Walter Adams, was a collaborator
with and supporter of the Smith regime
in Rhodesia. It was the £Eye which
revealed the full extent of the British
(Labour) Government’s involvement in
the Nigerian Civil War. The Eye's
‘Mental Health' colummn has taken the
lid off the goings on inside the fubrer-
ship of the National Front.

And Private Fye in pursuit of a
crooked businessman or a crooked
politician can be a joy to behold: it

hunted down and exposed Maudling

and ‘Thorpe. In the ranks of Private
Eye's encmies can he found as nasty a
bunch of villains as you could possibly
expect to come across, including,
amongst others, the Shah (the Shit of
lran, as the £ye dubbed him), Ian
Smith, and South Africa’s Bureau of
State Securnity.

Which all sounds very odd for a
magazine that is racist, sexist, and anti-
working «lass, But then, of course,
Private Fye isn’t merely any of these.
Private fye 15 well known for its savage
proficiency at the noble art of the
vendetta. But this savagery is oddly
random. If it doesn't like you, the fye
will get vou for any reason it can. Thus
its criticisms are surprisingly double-
edged, at once both ‘progressive’ and
‘reactionary’. For example, the Eye
attacked Harold Wilson as a two-faced
traitor to his *socialist’ principles, and at
the same time it sneered at him for
being ‘common’ and ‘cheap’ and for his
Jewish business assoclates.

[t's always very clear when the foye
doesn’t like someone. But it's often not
clear why it doesn’t like them, Why does
it disapprove of Jeremy Thorpe? Becausc
he's a crook or because he’s a homo-
sexuz}l? Or Robert Maxwell? Because he’s
a swindler or because he's a foreigner!
Why doesn’t the Eye like Rupert, the
‘Dirty Digger’, Murdoch? Because he's
dirty, or because he's a digger?

Fver since Kenneth Tynan (of all
people!) first demanded of it that a
develop a point of view, the I:ye has had
an ‘olficial’ explanation for its own
ambivalence that il 1s neither propres-
sive nor reactionary, that it merely tells
jokes and reports {occasiopally true)
information. As the fye sees itsell, it
has no collective viewpoint,

But, of course, this is rubbish, The
tone of voice in which Prieate Eye speaks
is remarkably consistent and has been so
for a remarkably long time. Such con-
sistency in tone betravs an underlying




consisteney i outlook, For Private Eye
docs have a viewpomt. [t subscenibes to
‘the good egg theory of history’, a view
af the world as divided into good eggs
and bad eggs, decent chups and rotlers,
those who can play a straight bat and
thase who can™t. those who are virtuous,
honest a2nd pood humoured and those
who aren't.

Private Fye is interested in inoral
judgerments aboul the worth of indivi-
duais, not in political judgements about
the worth of social mstitutions or. stili
less, whole soclal systems. In Proeate
Flye’s  strange world  there are good
Tories and bad Tones, good Labouriles
and bad ones, good Liberals and bad
liberals. There dare even gomd revolu-
tienary sovialists, like Paul Foot, who
warked on the fye for years, and bad
ones, like poor old Roger Protz. who
lﬂd{iL the mistuke of writing to the fye
condemning  1ts  petty bourgeols  ro-
actionary  politics, and  subseguently
found himselt appearing regularly in the
foye’s columns, cither as one of the
famous Neasden FC own-goal scorers or
as PO Prolz, assistant to  Inspector
Knacker. {F have heurd it rumoured thal

saclalist politics to drink )

Private I'ye has often been taken to
task for its ‘public schoolboy® humour
{ie. 1ts rather unsuhile hlend of snob-
bery, anti-semitisin, naughty words,
homophobia, and character assassi-
nalion), But behind the public scheool
humour there 18 something much more
tundamental, this guintessentially public
school ethic of the *good chap’, the
morality of ‘play up, play up, and play
the game’, If the battle of Waterloo was
won on the playing ftields of Eton, then
the ethics of Private Iye were shaped in
the classrooms of Shrewsbury (the
public sheol which Richard lngrams,
William Rushton, Chnstopher Booker
and Paul Foot all attended),

Friwte Eye 1s undoubiedly sincere in
its clatm that it simply judges individuals
as individuals, and goes for the bad ones
with cverything to hand, But, in a class
saviety | for those who don't positively
reject the immorality of the system in
the name of an alternmative socialist
morality, all that comes to hand are the
prejudices and superstitions of the ruling
class’s own morality. Which is why,
when Private [fye s locking around for

and swindlers, that it quite rightly
selects as targeis, the ones that often
come easiest to hand are ‘poove’ or
‘pseud’, dew’ or ‘tommon’ (for which,
read ‘not educated at public school’).

None of this presented much of a
problein back in 1961 when Private Eye
first started up (was it really so long
dago?). In the last days of the Macmillan
government, the Ffye’s moralistic criti-
cisim of official corruption dovetaited
nicely with left-wing politics. But the
world has changed a great deal since
then. One recession on, after more than
a decade of heightened class struggle,
after 15 vyears of Labour betraval and
Tory reaction, a {ot of water has passed
under all our bridges. Paul Foot has lett
the fye to go on to higher things (and
I don’t mean the Daily Mirvor). And the
Lye has got a lot tess funny and its
investigative journalism a lot less power-
tul. Because, you sec, Ropger Protz was
night: Private Fye's politics are petty
bourgeonis and reactionary. There, I've
said it, and if I'm unlucky you can
probably expect to find me playing for
Neasden next scason.

Perhaps, we can have a pint of real

s traumatic was this expericnes that as
Protz turned from

a result Comrade

hrickbhats to
collection of

throw at
llars and cheats, crooks
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aie together after the maich, Roger?
Andrew Milner
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For the lourth year running the

Soctalist Worker Student Orpa-§ - 7&\
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nisation is organising scven days
of revolutionary ideas and dis-
cussion. Last vear a thousand
people from a dozen different
countries were there. This vear
mare  are  expected—students

and teachers, of course, but also™7

engineering  worhers, dockers,
miners, printworkers, civil ser-
vants, housewives, school stu-
dents, All taking part in a greater
then ever series of courses on vir-
tually every facet of Marxist
ideas.

Debates and Discussions

Hilary Wainwright and Pete
Goodwin on Bevond the
Fragments.

Monty Johnstone and Puncan
Hallas on Permanent Revolution
Tang Al and Chris Harman on
Afghanistan

San Aaronovitch and Paul Hol-
borow on the Broad Demo-
cratic Alliance
Robin  Blackburn
Gonzales on Cuba

and Mikye

Marxis;

e '
T
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-

A
Pecter Hain and Duncan Hallas
on Reform or Revolution

Infroduction to Marxism

An clementary course dealing
with:

Historical materialism

The economics of capitalism
Impenalism and the state

The revolutionary party and the
working class.

Great Revolutions

An elementary course, taking
vou from (he Enghsh Civil
War, through the French revo-
lution and Petrograd in 1917 to
the Spantsh Civil War, the Chi-
nese revoluton and the events
of Portugal in 1975,

British Labour History
includes: Chartism, the growth
of trade unionism, the origins of

~Marxism in Britain, the first

shop stewards movement, the
unemployed workers movement
of the 1930s, the Cold War and
the Labour Party, the growth of
the revolutionary left in Britain,

The Rise and Fall of the
Comintern

A course discussing how the
attempt was made to build a
world party of revolution after
1917 and what went wrong with
I.

Womens Oppression and
Capitalism

The origins of the Family
Theories of patriarchy

The changing capitalist family
The Suffragettes

Women and the crisis
Women's consciousness dt
work.

Ten vears of women's liberation

Literature and paolitics

Science fichion, detective sto-
ries, popular culture and Fran-
kenstein, Shakespeare, Mijton,
Zola, Jane Austen and Genet,

Bernard Shaw, B Traven,
James Baldwin.

Imperialism

Three lectures on the theory of
imperialism

Plus workshops on  China,

Cuba, Southern Africa, and
South East Asia

Marxism Old and New
Lectures on: Luxemburg,
Oramsc:, Lukacs, Plekhanov
and Bukharin, Althusser, Col-
letts, Timpanaro.,

The Crisis in Economic Theory

An advanced course, with dis-
cussions on: The labour theory
of value, the declining rate of
profit, armsand the stability of
the system, theorising the cuts,
the re-cmergence of crists.

Plus courses on

*‘Reform or Rzvolution®
Problems of Contemporary
working class politics

The Crnisis of the European
revolutionary left

American labour history
Ireland

Sexual politics

The mass media and culture
today

Plus
Films,
ete.

music, 4 bar. a creche,

4-11 July

Polytechnic of North London,
Prince of Wales Road, London
NWS (kentish Town tube)

£9 in advance (from PO Box 82,
Londen E2}, £10 at door.

Ring 01-986 8355 for further
detaiis,
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From Montgomery to Miami

The rioting in Miami last week 15 nothing
new. There have been race riots in America
since the seventeenth century, and the New
York riots of 1863 or the Chicago riots of
1943 werea far bigger than Miami. But notall
riots are the same. I used 1o live in Knoxville,
a small industrial city in Tennessee, In 1919
they had a riot there when the whites
attacked the blacks, A friend’s grandmother
boasted that they “killed so many niggers
they had to stack them up in piles on Gay
Street, and the Tennessee River ran red.”
Yet in 1970 it was possible for white Kids 1o
join blacks in rioting in the Knoxville
ghetto.

For by 1970 the whole nation had been
shaken by a massive black movement. The
movement started in the South, still domi-
nated by a full apartheid structure right
down to segrated drinking fountains, lynch
mobs, night riders and the Ku Klux Klan.

It started in the fifties with a middle-aged
seamstress named Rosa Parks. She goton a
bus in the city of Montgomery one day, and
she sat down in the front of the bus. The
driver told her to get to the back of the bus
where the blacks sat, She wouldn’t move.
The bus driver threw her off the bus, and she
walked all the way home. She was tired,
sure, but she was even more tired of having
to go to the back of the bus.

Pretty soon all the other black people i
Montgomery were walking to work and
back too. For 381 days. And since nobody
much else rode the buses the bus company
gave in in the end, and even hired black bus
drivers. '

From Montgomery the movement spread
to attempts to integrate the schools in the
South. Then in 1960 in Greensboro, North
Carolina four black students sat down at the
white-only lunch counter of a Woolworths.
Woolworths was a mult-national, and they
didn’t dare throw the students out. But they
didn’t dare serve them exther. They closed
the store. And the sit-ins began. Alt over the
South: on buses, in restaurants, on beaches,
everywhere. And the yoter registration dri-
ves began.

It was a mass movement. Whole cities,
whole rural counties, solid. Grandmothers
led the marches, singing. It was a nonviolent
movement that staged protests and braved
cattle-prods and dogs and the noose, hoping
to impress the federal government and the
Northern whites by the sheer force of moral
example. In concrete terms progress was
slow, the price in blood and effort and evie-
tions heavy. But in moral and poltical
terms, a whole people began to stand up.
And they werg no longer content with a
piccemeal struggle for integration; they yel-
led “*What do we want? Freedom. When do
we want it? Now."” Not just civil rights like
other people had,but freedom, whichincap-
italist America nobody had.

The North
It was in the black ghettoes of the Northern
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and Western cities that the mood was most
opposed to non-violence. These ghettoes
were prisons, full of high unemployment,
viclence, frustration, alcohelism, drugs,
dangerous cops, and misery. They were also
fortresses. So many black people together,
for the first time, out from under the watch-
ful eye of the shenff and the planter, out
from under the stifling rural world and the
terrar of the mght riders.

Miami May 1980

But they were still up against a ruthless
capitalism, without social security, without
a national health service, with armed cops
ready to shoot down small boys. They were
last hired and first fired, day labourers, clea-
ners and dishwashers, and maids. When
there was work at all. And in the recessions
there were no jobs.

They had a problem with racism, all right.
But integration and civil rights weren’t
going to give them a job. Yet the civil rights
movement meant that black people were
standing up. And in the Northern ghetloes
they took it one step further.

In the Harlem ghetto of New York an 16
July 1964 a white cop shotand killed a black
kid. A protest demonstration iwo days later
turned into a riot. One man was killed by
police. five hundred arrested, and millions
of dollars wotlh of property had been bur-
ned down.

The nation had changed. Every previous
riot had been started by whites attacking
blacks. with the support of the police. This
ane was blacks attacking the copsand burn-
ing down the white businesses in the ghetto.
That riot set the pattern. That year Roches-
ter and Philadelphia went up. The next year
the preat Los Angeles ghetto of Watts went
up in flames as the rioters shouted. “Burn,
baby, burn”, and when the tlames were out
34 were dead, mostly killed by pelicemen.,

I 1967 the heart of the black working
class, in Motor Town, Henry Ford’s
Detrait, came out. Though this was a black-
ted riot, the assembly line had integrated
Detniot far more than any schools or restu-
arants ever would. So black andd white toge-
ther, in an orgy of free whisky and free
television sets, that lasted two weeks. The
police and national guard had to kill 40
people to control things.

And finally, in April 1968 a hired gun
killed the Reverand Martin Luther King.
We will never know who hired him, as the
country's rulers don’t want us to know. He
was the great leader of the Southern civil
rights movement, theman who organised
the Montgomery bus boycott, tireless,
brave, a principled Ghandhian believer in
non-violence. His whole life stood for the
strengths of the Souther veivil rights maove-
ment. And his death was a symbol of the
weakness of that movement, For The Man
has a Gun, and before he gives you power he
iIs going to Kill you.

When Dr King was killed, the urban
blacks built him a memorial. It wasn’t the
memorial he would have wished. But 11 was
the memorial they had learned tc build, and
it was the right one. The weekend after his
death they set fire 1o over a hundred
ghettoes,

Those were the last of the big nots. For
people got killed in riots, hurt and arrested.
The riots made the statement registered the
protest, got people together, and changed
peopl'es minds and hearts. But you can’t
just stay in the streets, People had to move
beyond that,

Black Power

Where they moved, largely, was into *black
power’. 1t was Stokely Carmichael who
coined this phrase, on a civil rights marchin
Mississippi tin 1966. He stuck up his fist n
the air and said *Black Power” and the media
leapt on it.

Black power meant different things to dif-
ferent people. But for most blaces the core of
the idea was that the fight against racism
was primarily the task of the blacks them-
sclves, and that what they needed was not
the rights of the individual American but
power [or themselves as a group.

Nao revolutionary movement was built in
America at the time. This was not through
lack of potential revolutionaries. Not only
in the Black Power movement, but in the
student and anti-war movements, in the
women's movement the gay and hispanc
MOVEREnts.

But revolutionaries were never able to
build in the one place where capitalism, sex-
ism, racism, class rule, bodily and mental
terrar all come together—that 15 where you
work. And so the separite movenments went
their separate ways. When the anti-war
movement died the activists went off to the
hills or back to college.

With the collapse of the left generally the
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Martin Luther
balcony where he was shot. Bobby
Seale (bottom left) from Black Panther
to mayorial candidate. Stokley
Carmicheal (bottom right) with the
phrase he colned.

King (top) on the

black revolutionary left collapsed. Many
were assassinated by the government but far
more decided that the time for revoiution
was not now, and turned to orthodox polit-
ics. Bobby Seale, the lion of the Panthers,
for instance, ran for mayor of Oakland as a
Democral.

The culteral nationalists also  lost
infuence. Nobody disagreed with black
pride or taking an interest in Africa. But
there was a depression on and the cultural
nationalists had lidle 1o say aboul the con-
tinuing reality of lifc in capitalist Amenca.

In pelitics, the field was lelt open to the
hlack politicians. They were members of the
Democratic Party, operalors, Carcerisis.
They became mayors of decayed urban was-
telands, representatives powerless tn Con-
gress. They were caught up in the cynical
and vicious world of American party polit-
ics. Charles Evers was elected the first black
mavor of Favette, Louisiana because of the
memaory of his brother Medgar. a martyr to
the civi! rights cause. Charles endorsed the

arch-racist George Wallace for Governor of
Alabama. Andy Young, one of the Rev
King’s men, rose to the heights of being the
white man's fixer in Southern Africa.

The Political Legacy
So it might seem that back down in the
ghettoes the riots had made no real difte-
rence. But they had. The riots made the
white tuling class sit up and take notice.
They decided to try and buy off the mil-
itancy as best they could. There were job
programmes, traming programmes, greal
gobs of money for community projects, and
a big effort to get young street blacks into
the colleges and then into professional jobs.
Even more importantly, they conceded
the demands of the civil nghts movement.
The whole apparatus of Southern aparthed
was smashed, A hundred years of grnm
struggle had advanced only inch by inh.
The cities went up in [lames, and the old
demands were granted. For those who grew
up in the South, white and black, what it 1%

B
today seems almost unrecognizeable.

The most important etfect of the riots was
intangible. You could see it clearly enough,
though, in the way that pcople walked.
Blacks walked a lot straighter and taller
than they had. A people had stood up. That
was the biggest difference the riots made.

But all those riots and all those black
power groups, they didn’t touch capitalism.
When the world depression hit, the batile
was on for survival. America was still racist,
blucks stitl found it a lot harder to get Jobs.
And the depression produced demoralisa-
tion and a drift to the right in the working
class. Ten vears ago Nixon and his ilk wrap-
ped the American flag around an awful lot
of the coffins of our dead in Vietnam. It took
a long time for patriotism and war-
mongering to become respectable agan. But
that is one of the things happening with the
smsteria over Iran. The women’s movement
is on the defensive, the steel plants are clos-
ing, the Ku Klux Klan s coming back.

Two stories point up what has been lost.
In 1971 the largely black inmates of Attica
penitentiary in New York rebelled. They
said they were all political prisoners of a
racist and capitalist system, and demanded
passage to Canada. They held the wardets
hostage. Governor Rockefeller sent the
National Guard in toshoot them down. The
prisoners were holding the warders with kni-
ves at their throats. When the Guard was
through, there were a lot of prisoners and a
lot of warders dead. The warders all died of
buliet wounds, not knife wounds. Because
each of those prisoners, in his last seconds,
decided it wasn’t worth taking another man
with tim.

That was the sort of prison rebellion, the
sort of personal politics that was possible tor
a movement on the upsurge. But a few
months back there was a riot in a New Mex-
ico prison. The same degradation and the
same anger that produced Attica and hug-
dreds of other prison riots over the years
produced this rebellion. But this lime there
was no organisation, no politics. And the
white psychopaths got at the drugs and went
after the informers and the blacks, muniai-
ing them, burning them alive with welding
gear. Within a day the niot was overas dazed
survivors crawled to the prison perimeter.

That's the sort of personal polilics you get
whea racism is on the ascendant and the lett
is on the defensive.

The Miami riots echo Attica in the black
rebellion and New Mexico in the white reac-
tion. The blacks rebelled because twelve
traffic cops beat a black man (o death for
jumping a red light and an all-white jury let
them off. That's not the militancy ot revolu-
tion, that's simply self-defence and common
SCNSC.

For the first time since 1943 the white
rank-and-file right felt strong enough to go
out in vigilante gangs killing blacks. For the
black are now protesting, with theirbacks 1o
the wall, That they can still protest they owe
to the legacy of the sixties. That their backs
arc to the wall, that is a consequence of the
failure of the whole of the American lett.
Jonathan Neale

Y



I S E XUAL POLITICS

The politics of the Ripper

The brutal murders by the *“Yorkshire
Ripper’ have provided good copy for the
mass media. The Swn, the Srar, and the
Express all give them big coverage between
pages 3, 5 and 7. Two books of hack
Journalism have been published. One, Fm
Jack 1s racist, sexist and full of inaccuracies.
The other, The Yorkshire Ripper, 1s better
quality hack work. Tt does take some
account of the conditions in the areas the
murders have taken place and ts much more
critical of the police. But none of the media
covergge reaily looks at the problems at
source. We are not experts but we feel that
there are serious issues which have to be
dealt with. And, because we are SWP
members active 1n one of the areas aftected,
we also suggest some of the things which we
can do.

The first question to answer 1s why have
the police, despite spending more than one
million pounds, been quite unable to catch
the murderer? Despite the fact that they
have wvirtually saturated areas like
Manningham, set up instant road blocks
and 24-hour patrols, they have got nowhere.

The reason is quite simple: most people in
the area fear the pohice more than they fear
the Ripper. The Ripper squad is drawn from
the West Yorkshire Tast Force, which is the
local equivalent of the SPG. These are the
same police who forced a path tor the
National Front through the black arcas of
Bradford in 1976. These are the very arcas
they arc now claiming to protecl. The same
15 true in Leeds, where the local police are
notonious  for attacking and  harassing
voung blacks.

But if the {ocal population have got good
reason to fear the police in general, surely
the murder enquiry is something
different and it would be in everybody's
inferest to co-operate at least on this?
Unfortunately that is not the case. This
judgement 15 not based on political theory
but on diriect and bitter experience.

Apart from the Ripper murders, the most
sensattonal  murder in o orecent  years in
Bradford was of a voung boy scout who was
involved with a gay man. The local gay
community responded by co-operating with
the police. They pave information in
confidence for this specific murder enquiry.

The police responded to this assistance by
launching an anti-gay witchhunt. Many of
those who helped in the enquiry were
arrested. At least one committed suicide,
Many people draw a simple lesson from this:
the Ripper is a shit but, in the long run. the
police are worse.

Police behaviour in this case has
contirmed that suspicion. After the Iirst two
or three murders the police began 1o arrest
as  many prostitutes a8 they could. Al
women were told to get off the streets and
stay at home. The police ran an organised
campalgn against clubs in the area. One was
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But people were reluctant to come
forward, with good reason.

raided every three days because the awner
retused Lo co-operate. The manager who

supported the ANL., was driven out of

business and is stll blacktisted.

The response of local socialiits has been a
women's  seli-defence  campaign. Many
women leel that the only way 1o be sale is 10
carry a weapon ol some kind, Most
prostitutes carry weapons — usually a
screwdriver or 4 hefty pair of scissors—but
In the last gight or ninc months this has
spread to many other women, A Wapten'y
Voice survey in the town centre discovered
that thurty percent of the women questioned
carried a weapon and that the vast majority
thought that women’s self-defence  was

justified.

The response of the police has been
have privately advised
they did carry a
‘the police

interesting. They
several wamen that f
weapon to defend theomselves:

wouldn't take any dction over that sort of

thing.” Neverctheless one woman, Sara
Dhixon, was prosecuted for carrving a knife.
What made the difference as far as the police
were converned was that Sara had the knile
m her pocket when she was arrested on a
demonstration against the Nutional Front,
As tur as the police are concerned. that

seeinls to exclude you trom the sort of

prolection o which
are entitied,

[ast September, alter the
Barabara Leech,
women marched through the town.,
demonstrated  the  growing

law-abiding’ women

J demonstration of 4
This

murder of

strength of

feeling. Most of those on the march were
ordinary working class women who were
frightened and angry about the murders and
the tnability of the police to protect them.
The march would have been much larger but
for the untortunate attitude of some of the
women orgamsers, who demanded a curlew
QI WOIMen.

FThis demand is understandable as a
reaction to the siuation facing women in
Bradford but 11 misses the point. [t 15 the
system which 1s responsible tor the Ripper
and 11 15 the system which is the reason why
the Ripper has not vet been caught. It 1s the
systemn which harrasses women when they
try to aarm themselves for detence. In
practice, this refusal to draw the links
between women and other oppressed groups
has alienated many non-political womcen
from a campaign and an issue on which they
are keen 1o act,

Al o more general level, it is worth
looking at the comparison between the
current Ripper and the orniginal one. The
tirst Ripper hit the headlines in 1881 after a
string of murders. The murders were
opposed and condemned by workers and
pne suspect nearly pgot lvnched in the
Whitechapel area. But the enquiries of the
poiice they treated with contempt. Like the
situation today, the police force which
attacked [rish demonstrators and spent
most ol its time harassing the poor and
uncmployed found it impossible to get the
information they needed from a population
which refused to trust them.

Agaim if we look at theories of the identity
of the Ripper there are some similaritics.
Apart from the theory that the first Ripper
wids a Polish seaman or a Jew (ie an
immigrant worker), most pointed to
establishment figures—doctors, lawvers or
even g member of the Roval Family.

Today what is known abour the Ripper
makes it impossible to use the racist theory
of blaming 1t on immigrants but large
numbers of people suspect the lower end of
the establishment. One theory argues that
the Ripperisa policeman because of the ease
with which he manages to avoid capture.

But  whatever the truth of these
speculations, and they do have a certain
symbolic value as expressions of ordinary
peaples’  unconscious  attitudes  ta the
powers that be, they should not be allowed
to distract irom the central points about the
Ripper.

The Ripper 15 not an  individual
psychopath who happens 1o be a criminal

genius. AL the very least it must take
desperate social. sexual and economic
circumstanges 1o produce such a

personality.

The arguments for women’s self-detence
are the same arguments as those we use tor
blacks and trade unions. We must restst the
temptation to call for more action tor the
forces of law and order’ even when we are in
weak positions. There 15 no way that they
are anterested  in defending  ordinary
working class men and women. We must
rely on our own strength.

Irish Calvert and Geolf Robinson
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

NGA leave their mark

The major confrontation between the
employers in the provincial newspaper and
general printing industries and the biggest
craft print union, the National Graphical
Association, ended in a substantial victory
for the workers, The NGA's claim for a
minimum earnings level of £80.00 a week
was conceded and the employer’s offer of a
37"/, hour week by July L1982 has been
brought forward to November 1981. Of
major significance, the drastic changes to
working practices sought by the employers
have been blunted, with very little left of the
productivity proposals they were desperate
to achieve,

The two general unions in the printing
industry, SOGAT and NATSOPA, which
earlier had accepted a lower offer and the
productivity proposals which would have
allowed emplovers compiete flexibility to
move workers between jobs will probably
now attempt to negotiate the terms won by
the NGA.

Employers United

The two employers federations covering this
sector are the British Printing Industries
Federation (with 3,250 firms 1n general
printing) and the Newspaper Socicty (with
some 250 firms producing provincial and
lacal newspapers). Huge companies domi-
nate the industry. Lord Gibson is chairman
of Pearson Longman which ownsthe Finan-
cial Times, Penguin Books and the West-
minster Press Group, producer of 60 per
cent of the provincial newspapers
England and Wales. Sir Alex Jarratt is
chairman and chief executive of Reed Inter-
national. a major paper production and
general printing company in is own night,
which owns the Daily Mirror and the vast
IPC publishing empire—where 1t just so
happens that 1,300 journalists are currently
locked out. 11 also ‘just so happens’ that Sir
Alex Jarratt is chairman ol the CBI's sub-
committee on ‘the balance of power’, which
is giving employers a lead on how to redress
the *balance of industrial power” away trom
workers 1in favour ot the employers.

Employers Confident

When this year's annual negotiations began
the employers were confident that they
could get their own way. When the leader-
ships of both SOGAT and NATSOPA
agreed their tiers they were delighted. Never
mind the major changes to working practi-
ces, thought the union bureaucrats in
SOGAT and NATSOPA, becavse the chan-
ges were principally aimed at the crat
union, the NGA, The emplovers wanted
complete flextbility between jobs and unions
and all changes necessary for the introduc-
tion of new technology. No wonder then,
that the employers were confident when the
two general unions put the annual wage deal
to their members withoult mentioning the

conditional productivity package. But when
the NGA rejected the deal how long would
their confidence last?

Employers Nerve

The NGA went into dispute &t the beginning
of April with a ban on overtime and the
calling of mandatory chapel meetings which
stopped production. The action taken by the
NGA was disrupting so much work that by
the end of April the employers’ federations
decided to impose a lock-out of all NOA
members in their industry. Now at the time
we thought that the lock-out was principally
aimed at the NGA, and we were right to
think so. But as the struggle developed we
became aware of the fact that the lock-out
was imposed by the leaderships of the
employers’ federations, becaunse they were
frightened by the number of their own ranks
that were prepared to settle quietly, and con-
cede the whole of the NGA claim. But the
leadership of the NGA were also worried
because, if the whole of their membership in
the affected area was to be locked out, it
would involve them in paying cut around
one million pounds in dispute benefit a
week.

Employers Disunited
The Newspaper Society and the Brinsh
Printing Industries Federation expected the
lockout to be total. It wasn't. Slowly, but
steadily, the call was discbeyed by employ-
ers. A series of deals were signed on the
NGA’s terms by individual employers, par-
ticularly in the general printing sector of the
BPIF. Under the threat of losing work to
competing companies more and more
employers signed interim deals on the
NGA’s terms. In the provincial newspaper
sector this happened much less and a gap
widened between the  two employers’
federations.

Underlying the emergence of the disunity
is the way in which the introduction of new

technology affects the two sectors in sharply
different ways. While the new printing tech-
niques available can be used by newspaper
proprietors to deskill craft work and allow
journalists or dilutees to do typesetting—as
was shown in the dispute when the manage-
ment at the Wolverhampton Express and
Star produced scab editions—in general
printing there are no journalists and few
clerical staff whao could take on NGA work,

Employers Collapse

The solidarity of the NGA members pushed
the BPIF members firms into dissarray,
which left the Newspaper Society and the
BPIE hardly on speaking terms. With a
remarkably high degree of solidarity being
shown by NUJ journalists towards the NGA
on provincial newspapers, the Newspaper
Society bosses decided 1o cut their losses and
settle (most of the BPIF members already
had). The way the dispute has ended means
that the Newspaper Society bosses have lost
an extremely important fight in their long
term battle over control in the publishing

indusry

Consequences for the Unions.

The National Graphical Association is both
pleased and relieved that the dispute has
ended as it has. It could easily have gone the
other way, but for the employers® disunuty
and the degree of inter-union solidarity
shown by the NUJ and SLADE leaderships
and the rank and file of SOGAT and NAT-
SOPA. But this is nothing compared to the
solid response to the bosses by the NGA
members. The first half of the 1980s willbe a
make or break period for the umon as
employers throughout the printing industry
attempt to introduce more and MOre new
technelogy.

Resistance to the offensive will be aided
by moves towards print union mergers with
the possibility ot one union for the industry.
Current top level talks on merger between
SOGAT and the NGA are possibly 1o be
joined by the NUI, and SLADE but these
will end up talking more about the location
of a1 new head office and who gets to be
general secretary than the real issues (o be
faced, unless the rank and file of all the
uniens have their say and wrest control trom
the bureaucrats. Stuart Axe
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

Hospital Steward

As revolutionary socialists we highttobuild a
rank and file movement inthe trade unions—
to win workers towards class-conscious self-
reliance and away from dependence on the
class-colaborating trade union burcaucracy.
We work to build the organisation to make
this possible. It is often assumed by socialists
that the best way to do this 1s 10 become a
shop steward. You may well find yourself
elected steward anyway, just by being a bil
militant and having & go at management. So
you become a steward, then what happens?

The shep steward stands in the middle of
the politicai stage in Britain todav. S/he is
elected, deposed, negotiated with, nobbled
with grievances, attacked, courted, victi-
mised, bought off, interviewed, sent oncour-
ses, preached at, hstened to with reverence.
In other words, pulled in all directions by
different people whe have one thing in
common—that the waytheyfigure things the
shop steward is the key to their problems.
This goes for members, management,
government, unien officials, convenors and
a large chunk of the Left.

To be effecuve a steward walks a
tightrope—or rather does a juggling act with
the members who elected him/her: with the
union which supplies the credentials; with
the management who the steward negotiates
with, and with whom s/he inevitably builds
up a “working relationship®™. To survive a
steward has to keep most of these three balls
in the air most of the time.

OK, we know because of cur good rank
and file polifics that the steward stands
shoulder to shoulder with the members—
that s/he works alongside them, knowsthem
individualily and is accountable to them. We
know the perils of the steward becoming
separated from the membersand becominga
umoen bureaucrat or management lackey, or
both. But the trouble is that reality can be a
little more complicated, as [ found outafew
years back when [ was a steward in a large
North London teaching hospiral.

The Hounslow Saga

It was September 1977 and the work-in at
Hounslow Hospital in West London had just
been smashed by management in a very bru-
tal manner. Twenty twoelderly patients were
‘kidnapped’ and the wards left wrecked when
the picket was taken by surprise in a military
style raid. Shock Horror. John Pilger spla-
shed it across the front of the Mirror and
everyone was outraged. The left in West
London hospitals {some SWP membeis with
a smattering of IMG and WSL) met over the
weckend and decided that this was it—this
was where we made our stand and stopped
the cuts. [ was an SWP sympathiser at the
time and used to goalongto Hospital Worker
mectings. I was contacted on Sunday night
by some peaple who had attended the meet-
ing and told there was 1o be a strike on
Wednesday and 1should do the utmost to get
my hospital out. To help me do this there
were M0 leaflets for me tocollectar6.30am. 1
hesitated. Was it possible? I decided it was. |
arrived at work en Mondaymorning withthe
feaflets wnder my arm and a funny feeling in
my gui.

First | tound the other steward who I
worked with politically, He had a hangover
and didn't think we could get a strike. He
finally decided it was worthacrack andso we
went Hat out and pulled out all the stops. We
bludgeoned the NUPE branch secretary,
wito was clearly against taking any action,
mto letting us call a mass meeting. We book-
ed the hall, wrote aleaflet, photocopieditand
sprcad it around. We arranged for speakers
trom Hounslow lor the mass meeting and a
coach to take people to the lobby on the
Wednesday. We chatted up the Communist
Party members in the hospital, saying that
there was going to be action over what hap-
pened at Hounslow and that we should do
something. Thev agreed that we should.

The mass meeting came and went. It was
preity miserable even by our standards and
poorly atlended, but we won the vote for a
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half-daystoppagethe nextday. Anotherleaf-
let written and duplicated. Another early
morning at the clockstohandthem out to the
workers as they arrived. What happened at
Hounslow is history. About 15 London hos-
pitals were on strike on the Wednesday and
1,000 people tobbied the meeting of the Area
Hcalth Authority, but we couldn’t sustain it
tor more than a day. One hospital, the West
Londeon, was out on indetinne strike. They
wernt back after two days.

The action had been unotficial and called
and coordinated by the revolutionary left in
the form of Hospital Worker (SWP-led) and
CLASH (an attemnpt by some IMGand WSL
members toset upa London health stewards
prganisation).

Hounslow Hospital was occupned for over
a year after the *raid’ by what had been the
hospital defense committee. [t became acen-
tre for the labour movement m the area,
being used by Mremen during ther stnikeand
acting as the central office for Fightback, an
organisaticn 1mitiated by the Hounsiow
Occupation Committee to spread and coor-
dinate the fight against health cuts. But
Hounslow was a defeat for London hoespital
workers, a defeatinthefightagainst the cuts,
and particularly a defear for the left. 1t was
also a personal defeat for me.

vly Little Drama

By Wednesday morning things seemed to be
going fairly well in my little patch. I was
exhausted and very tense, butfairlysatisfied.
Then [found cut that my members, the ‘pool’
porters, weren’t coming out. Thetensionand
exhaustion in me snapped. I lost my temper
and called a group of them fucking scabs.
They didn’t look pleased,

Nex1 day, having thought about it a bit, §
apologised for losing my temper and sweat-
ing at them. They still didn’t lock pleased. |
then discovered that they had been very
angry and three of them were going to beat
me up. But the head porter had said they
shouldn't do it on hospital property, so they
(my own members that is) reported me to
management instead. Two davs later I was
cailed 1n 10 the office. That was no sweat.
Management played it very cool and said it
wasn’t a disciplinary case else I would have
had the rnight to a full-time union officer
present (I agreed) but that complaints had
been made by the porters and Ishould apolo-
gise. [ said I had. The branch secretary, who
iutially had tried to sabotage the strike,
backed me up in a teeble kind of way.

It was a different kettle of fish with my
members, though., A number of them
wouldn't talk to me a while and they wanted
to throw me out as steward. | thought about
resigning, but then thought ‘sod it, [ was
right’, so I stuck it out, got a mate of mine 1o
stick my name on the nomination sheet, and
by the time the elections came around in a
couple of months it had blownoverand [ was
seccteatedd T o very sohering experience

-

What Had Gone Wrong?
Reflecting on this little episode T thought,
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‘what a joke’. Herewas[,agoodrank andfile
trade unionist, reported to management by
my own members, and using my position in
the unicn structure and my ‘special relation-
ship" with management 1o defend myself
against my members and ride out the storm.
What had gone wrong?

For a start the membership were not well
enough informed about the strike. The mass
meeting had been paorly attended and there
had been no departmental meetings where
the issues could have been fully put and
argued out in detail, We hadn’teven had a
stewards meeting first. But there hadn’tbecn
{ime. We had three days to organise the
whole thing.

Secondly, 1 was obviously a little out af
touch with the feeling of my members, over-
estimating the extent to which they saw
Hounslow Hospital as havinganythingtodo
with them, And it wasn’t just me. The leftin
the London hospitals which called the action
had got it wrong, foralthough we mobiliseda
lot of people, it was nowhere near what we
needed to win.

Lessons

Were we right to try it at all? It was certanly
risky, both for the union organisation in the
hospitals which came out (you're usually
vulnerable after a strike, but especially when
you lose), andfor the leftin London hospitals
which suffered a lot from the subsequent
demoralisation. Looking back 1 think we
were right, First because there was a chance
of pulling it off, but also because i1 was
experience. [t was experience for those ot us
on the left (in factitis permanentlyimpnnted
on my brain), and for the workersinvolved in
the action. And it was the kind of experience
we need, because it is this kind of solidanty
action that is at the root of building a rank
and file movement and spreading socialist
poelitics. It may be a setback at the time with
some people and workplace organisations
taking some hard knocks having misjudged
the sitwation. But in the longer term 1t takes
us forward because it provides what the class
and the left have often lacked, namely direct
experience of class struggle other than setpi-
ece battles called by the eofficials, or small
sectional struggles over such things as disci-
pline and working conditions.

Where does the shop steward fit in to all
this? The main point to understand is that d
you’re a steward and a revolutionary social-
ist then you don't fit initatall! You're stuck
instead with straddling the contradiction
built into the trade unions—that of being the
organisations set up to defend wage labour
within the confines of the system, by theclass
which has the possibility of abolishing that
system. As a steward you represent your
members. You have to go with them most of
the time and you can cnly ever afford to be
very slightly ahead of them. But as a revolu-
tionary socialist you go for the possibiliies
that might push the class struggle forward.
These two lines of action may be in conflict
with each other.

A fina! anecdote. Ileftthe hospitalin 1978,
In the ‘Low Pay Dispute’ of the winter of

1979 the porters where I had worked had
been on strike and were workingtorule. The
head porter, who wasin the union, had cros-
sed ihe picket line during the strike giving
some fecbie excuse which had addedinsultto
injury, The porters were very angry and
apparently one of them had said afterwards:

‘I suppose Robin was right when he called us
scabs that Lime®. This was told to me after-
wards by the steward who took overfromme.
Maybe thingsaren’tasbad asthey sometimes
SEEm.

Robin White

The grip of the right wing in the AUEW has
been further strengthened after the National
Committee deliberations over the last few
weeks., Although the details have not yet
been reported, we can assume that the right-
wing majority not only blunted any mean-
ingful policy over wages and the
Employment Bill but also, because this
vears National Committee is also the rules
revision conference, that the attacks on the
democracy of the AUEW have been carried
through.

The right wing Executive Committec had
proposed the establishment of full-time
branch secretaries and the amalgamation of
branches into super-branches consisting of
thousands of members. The secretaries were
not to be elected but appointed by the EC.
There is also a rule change extending the
period of office before a full-time official
retites,during which he or she need not
stand for election. This virtually means that
most officials, one elected, are elected for
life. The whole union structure, many mil-
itants suspect, is being fashiened to *fit’ into
a merger with the clectricians union with the
minimum of conflict and no possible
resistance.

Never have the right-wing had such a hold
over the AUEW and never has their confi-
dence- been higher. Not just their boldness
over the rules and pelicies of the union but
the 1reatment of the membership. clearly
seen over Derck Robinson and the events
that followed at Leyland with acceptance of
the slaves charter. -

The one real strength that the right wing
has is that there is no real opposition to
them. The Broad Left has just about encrgy
to call a few meetings in the areas where 1t
has a past, but his no clear idea of what 10
do or where it can go.Fatalism and despalr
are beginning to show themselves inside its
ranks, with examples like the recent election
for divisional organiser in southern England
where a1 Broad Lefrer who held the post for
years was beaten by an unknown member
who didn’t even bother o write an election
address—such defeats as this paralyse the
Broad Lett will.

You can overcome demoralisation if you
face up 1o your past, and put right mistakes
and make every effort to avoid repeating
them. Unlortunately the Broad Left can’t
even do this.

Its present leaders have inherited the
Broad [eft organisation. They still ¢ling to
the belief that the need is 1o have ‘the night

... and a new pamphlet to help do
precisely that.

lad in the right election. The Communist
Party, which hasn't developed any real
industrial strategy, cannot give any lead
either to the Broad Left or to militants in the
AUEW generally. Their philosophy comes
down to ‘The right wing is going 1o be so bad
that the rank and file will revolt against
them, so we need 1o do nothing but wait.” S0
there is never any debate about why the left
is being smashed everywhere in the union.
This failure to face up to the truth leads to
demoralisation. Demoralisation leads to
suicide while vou wait for the rank and file
to follow vou,

Fortunately things aren't that black. The
SWP has always Kkept—sometimes
desperately—a tochold in the AUEW and
tried todevelop an independent rank and file
body which could push the Broad Left into
activity beyond electioneering and, where
the Broad Left didn’t exist, become the main
lett current. Around the Engineers’” Chartet
a small collection of engineers have orga-
nised, and over the last years local and
national campaigns have been launched that
clearly show that resistance to the right wing
15 there to be bult on.

The increase of Charrer's influence has
brought us up against the Broad Left, who
view us with a mixture ot love and hate.
They love our active (manly young) mem-
bers but hate our constant demand for activ-
ity and debate. While the Broad Left
tolerates us more than in the past, clearly
they hope to accommodate us by pulling us
to the right. We have to resist this and pull
the hetter of their supporters with us.

Qver the next few weeks our supporters
will be organising for a national conference

23



INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

in Landon on 28 June to discuss organising
the lightback around the slogans of "Stop
the Rot; Kick Out the Right.” We hope 10
bring together the best militants 10 the
union. At the same time g simple down-to-
carth pamphlet has been produced’ explain-
ing what'’s happening 1o the union and how
we can fight back, aimed at the shopfloor
workers. The pamphlet therefore 15 the
argument of the militant to his own rank
and file; aimed 10 win back support on the
shop [loor for more aggressive policies and
to weaken the right-wing hold in terms of

1deas.

The right-wing hold cannot be seriously
challenged until a viable rank-and-file engi-
neering movement 1s built again which can
independently defend wages and conditions
and promote workplace organisation. ltisa
hard slog but even a modest victory this way
wiil see the right winpg tremble.

15p a copy, 10 copies for £1.50 including
pasiige, from 205a Seven Sisters Road,
London

Roger Cox

A right carve up?

The right wing, who laughingly call themsel-
ves the "Moderates’, now control the natio-
nal executive of the largest civil service
union, the Civil and Public Services Associ-
ation. Their ¢lection victory, anncunced at
the recent CPSA conference, was a bitter pill
for activists to swallow coming at the end of
a vear which had witnessed thousands of
posts axed and job security threatened,

. The election results must have gladdened
the hearts of the civil service bosses, who are
now pushing ahead with proposals to chop
75,004} jobs over the next three years. [tcan
have been no coincidence that further cuis
were anncunced the day after the right wing
viciory became Known.

The election results and the threat of
redundancies influenced every discussion at
the CPSA conference, and despite many a
spirited speech from the rostrum, delegates
were only (oo well aware of the difficulties
the future would bring.

[romcally, the *Moderates’ clection vic-
tory made the, mainly left wing, conference
delegates determined to assert their author-
ity over policy 1ssues. The debate on pay
reflected the growing disiilusionment with
the PRU system {a comparability study) of
determining pay.

However, instead of going for a complete
rejection of pay comparison, the Broad Lett
supporied a Mifiran! inspired motion calling
for a special delegate conference 10 analyse
the difficulties of pay rescarch and to consi-
der alternative options. This motion was
carried with the overwheiming support of
conterence on a card vote; now weg wait 1o
see whether the ‘Moderate’ NEC, all of
whom are committed to PRU, will organise
such a conference in time for next year’s pay
negotiations. Had the Broad Left had more
courage and gone for outright rejection of
PRU, pay comparison in the civil service
would have been dead and buried by now.

The debate on cuts was overshadowed by
the dismal failure of the so-called Cuts Cam-
paign launched this time last year. This cam-
paign, which included bans on temporary
promotion, substitution and overtime, was
cnthusiastically sapported by CPSA acli-
vists., but the out-going Broad-Lett domi-
-t NEC hottled out evervtime the civil
service management threatened to suspend
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union members hghting for union policy.
This lack of leadership effectively destroyed
ail but the propaganda element in the Cuts
Campaign. Given this history, conference
deiegates opted for fiery speeches rather
than discussing concrete action to stop the
destruction of jobs in the civil service.

Phil Cordell:
conlerence
voted :
overwhelmingly to fight his

viciimisation, but is the executive up to it?

Not all the lessons learnt in the battles of
tast vear have been forgotten, however, and
many ol the resolutions passed sought to
curb the power of the fuli ttme officials. One
such resolution embodied the principie that
elected representatives from disputes have
to the right 1o be present at all negotiations,
no matter what level, concerming local dis-
putes. The consequences will be far reach-
Ing, in that it will now prove increasingly
difficult for fuil-timers or semor elected lay
otficers to concoct shoddy deals with mana-
gement. The decision once again highlights
the healthy trend in the CPSA 1o bring
industrial action under control of the rank-
and-file membership.

The culmination of all the attacks on the
full (ime officers was the passing of a motion
which instructed the incoming NEC to pre-
pare, for next vear's conference, proposals
for the election of full-timers. This motion,
which reccived the overwhelming support of
conference delegates, once again dodged the
1ssue. Instead of gotng straight for the elec-
tion of full-timers, the Broad Left preferred
te support further discussion,

Given the complexion of the current NEC
you will not need a crystal ball to predict the
what sort of proposals will be presented.
The *Moderates’ have always been opposed
1o the election of full-timers and it 15 they
who will be able to dictate the debate at next
year's confercnce. By refusing to face the
1ssue head on, the Broad Lefl have given the
rigiit wing the opportunity to etfectively halt

the campaign to clect fuli<time officials.

The elections

The CPSA elections this year were held, for
the first time, under a new procedure allow-
ing mdividual voting at work place meet-
ings. The procedure was designed to replace
the block-voting method whereby a relativ-
ely small number of members were able to
control thousands of votes. It was 1o be
expected that the night wing would gain
under this procedure. However, since sup-
port tor the *‘Moderates” remains mainly
passsive, we expect the left to gain over the
next few years.

The main worry revealed by the election
results was the very low turnout. Every
member should have been given the election
addresses, and one hour's factlity time was
allowed for workplace meetings to be held.
Despite these favourable conditions, only
80,000 votes out of a possible 230,000 were
cast it the presidential clections, the results
of which were Losinska (‘Moderate™}
36,901, Lever (independent) 20,245; Colt-
man (Broad Left) 13,773; Willlams (inde-
pendent) 6,357, Healy (Redder Tape) 3,403.
Losinska was therefore elected by only (6
per cent of the CPSA membership.

The future for civil service trade unionists
may look gnm. As well as cuts and declining
real wage levels, civil service bosses are
already beginning 10 victimise militants, as
the sacking of Richard Cleverly and Phil
Cordell in South London suggests, Howe-
ever, there also exists a growing sense of
realism among rank-and-file activists. The
election of the *Moderate’ NEC has revealed
the soft-underbelly of CPSA organisation,
and many are beginning to question the
strategy and tactics of the Broad Left. Over
30 people attended a Redder Tape meeting
held on the last night of the conference 10
discuss future campaigns. Of course, no
magicai tormula exists to solve the prob-
lems, but unless the left in the union ecan
unite 1in action against the Tories and main-
tain a constant traternal debate about the
1ssues that matter, we will leave the right
wing to grow in strength.

Mike Healy

It didn’t move left,
it didn’t move right

A standing ovation for strikers from
Chix, the calling of a mass picket of
taggers at the [sle of Grain power
station site and a hard anti-Tory speech
from general secretary, David Basnett,
might suggest that the General and
Municipal Workers Union has now
emerged from 1ts sycophantic romance
with the Callaghan government and the

old days of iron discipline over the
union’s membership.
This vyear’s conference, held in
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Bournemouth in the third week of May,
showed neither a shift to the left, nor
any perceptable shift to the nght. By
this conference the union had tully
expected to announce the achievement
at one million members (in {act a poster
hehind the platform declared tins targel
achieved)., but it has fallen short by a
fow thousand and iy now worried that
the growth of unemployment, partieu-
larly in the public sector, 15 polng to
deny them their target tor some years 1o
come,

lLast year’s conference was held 1n
the direct aftermath of Labour's general
clection debacte and little was really
zaid about how labour dug its own
grave. This year almost every speaker
made statutory references to "Attila the
Hen’, but nothing much more thanabuse
was thrown from the speaker’s tostrum,
Over the year the Clegg awards to the
local authority workers and the NHS
ancilliaries have comce and gone, but no
solid criticism emerged at conference of

Isle of the
scabs

Behind the Laggers’ dispute at the multi-
million pound Isle of Grain power
station site lies a very dirty story. The
laggers — thermal insulation engineers —
are heing made scapegoats by the Cental
Electricity Generating Board and the
giant conptracting firms like Babcocks
and GEC who, at the same fime, are
trying to break workplace organisation
in readiness for the new generation of
nuclear power stations. What is tragic is
that the leaders of the AUEW con-
struction and engineering sections, the
EEPTU and the Sheetmetal workers are
fafling for the employers’ trap and
giving backing to the privately trained
scab force of strikebreakers.

The ¢ EGB do not need the station. Fhe
construction programme of the Isle ot
Grain power station, planned to be the
largest  oil-fired  station  1n Europe,
staried in 1971. The station was inten-
ded as a base load station which when
completed would supply 3,300 mega-
wats to the etectricity grid. Consturction
began in a period when the price af ot
compared favourably with that of coal.
This is no longer the case. The price of
coal is now in the region of £35 per
tonne while the price of heavy crude oil
is now L¥5 per tonne.

The CELB is fully aware of this asat
is reflected in their fuel purchase poli-
cies. [n 1972, prior to the take oftf 1n
oil prices. the amount of oil consumed
in power stations was 2063 mice
(million tonnes of coal equivalent} In
1978 this figure llad been reduced to
| 7.6 mtee, a decline in oil consumption
in excess of 33 per cent.

what a con the whole Clegg exercise has
been,

An atmosphere of suffocating chau-
vinism descended on conference on ithe
first day and didn't lift all week. Not
one voige was raised against a nising tide
of dewmands for itmport controls, of
demands  that other countries stop
exporting and arguments that Britam
could be great again if,. And this ail
took place In a union that doesn’t even
have a broad left, bven an appallingly
chauvinist speech by a Mifiranus supporter
calling for the GMWU to set up an alter-
ntive trading block outside of the conn-
nmon market, whatever that nmeans. wis
passed against excvutive advice.

Conference delepates gave a standing
ovation to some Chix strikers an The
Wednesday, and then cheered wildly on
the Thursday morning when the chair-
men  announced that the union had
signed @ recognition agreemenl  with
(hix the previous night. No-once rised
the guestion of what the terms of the

It is believed that the LGB 1in the
coming vear intend to reduce oil con-
sumption further to approximately U
per cenl of last year's Nigures. To brng
‘on stream” the full generuting capacity
of 1he Grain under circumstaznees of
falling dJdemund  and  increasing ol
prices js nol what {he CLGH wants,

New Generation Coming

A new generation of power stations s to
be Built. The Tory govermment, logether
with the CLGRE and the big contracting
companies, have adopted o nuclear
power strategy . Oil is too expensive and
coal has to be Jug by miners, But before
they  build  the new  peneration ot
slations they want Lo sonash the strength
of large site union organisation which

Jereement were,

ver the last four vears the GMWIU
has changed a lot from the days of
slayish ohedience to the executive. The
emergence of sectoral industrial con-
ferenves to decide on issues has meant
that nepotiators have been overturned
(as in water supply) and that national
industrial officers have to tread much
more warily on the membership.

The image of the GMWU as a night
wing public sector union should be
discarded. Its members in the private
seclor are coming to the fore in induos-
tries like chemicals, rubber, engineering,
construction, food and hotels and cater-
ing. A major problem for the left, which
iv simultaneously an advantage to the
right. is thuat the GMWLU has memburs
in such disparate areas of both the
private and public sector that organising
across the sectional consciousness of the
differing groups is extremely ditficult. .
but nol 1mpossible,

John Watson

they claum s costing them (oo much
money. Laggers have had to tight thelr
way to the Lop of the carmings league in
large sitec work, insisting on top Jevel
safety conditions and compensation tor

working with  highly cancerous
stances in their everyday work. Life
expectancy among laggers has always
been shorl, The contracting employers
are tryving to end wage drift onsites and
dse a4 national wage agreement to o set
maximum pay levels forall their workers.
The laggers. organised in the GMWU in
Freland and Wales and the TGWL in
Seatland, are tfighting a major struggle
to detend their organisation, their skills
and their safety for the next len of
twentiy Vedrs.,

Stuart Axe
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" THE MOVEMENT

Challenge or talking shop?

The necar hysteria of the press in the treat-
ment of trade unmion affairs is at last getting
through to union leaders. The cut-throat
jeurnalism which marked the TUC Day of
Action on May 14 and the vicious campaign
against Brmsh leviand Shop Steward
Decrck Robinson provided an appropriate
backdrop for the firstannual meeting of the
Campaign for Press Freedom in Conway
Hall. Holborn, on May 24, More than 200
people turned up, most ot them delegated
[rom trade union branches and Labour
Party groups.

When the campaign was first launched
last year 1t had wide-ranging supportamong
unton leaders {Geoffrey Drain, NALGO:
Bill Keys, SOGAT; Owen O’'Brien, NAT-
SOPA: Moss Evans, TGWLU, ctcy and some
Labour leaders like MPs John Grant and
Roy Hattersley, as well as Tony Benn and
[Yame Judnth Hart. It was organised in the
wiake of the hutchet-job reporting of the low
paid workers strike 18 months ago, and was
set up around a sct of seven aims, all of them
vague and unchjectionable, and won the
support of 16 national unions within a few
maonths. [t can rely upon thissupportas long
as 1t remains a forum for discussion: its
value will be really tested if 1t ever gets
around to doing anything. Saturday’s meet-
ing began to expose some of the divisions
within this joosely knit federation. During
the day the discussion rambled to and fro,
but it was cnly when it broke down into
smtaller, informal groups that the real prob-
lems emerged. ‘Throughout there were two
strands of thought; the idea that the press
catl be organised to give an accurate reflec-
tion of all points of view while remaining
Independent of cconomic and political for-
ces, and the belief that the only answer is to
take controt from employers and put the
press in the hands of the working peopie.

The i1dea that the press can be controlled
led some people to support the creation of
an “alternative’ Press Council-—now that
the National Union of Journalists has pulled
out af the existing employer-dominated
body—which will impose its will on a relue-
Tant press.

This shows that there is 2 long way to go
In winning major arguments within the
membership of the Campaign itseif: that the
election of committees, no matter how well
founded, never guarantees anything; that
the ruthless nature of newspaper manage-
ment does not allow for self-discipling; that
action against newspapers by the people
who work within the press—supported by
those outside—is the only argument that
picrces the detences of Victor Matthews,
Rupert Murdoch, Lord Thomsoen and the
other press moguls.

~Nevertheless, the meeting did develop
some impoertant idcas which, if take up,
could see g genuine campatgn lor press free-
dom developing which might provide a basis
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for challenging news bosses.

Speaker after speaker emphasised the
need for direct action to get rid of editorial
bias. The Campaign was called on to raise
the issue of automatic right of reply Jor
those who suffer from the effects of a bad
press, a4 right which should be cnsured
through action by printworkers and
Journalists.

The most breathtaking experience of all
during the day, which inevitably became a
wide-ranging discussion rather than an
analysis of specific work that necded to be
undertaken, was the election of the new 20-
strong committee. Following an appeal tor
more women’'s representation—there was
net a single female on the previous
commuittee—no less than six women were
elected, three rank and file activists within
the NUJ; one from ACTT the broadcasting
union; another from breadcasting and one
from the Labour party. Also elected were
several rank and file campaigners in a poll
which changed the whole complexion of the
Campaign executive.

The new committee would do well to
reflect on the contribution from Bill Free-
man of NATSOPA who introduced one of
the few revolutionary notes during the day’'s
discussions.

He crincised the essentialy  middle-
classness of the Campaign. its domination
by editorial elements and its Lailure to con-
tront the real pahitical battle; to wrest con-
trol of the media lrom employers and instail
control in the hands of working people.

East End
News

Get a group of socialists together and ask
them what should be done about the media
and they will sure as anything come up the
Idea of sctiing up an alternative press and, in
particular, a national daily paper for the
labour movement.

This theme was taken up at the Campaign
for Presy Freedom annual meetirig, although
there was a cautious approach to the dream
of setting up a national daily. The nervous-
ness 15 understandable. The failure of the
Daily Herald—even though it had a strong
circulation—is still an open wound which
pains any dmscussion, and the more recent
and bitter experience ot the Scorrish Daily
News co-operative soon brings people down
to carth, The simple truth 1s that while 1t
might be 4 nice 1dea to have our own paper
there 15 neither the hinancial nor poiitical
will to get one launched.

That s not to say thatthere is nota strong
case for an alternative press. In fact, there js
one already in existence which takes two
forms: the papers of the political groups of
the left and the hundreds of community
papers wihich are scattered throughout the

country. In the last year there has been a
movement towards building an alternatve-
press which combines both elements, sery-
ing 4 local community while representing a
broad political movement. One such paper
aiming to forge this alliance is the East End
News, a co-operative paper due to be laun-
ched in September.

The Campaign for Press Freedom adop-
ted the Fast Ead as a pilot project late last
year. The paper has been set up as 4 wor-
kers'/readers/labour movement co-
aperative. Since the idea was first taken up
by a group of East End journalists more
than 350 individuals and organisations have
joined, contributing more than £10,000
towards the launch target fund of £25,000.

The aim s to launch a weekly paper which
will sell as a socialist, but politically-
independent lacal newspaper with a number
of signiticant diffcrences:

a) 1t will be a paper with policies agreed in
advance. These include demands for the
paper 1o campalgn against Tory cuts; to
campaign for the development of the East
End according 1o the demands of the local
population; to campaign against racism and
te provide coverage in minority languages
far ethnic groups.

b} it will provide a communications
resources centire for the area, giving assis-
tance to groups in producing leaflets, pos-
ters, pamphlets, and will set up a training
course in basic wnung and production
techniques,

¢) 1t will link vp all of the progressive for-
ces within the area arcund the common aim
of defeating the Tories and will develop
links with other, similar projects in Roch-
dale, Newcastle, Merseyside, South Wales
and the West Midlands,

Criven the frustration of people in an area
like East London, it is no surprise that the
meetings of the East End News co-operative
have been 50-strong, providing a forum for
dcbate among diverse campaigners—
church leaders, anti-racists, union militants,
womens' groups, homosexual campaigns
and tenants associations among them.

The next few vears will see things getting a
lot worse for people who live in inner city
areas. The need to organise support, to pro-
vide sympathetic propaganda and to build
people’s confidence 15 of paramount impoi-
tance. [t 1s also an cnormous task, The Fast
End News will be a start in trying to get the
ball rolling in East Landon.

This trend has overtaken the arguments
for a nattonal daily paper and more unions
are seeing local mitiatives as the way for-
ward. Indeed, SOGAT and NATSOPA
have officially backed these plans by
chippng m almost £1,000 each to the East
End News tund.

There 15 no doubt that a network of such
tocal papers all over the country could be a
major step in breaking down the strangle-
hold which papers hike The Sur have In
working class areas. It is only when that
process begins to take effect that plans for a
national broadly-based labou daily can sen-
sibly go-ahead.

For more informanon: East End News,
c/0 102 Western Road, London EI3.
Aidan White
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S W RITERS REVIEWED: MARGE PIERCY IR

A writer of our time

Saome people have said that the novel is no
longer a living art form, no one writes good

novels these days. They should try Marge

Piercy.

Marge Picrcy has been politically active
on the American Left for about twenty
years. She was involved in the civil rights
movemenl 1n the early sixties and was a
member of Students for a Democratic Soci-
ety. She has since then been active in the
women's movement and over various other
ISSUES,

This milieu, a largely unorganised.
diverse movement, provides most of the
subject matter of her books. You willlook in
vain {or cut and dried answers, there are no
slogans, no calls to build the revolutionary
party. Yet it is easy to recognise ourselves in
the people she writes about, even though the
settings are very specihically American. She
1s able to portray personal relationships very
vividly and writes honestly without ideahisa-
ticn and without preaching.

I found it difficult at times to remember
that the people I was reading about were
only ‘made up’ and had no existence outside
of my head and hers, This illusion 1s aided by
the fact that her plots do not come to an end,
On the last page some things have finished,
others are starting. _

My favourite of the four bocks [ have
read 1s Semalf Changes. 1t deals with the
women's movement in Boston in the sixues.
Its two central characters, Beth and Miram,
struggle to make a space for themselves in
the world, to find a way to *live right’. Beth s
shy and small, always full of self doubts. She
flees from & constricting, conservative [am-
ily into marriage, only to find herself used.
With a determination that amazes her she
sets off once again, running from the marri-
age 10 Boston. Self-effacing and unconfi-
dent on the surface Beth has an amazing
tenacity in refusing to be told what to think,
refusing 1o be pushed into a role others see
fit for her. Step by step we see her carving
aut her own role in hfe, growing and
expanding. The struggles she encounters are
not large, the changes are indecd small, yet
they maiter.

This 1s generally true of Piercy™s stories.
Her people are active agents and their
actions, for good or ill, do make meaningful
changes in their lives.

Miriam is the kind of woman you'd expect
to survive eastly ina male-dominated world,
Extroverted, sexually liberated, a graduate
with lots of mathematical talent and middle
class confidence. Yet 1t 1s Miriam who loses
and Beth who wins, Struggling against a
wall of male professional prejudice in the
way of her mathematical ideas and tired out
by the difficulties of lormuing a satisfactory
relationship with ewther of her lovers, she
opts for a comfortable marriage i which
she will be *‘cherished”. We can sce how she s
as much used 1n her soft, moneyed, middie
class marriage as Berh was in her savage

conservative one, but Miriam chooses (o

construct a maze of rationalisations and
submerges her seif, clinging to the "love’ she
needs, even after it has long gone.

However, Marge Piercy does not present
us with villainous, flat, male characters
whose only function seems o be the oppres-
sion of the women in the story, as is the case
in the much inferior The Wamen's Room by
Marilyn French with which Smalf Changes
has been compared. Piercy's men are inie-
resting in their own right, although perhaps
she doesn't quite manage to gel inside them
as completely as she does with her women.,
They too, are capable of change, sometimes
exploitative, sometimes not, making deci-
sions and living the consequences. Thus it 1s
Phil, Miriam’s lover, who understands most
clearly the tragedy of Miriam’s martiage,
and it is for her that he mourns—more than
tor his own lost chances. |

Jim, Beth's husband, can anly see her in
the role of *wife”. For himit's dominate or be
henpecked. He never talks to her, but always
at her. Yet when she finally wins her inde-
pendence from him he isatfast free to accepl
her as an equal. In their [inal conversation
together we can see his struggle too, his cage
of chauvinism, cracked a littlc perhaps by
his cxperience with Beth.

Snrall Changes is a book T would particu-
larly like male comrades to read. [t commu-
nicates well many things which are too
subtle and complex to be castly expiained.
Perhaps that's what novels are for.

1f 1here is a serious criticism (0 be made of
Marge Piercy’s novels it's the ahsence of the
working class in her world. In this she
reflects the isclation of the American Left
from the working class. [n Smali Changerthe
only working class characters (Beth's family)
ae presenied as (ncurably conservatiye. The
warld of Connie 1n Weman on the Edoe of
Time 15 the world of hostlers and hard hhving,
there s no hope presented there, The world ot
the future which Connie visits, although still
blessed with the products of mines and facto-
rtes, somehow does not contain them. They
are off stage, invisible and unexplored. In
Vidde her book about political activism, there
are ¢ working class characters except those
plucked from thetr environment and ren-
dered classless.

Maybe 1t was because | was already cons-

cious of this that I approached Vida with
misgivings. How was I going to react 1o a
sympathetic account of left terrorism? Vidais
a one time cadre of the anti-Vietnam War
movement ol the late sixtics. Partly through
the machinations of an undercover police
agent in their midst, partly through their own
lack of clarity about the politics, her group
gets involved in a bomb attack on the drait
board at Rockefetler Center. Vida i1s pitched
conta a road without a turning, a hife on the
run, unable to do anything except tocontinue
bombing and to write endless position papers
which no one reads. At a stroke she becomes
totally isolated, gapged and rendered harm-
less. The book describes her life with sym-
pathy, honesty and understanding. 1 grew to
love Vida. Yet though the message 15 not
spelled cut it is none the less clear, the sterility
of terronsm 13 horrifvingly vivid. |

Wontan on the Edoe of Time is perhaps the
best known here in England. In it Marge
Piercy juxtaposes a reahstic and critical
account of New York mental institutions with
a vision of a future Utopia. The grnim vyet
convincing image of the hospital draws a lot
from Picrcy's association with organisations
which included the Menial Patients Libera-
tton Front and the Somcrville Women's
Health Project.

The Utopia she projects, a village in Matta-
poisett (Massachusetts) of 2137, 15 not every-
one's cup of tea, ver it makes a vald
contribution to our vision of tuture sociahst
life. Some ol 113 ideas are of a very way-out,
sci-fl tvpe, such as the end of tielogical child
bearing and the treatment of malc parents
with hormones so all can taste the jovs of
breast feeding equally. Other 1deas are bor-
rowed from non-European cullures, such as
the native American custom of marking the
beginning of ‘personhood’ {ie adulthood) by
a week of solitude in the wilderness. Al thisis
woven into acredible whole by the deep explo-
ration of personal relationships and theirinte-
raction with the social orgamsaton.

The contrast between Conme’s madhouse
and the freedom of the future world works to
highlight each of them. Yet peopic’s actions
matter and the rosy future is not guaranteed.
Connie briefly blunders into a tascistalterna-
tive future and is forced by her own experien-
ces in the hospital to a realisation that the
actions of people have to [orge the fink bet-
ween present and future. She comes to think
of herself as partof thatink and makesheract
of war against the enemies of Mattapoisett,
who are her enemies 100,

The building of Socialism has to be a rich
canvass of many strands. The thread of
Marge Piercy’s work can give depth to our
understanding of what it's all about.

Ewa Barker
Marge Frevev's Books are pubfished by The Wom-
en's Press, 24 Shovediveh High Streer, London,
afE. Titles in print are The High Cost of L
(2. 28), Woman on the Edee of Time 08§, 95), and
Vida (F4.95),

Orcter by pust from Bookprarks or the pulidicher
(prepaiod arders ondv amid enclave 30p per itk for
prst aned packinge,
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Torture, death, and...

Simon Turner (SR J985.3) 1s quite right 1o
suggest that current SWP policy on trades
councils 15 hapharzard; such work 15 largely
left 10 the inttiative of individuals with even
Jistrict committees, let alone the national
organisation, offering minimal guwdance,
Unfortunately Simon 15 wrong about Just
about evervihing else.

[ think few of us who have worked regu-
larly on trades counciis think in terms of the
1926 experience; our concerns are much
more pragmatic. An area with an effective
trades council,which can gt least provide
comimunication between various sectors,
and on occasion take initiatives, is hetter off
than an area which has no suchorganisation.
[t 15 SWP policy to ‘defend our unions’, o
developandstrengthen all meaningfulforms
of trade union organisation. Trades council
work must be put in this context.

Simon 15 correct to sayv that the level of
(rades council activity varies egnormously;
that some councils are important, others
irrelevant. But to put it like this s fatalistc,
The experience—confirmed by all the
reports published in Socralist Review—is that
what makes the difference will be a small
group of activists prepared to carry the bur-
dens. In an ideal world, of course, trades
councils would be personed by honest,
dynamic and efficient left reformists, who
would lick the stamps and auplicate the
minutes; SWP comrades would conserve
their valuable encrgies in order to inject the
politics and fight for the correct line. (But
then in an ideal werld we wouldn’t need
trades councils anyway.)

My uown experience 15 of becoming a dele-
gate to an almost totally monbund trades
council. When 1 lirst started 1o attend. the
nverage attendance was seven, with at least
halt of pensionable age, and the sole activiry
wis listening tothe secretary reading word by
word (hirough the correspondence received
from the TUC . During the nurses’ dispute in
1974 1 made the modest proposal that we
wrile to branches inviting them o take what-
ever action they saw fit in support of the
nurscs. I was told that such interterence in
disputes was not permitred.

The [lirst breakthrough came when we
merged with the other trades council 1n the
baraugh. ('This should have happened at the
time of the local government reorganisation
in 1964, but we only got round taitin 1975.)
The merger was opposced by one of the more
long-standing members on the grounds that,
“We were due to meet them twelve years ago
Lo discuss that, but it was snowing, and none
of them turned up!’

What the merger meant was that a small
group ot people— CP_ LP, 5WP—came Loge-
ther who were committed to trving (¢ make
the trades council 2 more relevant and inter-
ventionist body. An SWP meomber became
president and anacnive and etticient CPerthe
SCCTELary.

The achievement was limited and modest;

2%

we talsed money for local disputes and sent
delegations to pickels; we held two public
meetings on the cuts and foratime circulated
a cuts bulleun; we circulated (o all branches
far discussion a statement on the nced tor
total opposition 1o the NEF, we adopted a
Chilean poliucal prisonerand welcomed him
to Britain when he was released (this got
fuli-page spreads in the local press). That
more was notdonccanbeatiributed partlyto
the general level of struggle, partly to the
small number of activists, But at least a start
was made; there 15 4 potenual for deveiop-
ment as the situation changes.

The point s that nothing could have been
done without the activists being involved in
the procedural and bureaucratic aspects. "It
1% NECESSATY 1O TESiructure the megtngs, 1o
farm oul the boring routine correspondence
tor the executive so that trades council meet-
ings could concentrate on major reporis,
speakers, local disputes and campaigns.” To
begin with we couldn’ ¢ven move that the
trades councid hanner be sent on demanstra-
tions because there was no bannertosend: an
SWP member {not me) had to do the sewing.
Ta me the lesson of Bob Llovd's letter (SR
1980:4) on the buregucratic entanglement of
Oxtord trades council is notthe world-weary
ahstentionism he evokes, but rather the
importance  of fighung to  win  the
chairpersonship.

The problem, then, 15 not ane of seeking
positions, but of doing jobs. 1t 1s futile our
proposing that trades councils take on cer-
Lain tasks unless we are preparcd to makethe
effort to tnplement the decisions. If this
means being clected secretary minutes secre-
lary or auditor, so be it

Obviously there 1s a question of prionties.
If a comrade has the cholice between taking a
mearmmgiul position in the workplace, and
doing trades councl work, thenitis obvious
the lormer comes first. But many comrades,
either because of their particular workplace
situation, or because they are i a held of
employment where the potential for mil-
itancy is limited, are available to do trades
council work, The danger with Simon's
article 1s that 1t will discourage such com-
rades from secking the possibilibies, and
allow them to take retuee in ultra-lelt jusufi-
cations [or (he boredom and idleness that s
natural to all of us.

Atfter all, when comrades become revolu-
tionary socialists, they accept, at ieast hypo-
thetically, the possibilities of atl, tortore,
exile and death. [sacoupleof hoursboredom
once 4 month oo much to ask?

[an Birchall
North London

Middile class muddle

“The ftinest-meshed sociologieal net
capnot give us 4 pure specimen of
class, And class happens when some
men, 4s 4 result of common experl-
cnees (inheriled or shared) teel and
ariiculate  the identity ol therr

interests as between themselves and

as against other men whose interests

are  different from {and usually
opposed to) theirs”

{E.P. Thompson The Making uf the

Fuglivhr Working Class)

[t is a pity that Thompson left
women out of his explanalion of class
hecause he was making an amportant
point that applies to women as well as
men. Classes are not something that
exist as a category in the minds of
Marxists. They are the result of activities
in the real world, People come to an
understanding, or consciousness, of class
through a wvariety of experiences. No
two people do it the same way, and
few understand it all at once.

As Marx explained in The (rerman
fdeology:

‘The ideas of the ruling class are in

every epoch, the ruling ideas; the rul-

ing class, which is the ruling smateria!
force of soctety, is at Lthe same time
its ruling intellectual force.’

Workers are continually caught 1n a
conflict between the class conscious
ideas they have as a result of everyday
strupgle. and the ideas about the world
given them by schools, newspapers,
television and experts of every variety.
Thus their understanding of class 1y
usually partial and contradictory.

That is why Henry Blaxland {letter in
SR O1980:4) is missing the point when
he objects to the characterisation of
feminists as ‘middle class’ and states
that ‘college lecturers are, of course,
workers'. Yes, college lecturers fif into
the general category *workers’. But that
doesn’t mean thal they behave like class
conscious workers all the time. Their
very role as teachers rather than pro-
ducers of cars and washing machinecs
develops interests and loyalties that pull
in different directions at the same time,

So the sume woman can behave as a
class conscious militant at her trade
union branch meeting and display little
class understanding at a subsequent
feminist meeting, The existence of such
contradictions s precisely why we are in
the business of organising to build a
revolutionary socialist party. We Kknow
that working class struggle increases class
consciousness. We also know that on its
own this is not enough. We see the need
to generalise all the experiences of the
working class, to extend class conscious-
ness.

We also understand that the same
circumstances can affect difterent people
in different ways. That is why Henry 1s
wrong when he says, ‘The ideas of
women's liberation have heen a crucial
factor behind the militant action of
many women manual workers.” U s nof
fruae, _

‘T'he ideas of women's liberation and
militant actions by women workers
were both reactions to the same thing -
massive changes in capitalism, Those
changes affected women of different
classes in diftferent ways, They produced
a women's liberation movement cenired
on the fight against oppression among
middle class women at the samie e 48
they loreced working class women inlo
militant action as workers,
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It is because we see the need bath for
economic struggle at the workplace and
a fight against women's oppression that
we started Womens Voice, With it we
attempted to bring together the various
elements of women’s struggle 1nto a
class conscious analysis. We are still
developing our ideas, But one thing we
have learned is not to deny the nuddle
class nature of the women’s liberation
movement, nor to underestimate its
importance. 1t was middle class women
that led a movement which brought the
vital component of feminism back into
the socialist movement. It was the
struggies of women in the workplace
which forced many men to take us
seriously.

We are not ashamed of coming from
the middle class. And we do not (ry to
hide it.

We're class conscious feminists. That
is why we are not just in the women'’s
movement, but active members of the
SWP as well,

Anna Paczuska
North London

Kollontai caricatured

Bitchiness is no substitute for politics,
and [ cannol see the point of Socialist
Review publishing a book review like
Claire  Herschfeld’s (Cathy  Porter,
Alexandra Kollontar) in the last issue,

Herschfeld offers us the term ‘ultra-
left’ to describe bhoth Kellontai's post-
tion on the First World War (in which
she supported Lenin) and her adherence
to the Workers' Opposition in 1921,
True, Lenin used the word of Kollontar,
but he must be turning in his grave to
find 1t *turned into such a half-baked
cover-all.

We are told, too, the “The Bolsheviky’
attitude to women was scandalous’
Which attitudes? Whose and when? The
Bolshevik Party was from time to time
deeply divided on this issue, but managed
to come up with some creditable policies.
That this was due to the struggle of cer-
tain women in the party, including
Kollontai, is to thetr credit -- instead,
we ar¢ offered a picture of Kollontai as
a ‘lone agitator’ among working women,
This is not only a shameful betrayzl of
her comrades, but obscures the poini
that for Kollontai the party satfered

however unpalatable this may be tor
present-day socialist feminists,

Indeed, Herschteld's review does not
at any point mention what Kollontai's
position on the relationship between
feminism and the struggle for soctalism
actually was. Kollontai matters for us
hecause she regarded the two as in-
separable: though this has always dis-
pleascd some Marxists and some femin-
ists, it is surely the cardinal political
point to bhe made about her work and
lifie.

Finally, we are offered some of the
worst of the truly scandalous sneers
perpetrated against Kollontar by sexist
Bolsheviks and later Stalinists - the
private income (whivh was not ¢nough
to Hve on after 1901), the exproprnated

dresses (which [ cannot find any real
cvidence for), and her marnage to
Dybenko. Anyone who can say in the
same column that Kollontai ‘made one
of the few serious attempts to tackle
the problem of love and socialism’ and
that she was ‘infatuated” with Dybenko
is either a bhlatant hypocrite or simply
does not know anything about
Kollontai's actual writings on the sub-
ject, '

Claire Herschfeld’s teview is incap-
able of praviding a real antidote to Cathy
Porter’s  uncritical enthusiasm  for
Kollontai —it simply plays for an equally
uncritical hostility, in the most un-
political way.

Norah Carlin
North London

Import errors

It is a pity that Nigel Harris feels bound
to resort to the mischievous practice of
suggesting guilt by association in his un-
successful attempt to demolish the case
for import controls. Association with
demands for import controls in the inter-
war period is supposed to be a sufficient
sumnmary of the rationale underlying
the prescnt agitation for controls. This
is simply not satisfactory. The justifi-
cation for import controls is today quite
different.

(ne of the reasons for the Thatcher
{and from 1975 to 1979 the Healey)
policy of deflation is that domestic
expansion -- for various reasons {o do
with the structure of British capital —
would lead to pressure on the trade
halance and would soon have to end to
accommodate the trade deficit. Another
reason is that by encouraging a slump
British indusity should be forced to
rationalisc, to promote productivity
growth and restore international com-
petitiveness. Perhaps inflation would be
moderated though that is not the main
aim of current goverminent policy.

The Alternative Fconomic Strategy
argument for import controls runs in
the very apposite direction. It urges
that there should be (a} expansion of
the economy, (b} controlled growth of
nuports, so that balance of payments
probleins do not emerge as a constraint
on turther expansion, and {¢) these
measures should be combined with an
gqotive indusirial strategy, managed by
the state, to ensure that there s invest-
ment of the appropriate type. FPhese
devices may help to soften inflation
growth though that is not their man
aim. Their main purpose is to stimulate
growth in employment and output  to
recduce hardship.

The case for imporl controls is waf
about self-sufticiency or withdrawing
from the world economy and it has to
be viewed alongside the other elements
of the Alternative YFconomic Strategy,

especially domesti expansion and exien- |

sion ol public ownership to profineble
sectors of manufacturing. A case lor
seneral import controls 1s what 1s heing
advocated. The Alternative kconomic
Strategy can offer no justification for

seiective controls which wonfd be about
exporting uncmployment. Provided
halance-of-payments surplus countries
do not retaliate (and to do so would be
against theirinterest) domestic expansion
can lead to a fasler erowth of trude nro-

viding greadei -0 sy o v
abroad,

The Alternative “Feonomic Strategy
has weaknesses o-peciably it car

of the Labour left. but it 18 a more
fundamental challenge (taken as 2 whole
programme for economic policy) to Uk
capital than commonly believed. Likely
problems in the implementation of
such a strategv arc overlooked in most
discussion though the expcrience of the
last government’s industrial strategy
shiows that they ought not to be, Other
things c¢ould go wrong, for example
there might still be retaliation by other
countries even though such action
would be against theirs and others
interest.

Through import controls and the
other elements of the Alternative Eco-
namic Strategy package there may be
the possibility of improvement in the
conditions of workers in this country
and in others. Mare honest discussion of
the proposals is needed. Less emotive
sloganising would be helptul  (‘class
collaboration’ is certainly not visible in
the demand for general import controls}
and all would henefit by a dechine in
attempts to ilarnish reputations by
association,

George Blazvca
I-rith

Self-centred

You pretended in your last issue (1930
3} to have interviewed me and Hilary
Wainwright. Why? In a scparate article
vou refer to the ‘Debate of the Decade’
as a debate between Paul Foot and
Tony Benn. Why! is it really nccessary
for you to rewrite history for the sake
ol your own self-aggrandisement?

Lynne Segal

North London

Sue Cockeridl who wrate the article
question is on boftday as we go Lo press
and  cannot reply to Lynuc’s  first
guestion berself. But if readers fook at
the last issue of SR you will see it no-
where speaks of an Cinterview’ with
Lynue and Hilary, lustead, it says guue
clearly, Sue Cockerid] talRed to two of
the  anthors  of  the  hook, [hilary
Watnwright and Lyune Segal, and also to
other socialists about what the methods
of Beyond the Fragments bave meant b
pracrice,” which she did. As for 1he
Debate of the Decade’, Benn and oot
were prosented by the organisers of 1he
Debate as the niain speakers, being allo-
cated -~ whether rightly or wrongly -
maore tinre than the other platform
spoeakers. As for the charge of self-
Fggrandisement’, we can only rogret the
nse of such terwss By someonc who
contributed to a book which dwelt so
much on the way tn which sectious of
the feft cluse off debate with eacly otber
through the use of tuswlt-words, b
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In defence of H.P. Muggins

Britain's oldest left wing theatre group,
CAST, are currently putting on their one-man
play Full Confessions of @ Secialist at Thea-
tre Space in London. The play has enjoyed-
remarkable success, being well received by
audiences all over this country, doing success-
ful tour in the States, winning a Village Voice
Off-Broadway Award, appearing in print. But
when it was shown at the end of Edinburgh’s
May Day Rally recently, the performance
was stopped by a group of women who shouted
down Roland Muldoon because they objegted
to the character he was playing, Harry Perci-
val Muggins. The intertuption disappointed
the 350 people who had already heard Mrs
Desai, Paul Foot and Czech dissidents. The
arpuments over the play seem likely to conti-
nue with its London showing.

Muggins, as a character in the play, could
not reply to the critics in Edinburgh.Bui
Roland could explain to Sandra Shepherd for
Socialist Review what he feels about the issue
and what CAST are trying to do.

At the mement the play began some
worren attacked it—put up a verbal barrage
and made the play impossibie to put on. I
think they'd intended to barrack it all the
way through and a play can™ stand up to
that so I had to abandon it. In fact, if the
hecklers had waited, a few sentences later in
the play they would have got what they were
looking tor.

Which 1s where he says he hates his wife
and feels that she wears her varicose veins
like she’s got ranks in the army over him.
Her wveins, in other words, her agony or
whatever, represent more hardship than fis
reality. They "really do object to a play in'
which this guy says he hates his wife,

Some people think he is taking a sexist
attitude. I don't tinnk he 15. In fact we
(C'AST) feel that we've modified it so much
that it can't be.We never wanted 1t to be
scxist. Wo wanted 1t to be a comment on
family life, the trap of monogamy.

Five years ago when there were four of us
in the play we originally wrote i1t to be called
Confessions of a Socialist Worker Sales-
man. [1s message was that it’s this terrible
twit, this arsehole, that will be the socialist
revolution. It was supposed to portray how
bad it willbe. In other words, not portraying
the perfect human being but the imperfect
human being.

In my opinion those who attack the plav
suggest that a character like him could never
be a revolutionary socialist or a comrade of
theirs.

[f the play means anything 1t means that
the people we're all supposed 1o be talking
to at this May Day Rally are all something,
somewhat, somehow, maybe a little like
Harry Percival Muggins. He's supposed to
be an archetype of a man in this modern
society.

But they must think that he c¢annot
become 4 revolutionary alongside them or
thev can’t share anything with him because
they aciually attack him. They show their
ignorance of art and socialism. They really
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are mistzken because they're not trying o
creat a debate, they're censoring. They also
associate Roland Muldoon with Harry Per-
crval Muggins. Of course I'mnot. I'm acting
SOMEONE.

People come up 10 us and ask where the
women are. Fhey don’t sce them. Well we do
have women in our plays. We did a very
famous play back i 1973 called Come In
Hilda Muggins. And we've always had the
Hilda Muggins character ever since. She’s
like Harry Percival Muggins, they’re both
Charlie Chaplin type people. Archetypes.
it's in the traditions of theatre to have these
people. Only, ours are influenced by the
soclalist struggle.

Only we don’t hold the party line on truth-

because that isn’t the role of art. It's very
hard to defend 4 play ora character ina play
because you're not 1rying 1o credte a view of
a perfect world—you’re using a character to
comment on the existing world. Artcan’tbe
the party line.

Harry doesn’t come over with the SWP
line. He dreams up some syndicalist-type
answer. On the whole working class audien-
ces like CAST. People come back because
they think CAST is abusive, meamingful and
funny.

But artists aren’t good, are they? We're
just people who paint pictures or who put on
plays. What we do is told up a dialectical
mirror to society and the answer of these
women was Lo smash that mirror, which as
soclalists you cannot do.

CAST 15 a way of presenting people with
socialist ideas without hammering it home.
But it's not the answer. [t"s not a party publi-
cation, it’s a theatre group that enjoys play-
ing to socialist audiences. And it respondsto

-criticism. It's not infallible, It’s art, and the

pecple who are objecting to it are objecting
to the party because thev think they've
caught the 5WP with 1heir pants down
because they're allowing on a scxist guy.
They're too stupid o nonce that it's called
Confessions in the first place.

r— e a wlT ] mom mm—— - S p—T——TTr

CAST has grown in fifteen years, not
shrunk. Our audiences have picked up and
they're certainly not made up of estate
agents and bank clerks. They are made up of
the people that the SWP 1s trying to reach.
But the trouble 15 I'd hate CAST to hate to
stand up to the same batterings as the party.
Because a play can’t stand the same intense
criticism. [t can’t change just because of
such and such a criticism because 11 1801
arguing that way, Your characters are weak
and strong, They're different people, imper-
fect, Our plays go up and down with class
fortunes and misfortunes. It's socialist thea-
tre and only people who are inierested n
socialism will come and see it.

But 1think CAST is going tochange again
completely now. If'll have to respond to a
whole new situation and wake up to the fact
that Harry Percival Muggins 1sn’t really
satistactory,

Threough rehearsals last weck ! found it
difficult because 1 was trying to change it to
respond to the criticisms of these people. All
last week we were thinking the play’s not
standing up like it once did because they
attacked it. What 1 regret is that it hap-
pened. They shouid have objected at the end
when everyone could have agreed with them
or not. It's just sad. You can do without 1.

All the criticism is so ditficult to counter
by the character itsell because he wasn’t set
up in the first place to put forward an argu-
ment about women’s oppression. He was set
up to be a right twit, not a male chauvinist.
And because of his character he is not.
capable of answering. Roland Muldoon, as
a real person, is, but I can’t stop the play and
answer as me, It’s not a senes of jokes where
vou can just stop. 1t's delivered like that,
adopting the stvle of a guy talking nto a
microphone a la Lenny Bruce—it’s called a
stream of consciousness, this style, which
CAST invemed. It’s an archetypical three-
dimensional character that seems to be life-
like. [t's a form of theatre which can lead to
some misunderstandings.

Muggins has no defence. He never wanted
any defence. He’s not puilty or innocent.
And he’s become the symbol of that argu-
ment which only shows the ignorance of the
peaple who object.

If people criticise him for being an imper-
fect example of what the socialist revolution
will require he cannot answer that criticism.
Nor can the play.

Sandra Shepherd

FULL CONFESSIONS
OF A SOCIALIST

'Highiy r:::-ri§i nal, very funny TIME QUT
‘Avant-garde stand-up comedian.

Recommended VILLAGE VOICE
Cast at THEATRE SPACE

48 William v Street, W.C.2.
{Leicester $q. & Charing X Tubes)

£36 2035 £1.50 inc.mem,
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BOOK REVIEWS

Ever-decreasing circles

Arguments within English Marxism
Perry Andevson
NLB/Verso £3.95 (paperback)

Perry Anderson, long-time editor of New
Left Review has written a most peculiar
hook. Whole chapters read like nothing
so much as an over-extended internal
bulletin packed beiween glossy covers,
with accusation and counter-accusation
as to what happened at editomal meet-
ings of NLR way back in 1962 (Other
sections are lengthy footnotes on the
history of the 18th century,interspersed
with abstruse discussions on historical
methodology. Not the book to provoke
bitter arguments in the works canteen
or even the student union bar,

Yet within a certain milieu the book
is being greeted as the most significant
Marxist work of the vear (see, for in-
stance, Tarig Ali in the New Sratesman
of four weeks ago and Phil Hearse in
Socialist Challenge of 22 May) This s
mote a comment on the milieu than on
the gualities of the book.

Members of the middle class intell-
centsiz who incline to the left face a
problem when it comes to turning their
heliefs into action. They themselves
lack any real power to change the world,
in nine cases out of ten they are unwilling
to make the break with their established
life style which would be necessary if
they were to get seriously involved in
working class political and trade union
activity. And so they tend to oscillate
hetween two different sorts of activity:
on the one hand throwing themselves
enthusiastically into various one issue
campaigns — in the last 20 years CND,
the anti-Vietnam war movement, the
women’s and gay movements, the anti-
nuclear movement - which are charac-
terised by a populist {all ‘people’ uniting
against a particular evil) rather than a
class approach, so enabling the middle
class activist to feel as important as the
accasional worker who gets invelved; on
the other, particularly as these move-
ments decline, retreating into a stance
which justifies as political activity their
own intellectual pursuits — from seeing
the latest Brazilian film to giving a collepe
seininar on semiology.

For fourtcen vears or more, Perry
Anderson has been invelved 1n a some-
what rancourous debate with the
Marxist historian, lidward Thompson,
ol which this is the latest hlockbusting
episcde. In their own ways, Thompson
and Anderson syimbaolise the two poles
between which the intellectual left
IMave,

‘Thampson has been the intermittent
activist in populist movements. After
leaving the CI' over Stalinism  and

Hungary in 1956, he founded a dissi-
dent Communist journal, the New
Reasoner and merged it into the first
version of New Left Review in 1960,
NELR was seen as a vehicle for carrying
socialist discussion into the growing anti-
homb movement and for building a new
network of socialist organisation based
on tocal left clubs. By 1962 UND was
in decline, the left clubs had disinte-
graled, the circulation of NLRt was fall-
ing, the editorial board was wracked by
disagreements and ‘Thomson had re-
treated to ‘sulk in his tenl’ (to write hus
marvellous Muking of the nglish Work-
ing Class), re-emerging for a few months
in 1967 with the attempt to launch the
May Day Manifesto as a movement, and
again more recently with the attempt 10
build a movemeni against increased
powers for the ‘state within the slate’
and the deployment of cruise missiles.
By contrast, Anderson has epitomised
the tendency of the intellectual left to
proclaim their own academic and leisure
pursnits as exemplary political activity,
He iook over the faltering ‘activist NLR
in 1962 and reoriented it increasingly
towards discussion within the c¢losed
circles of left academia. The message of
his article Origins of the present {risis
(1964} was that the lack of success of
Marxist ideas in influencing the British
working class movement was becanse ol
the *failure of any significant body of
intellectuals to join the proletariat antil
the end of Lhe last century’. N R's selt-
proclaimed task was to win over these
intellectuals now.
‘Tom Nairn, then Anderson’s almost
inseparable inlellectual twin declared:
‘The problem of any “‘new’ socialist
left assumes a more precise form. ..
What likelihood is there of consti-
tuting a stratum of intellectuals more
effectively divarced from traditions?’
S0 NLR's aim was to builld this
siratum, which in turn would suggest
new ways of acting to the Labour Party
and trade union leaderships, A division
of labour was necessary in  which
Anderson. Nairn et al would  develop
‘theory’ while the existing left leaders
would continue (o be responsibie for
‘practice’. Hence in the (wo ‘popular
N hooks of the mid-sixties, Towards
Sociafisnr and The Lacompatibles, beside
the ‘theoretical” articles of Anderson
and Nairn, there were ‘practical” articles
by Richard Crossman {Lahour cabinet
minister), Thomas Balogh {economic
advisor to the Wilson government), Jack
Janes (of the TGWLU), Clive Jenkins (of
ASTMS).
There was disilusionment with the
Labour left in later years. But apart
(rom a very Dbriel involvement in the

Revolutionary Socialist Student Feder-
ation { RSSF)Y of 1968-9, no attempt was
made by NLR to throw itseif into the
active development of a political current
independent of the old forces in the
Labour movemeni. And even within
RSSFE the NI.R eclements saw the task
as building ‘red bases’ withing the
universities to act as ‘strategic minori-
ties® in the overthrow of capitalism, not
as developing revolutionary organisation
within the working class. With the
decline of RSSF, NLR became still
mare divorced from the practical
problems of the British working class

movement,
The different practical choices made

by Thompson and Anderson have found
expression in contrasting theoretical
frameworks, Thomson't theory, like his
practice, has contained a powerful acti-
visl component, but one which shies
away from the traditional Marxist stress
on the role of material life in determin-
ing the contours of class action. Typi-
cally, Thompson has berated reformist
complacency — but gone on to condemn
any ‘insurrectionary’, apocalyptic’ vision
of revolution. In his most recent ‘theo-
retical” work, The Poverty of Theory he
has delivered a devastating critique of
ihe passive, sociological view of human
aclion contained in the Althusserian and
post-Althusserian schools but then
has gone on to describe as a waste of
time the attempt by Marx to see why
men and women sometimes intervene in
historical events and sometimes do not,
through an examination of the economic
dynamic of capitalism.

The whole trend within Anderson’s
thought has been to see theory as a self-
subsisting cntity. The first formulations
of his positions in the mid-sixties were
within Lhe terminology of the ‘existen-

siﬂ;nn..l. .
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tial Marxism® of Sartre and Merleaun
Ponty. But then in 1965 and 1966 the
works of Althusser appeared on the
scene. Althusser nsisted that to see
theory as validated by practice was to
commit the grievous sins of ‘historicism’
and ‘humanism’. Science could only
deveiop as a result of the internal devei-
opment of theory itself, which was the
privileged activity of inteliectuals, a self-
contained ‘theoretical practice’.

Anderson, Nairn and the rest felt
vindicated ‘theoretically’. Their Review
became an advertising agency for the
ideas of Althusser, with his ‘theoretical’
justification for their own diveorce from
activity; for his disciple Glucksman whao
dabbled in a chessboard approach to
nolitical analysis before running off to
the nght; for Nicos Poulantzas who
emploved esoteric jargon first to glorify
China and then reformism; for Regis
Debray who flirted with a boy-scout
appreach to guerrilla warfare that led a
generation of Latin American revelution-
aries to their deaths before becoming an
advisor to the leader of the French
socialist party.

Anderson, more than any other
person, bears responsibility for the way
in which an emasculated, jargonised

parody of Marxism could take by storm

a whole section of the British academic
tife, justifying on the one hand the
refusal of intellectuals to engape in
practical socialist agitation and propa-
ganda, on the other the notion that vou
could have socialist regimes based on
the denial of the most elementary work-
ing class rights.
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‘Theory without practice i1s stenle.’
Nowhere has the sterility been more
marked than in the case of NLE over
the vears. [ts aim has been to clarify the
ideas of the inteliigentsia. But over
every issue where the intelligentsia has
suffered the deepest confusion, NLR
has repeated those confusions: over the
question of the Labour Party; over the
whole idea that you could have socialist
revolution without working class self-
activity (Anderson’s Problems of Social-
st Strategy of 1965 insisted that
Stalin’s crimes were ‘socialist crimes’
becguse they were ‘planned’, and
Arguments still speaks of ‘socialist’
revolutions in China, Yugoslavia, etc);
over the role of the trade union bureau-
cracy; over the question of incomes
policy (in 1965 Anderson insisted that
it wounld be “utcopian’ to reject incomes
policy out of hand and that the left had
to raise the ‘transitional’ formulation of
*‘No incomes policy without workers’
control’), over the question of reform or
revolution (Probiems reads mm many
places like a word by word premonition
of the most recent British Road to
Socialisrm);, above all over the crucial
question of whether it is necessary to
relate revolutionary policies to the
current struggles of workers.

These considerations enable us to see
what the debate between [hompson
and Anderson has really been about: on
the one side has been a ‘Marxism’ that
sees the need for practical intervention
but refuses to conceive of this in terms
of economically defined classes {despite
the use of the terminology of class in
Thompson’s theoretical and historical
writings); on the other side g *‘Marxism’
which keeps close to the letter of at
least some of the classics, but which
runs away from any real nction of the
unity of theory and practice, the real
heart of Marxism.

The argument can go on in an ever-
lasting circle, as each proponent makes
devastating criticisms of the other, only
to leave himself open to a just as devast-
ating rebuff,

The fundamental barrenness of
Anderson’s position i1s shown by the
way in which he himself has admitted
its own intrinsic limitations — and then
backed away from taking them seriously.
Four years ago he produced Consider-
ations of Western Marxism. 1n this work
he saw the classical writings of Marxism,
produced by men and women up to the
eyeballs in the practical working class
movement, as superior to ‘Western
Marxism’, the mainly philosophical
writings of theorists ensconced in acade-
mic posts and cut off from the living
movement. He suggested that the future
of Marxism lay with that minority
tradition that had developed out of
Leninism, Trotsky and the left opposi-
tion and which maintained a concern
with practice,

Constderattons should have been an
epitaph to the futility of what NL R had
been doing for the previous decade and
a half. That was too much for Anderson.
In an ‘afterword’™ he half-retracted his
own criticism of theorv divorced from

practice.

‘The half-retraction 15 continued in
the present velume. There are token
phrases about the need to unite theory
with practice; there is a mention of
certain theoretical problems of practical
importance that have to be solved: there
18 even the (dishonest) claim that NLE
were among the first people to criticise
Althusser, But then there ‘is also a half-
hearted defence of Althusser’s ‘contri-
bution’ to Marxism (complete with the
claim that Althusser’s system could not
possibly have developed -as a belated
apology for Stalinist notions because
Althusser implicitly supported Mao
against Khrushchev and even went as far
3s to criticise the French CP’s actions of
May 1968, 12 months after the event)
and an attemnpted justification for NLR’s
role within the British intelligentsia over
the last decade and a halt.

Anderson today claims to be a
revolutionary, laying stress on the need
for an insurrectionary seizure of state
power as opposed to Thompson’s half-
way house approach. Anderson also
acknowledges, at long last, that ‘the
absence of a truly mass and truly
revolutionary movement in England as
clsewhere in the West, has fixed the
perimeter of all possible thought in
this period’. He even makes a number of

bows in the direction of ‘orthodox
Trotskvism®™ and the Fourth Inter-
national, But despite {or perhaps

because} of these he does not begin to
broach the gquestion of the building
within the working class of a revolution-
ary organisation. Instezd he merely calls
for a further dialogue of intellectuals,
im which reformists and revolutionaries
will fraternally disscuss ‘new problems’.
An apparently conciliatory ending to
the book suggests that he would like
NLR to continue along its old, barren,
path but perhaps with a little help from
Thompson and his friends.

One of Anderson’s complaints against
Thompsoen is that Thompson has always
ignored the Trotskyist tradition in his
own criticism of Stalinism. [n this
Anderson is guite right. But the criti-
cism can be turned against Anderson
himseif, Although he makes very
friendly gestures towards the variety of
Trotskyism that shares many of his own
prejudices {on the ‘socialist” countries,
on the possibility of non-working class
forces forging a socialist future, on the
need for ‘transitional” demands), he
ignores today, as he has ignored in a
hundred-odd issues of NLR those who
do not share those prejudices. Among
them is a little group who have made a
modest attempt to take revolutionary
Marxism out of the intellectualist
ghetto and who have created a small but
real presence in the workplaces. Could it
be that the SWP is the ‘absent presence’
in the argument between Anderson and
Thompson, the alternative that resolves
the contradiction each can find in the
other, the way out of a milieu and a
debate that is otherwise a ‘decentred
totality’, compelled to revolve in ever
smaller circles?

Chris Harman
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The market, Ashabad,"'s&viel Turkmenistan.

Embraced by the Bear

Decline of an Empire: The BSoviet
Socialist Republics in Revolt

Helewy Carvere d T ucansse

Newswoeek NY, 1979

This is a ctear, comprehensive and as tur
as possible up-to-date ook on a subject
on which there s virtually no hook  the
Soviel nationalities question, And singe
it’s a hardback, you get a lol of inlor-
mation for your £5 .50,

Official Soviet policy on the national-
ities is that with modernisation, urbhan-
isation and the spread of socialist prin-
ciples, national differences have laded
into the backeground umd all the Soviet
nations have fused into one people,
Brezhnev's® new  constituhion  declares
‘the UUSSR 1s a socialist state of all the
people’.  Ielene  Cuarrere d'bncausse
shows us that this is nonse nse.

The nationalities ot the Soviet Unlon
can be divided roughly inlo two groups

those of the weslern and those ot the
castern USSR, The western oney: the
Russians, the Ukraimans, the Belorus-
sians. tle Balts, the Jews and 1o a tesser
extent the Georgrans and  Armenians,
are nationaliiies in decline, They are the
nationalities who hare the hrant of the
revolution, the civil war, the purges and
World War Uwo, and alt of them have a
falling birth rate, With the exception of
the Balts, they are also the nationaliies
who are the most incorporated inlo the
state.

The Russians of course dominate the
state and party. but there 15 also o large
pereeniage  of  Ukroinians {2077 of
generals appointed 1O40-70 150 of ihe
Supreme Sovield aod g shghty smaller
porcentiapge  of  Betoronssians [ because
they are asmaller nationabity b Georgians
aind Armenians occupy lewer mportant
posts, butl are still heavily overrepresen-
ted in the parly, largely because of the
mportant role they plaved in soctl
democracy  helore the revolation, In
spite of persecution (here woa greater
percenfage of the Jews (13777 in 1he
parly (han any other nabion, Most of

thege nationalities speak Hussioam as well
and sonne, the lews and mereasimely the
Ukrainians, speak it instead of their
national language.

[n spite of their comparatively ngh
depree of assimilation national protest is
on the increase among these peaples,
The three million Jews are reasserting
their aational cubture and Jdemanding
the right (o emigrale (10000 have Jeft
since 19713, CGeorgia. an old histoncal
slale, sreets any cnereoachment by the
Soviet government on ils territory with
terrorism and mass demonstrations  the
most Tamous being those at Thilis in
1978 against plans 1o erade the Gearglan
language. Fhe Baltic states, espevially
Catholic Lithuania, are in the throes of
a religious revival, Enospite ol it privi-
teged  position in the federatton, the
tikruine has prodoced boith intellectua)
nationalists like Ivan Deyvuaba, and politi-
cal ones the notorious example bemg
ety Chelest, dismissed from tlhe position
at head of the Ukeainan CPig 1972,

o lar, e castern Moslem nations of
fhe USSR U'sbhekistan, Turkmenia,
Tadzhikistan, Kirghicia, Kazakhstan and
Averhanan have made Tew profests
against Soviel rude. There s anly the
isolated example of the Cromean latars.,
an  outeast nation, broally  deported
from their republic by Stalin, who have
agitated with Turious determimatzon ever
since ta e gllowed o retarn home, The
pastern nalions are on thie whole better
preserved than the western though they
ltave  horne g shere of the common
Bisaslers tespecially collectivisation) and
in o nany  ways  Jiving conditions are
Lerter, The census ol 1970 revealed, Lo
the horror of the Soviet auihorties, thal
the Mosiems had replaced the Russians
1% the dynamic people ol the USSK,
They are the only people in the Soviet
Union willl o 2rowing birth rate and
their numbers will luve tripled by the
vitur 2000,

The Moslems are also the peoples of

fhe Soviel Union most alienated tfrom
the regime, Phey were only incorporated

inio it after a hitter ten year war fought
by the Red Army against Moslem gueril-
las - the Basmachi. Their mullahs have
nullitied Soviet ideology by treating i
as a byproduct of Islam. The Soviet
government has closed all but a handful
of mosques, but the kslamic religion has
adapted itself to this and is still very
much alive. But the chief power of [slam
derives from the fact that unhke other
relipions it encompasses both the spiri-
tual and the social world,

Not all Soviet Central Asians believe
in god. but all regard themselves as
Moslems, members of a particular
cilture and community. Soviet Moslems
only marry Soviet Moskems, Very few
of them speak Russian. They observe
the traditional rituals to do with birth,
marriazge and death even when these are
torbidden by law, Fhey have retained
the traditional Moslem attitude to
women and the traditional respect tor
the blders. They have a Moslem Com-
munisnt which bears no resemblance to
ithe Communism ol Moscow. So tar this
has not presented a danger to Lhe Soviet
regime, but it may do in the near future.

The declining western population has
already causced severe shortages of labour
in the heavy industry of Central Russia
and Siberia. Soviet industry can only
survive if the Moslems will migrate to
{hese areas. Bul the Central Asians are
the most static population of the Soviet
Union., deeply attached to their own
society. It 15 quite possible that it the
government tries to force them to move,
they may rise en masse. Afghanistan
may be only the beginning.

Claire Herschfeld

Cashy tunes

One for the Money: Politics and Popular
Song

Dave Flavker

Hutchieson £3.95

A Roakary Clah choice

The title above was culled from the
April 1Y edition of Masic Week, the self-
styled “lezding Furopean music business
paper’.

How conte 2% million Spaniards went
out and bought Abbha’s well known
lament to Franco's life support machine;
‘Chiquitita™ For thal matter how come
‘White Christmas’ is the world’s largest
selling single ever? By the end of 1975 1t
had sold 135 million units {business
jargon {or records),

Well youw’ll lind one explanation of
this second question in Dave Harker's
hook. And yvou should also glean some
insight into the power, magic and trench-
ant  corruption of (he medium (the
popular song} and industry that grinds
out everything that  Terry Wogan
through Tony Blackburn to EMI deliver
to yvour carthole,

The post-war  expansion ot the
music industry took shape in the beat
hoom of the swinging sixties. The era ol
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the teenager, trannys, pirate radios,
CND and Vietnam took shape. So did the
opportunity for Bob Dvylan to express
the discontent of a2 generation.

Dylan provides Dave Harker with an
ido!, model and a ray of hope. Hanging
out in Greenwich Village, flirting with
the Students for Democratic Society,
Dvlan straddled thc commercial and
political demands on his talent. His
position was reflected beyond the range
of the lyrics of his songs. Dylan had &
grasp on the realitics of the pawns in
their game and the Movements around
the popular issues of his early days,
However, the rapid decline of his
politics and final collapse into religion
says as much about the failure of the
political movements around him as it
does about Dylan.

The final chapter of this book is
entitled Commitment and finishes with
the suggestion that a detailed recon-
struction of working class history and
culture is essential for a clear testimony
of the past. My only dissent is that what
has been started in this book — an in-
vestigation of a number of facets of
popular song from a revolutionary
socialist angle has so little company
on my bhook shelf that it keeps falling
OVer.

Dave Harker brings it all down to the
personal commitment of the author/
artiste/star to the cause, i1deal or what-
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ever. Several weeks back in 5W, Ed Rest
pointed out in a review of Rude Boy
that the Clash feel their way about the
world, They feli like doing the Carnival
in “78. They felt like supporting the
victims of the police thrash m Southall.
But, and this 1s a big, big but, they fclt
that RAR provided a tramework for
expressing those feelings. Now where this
book falls short is the absence of a look
at contemporary sociahsl cultural insti-
tutions: Rough Trade and RAR; Belt
and Braces or Cast in theatre; Loach
and Garnet in film. The list isn’t cndless
but there is something going on. We are
talking about outfits that bhegin to
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..................................... .

create frameworks in which individual
commitment is supported by sacialist
organisations that deliver cultural pro-
duct.

We are nol talking about hlue prints
for or islands of socialism. We are talk-
ing about evolving a character that has
more nouse than the “punk paper’ that
went bananas over ‘the lecling that we
wanted a red revolution” and got whipped
hack into hine by a bunch of philistines
who found the bent stick on the work-
shop floor.

| hope Dave’s next book gets even
closer to home,

John Dennis

FILM REVIEWS

The blockbuster business

Steven 5piafhﬂrg’s 1941 was relacased in
Britain last month., An extravaganza of
destruction, a comedy that isn’t funny,
19241 is the ultimate example of how to
squander 30 million dollars. 1t is so ela-
horately wasteful that [ found myseif
wondering, 45 a complete two-storey,
Cape-Cod mansion tumbled into the sea,
just how many people in America, let
alone elsewhere, are homeless. In short,
the film constantly draws attention to
how much money was spent in making
it.

But the fact that a group of American
bankers is prepared to let ithe ‘movie
brat’ Spielberg and his mates play
around with 30 million dollars raises
other questions. Questions abhout the
kind of financial shape Hellywood is In
during these years of deepening eco-
[1QMIC CT1S1S.

Gone certainly is the hey-day of the
old studio era. The golden year was
1946, when 4060 million Americans
paid 1692 dollars to go to the movies.
Television successfully demolished the
huge post-war cinema audiences, fitting
well with the growth of suburbia and
the pervasive American-dream ideclogy,
with 1ts emphasis on home-life, home-
leisure and settling down to raise a
family.

As the boom vyears continued and
more and mare consumer goods became
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available, fewer and {ewer people spent
their money on cinema tickets, Hedda
Hopper, a Hollywood columnist, aptly
described as ‘a shrewd woman beneath
the gross hats and the acid manner’,
sounded a prohetic warning aghout tele-
vision in 19531,

*This is a medium that [ don’t believe

Hollywood can give the old runa-

round; so we might as well take the

TV producers by their hot hittie hands

and ¢o-operite )’

And if TV was delivering a series of
bodv-blows to the film industry,
Macarthyism was getting in below the
belt. The studios connived in the witch-
hunt, liberal voices were silenced and
*safety” became the watchword in every-
thing.

From the late forties onwards the
studios tried desperately to change
gear. Twentieth Century Fox abandoned
B-Pictures. In the fifties all the major
companies went for expensive movies —
and only expensive movies, They tried
special effects. epic stories and wide
screen. Anything that television could
nal possibly encompass,

The banks panicked, cinemas shut
their doors, film companies went to the
wall, but somechow the major studios
clung on by their [ingernails, They
diversified, acquiring TV interests on
the way. And this has h¢en the pattern

ever since, They moved into broad-
casting, publishing, records and music
publishing. In 1974, for example, half
of Twenticth Century Fox’s earnings
came from non-movie activity,

In other words they acquired suffi-
cient collateral to persuade banks to
lend them money to plough into film
production with all its acknowledged
risks, and ever since the fifties the risks
have been enormous.

What the film compames were slow
to recognise however was the emergence
of a new potential cinema audience in
the form of the new, relatively affluent
teenage generation of the early sixties,
who rejected the American-dream life-
style of home and famuly, just as surely
as they later rejected the Vietnam War.
Roger Corman and his friends who
formed the production company AIP
were nal blind Lo this market,

They made one quick buck after
anolher out of beach movics, men with
X-ray eyes, Edgar Allen PPoe stories, and
untorgettable titles hike [ was a Teenage
Werewnlf. But Corman did more than
ihat. He gave the breaks to the new
generation who call the tune in Holly-
wood today: Coppola, Lucas, Scorsese,
Milius, de Palma and Spieiberg. He first
employed them, along with other film
sfudents, as non-union labour to work
on his exploitation pics, paving scandal-
ously low wages. As they emerged to
ditrect their own films he provided
financial backing and guaranteed loans,
much as they have done for one another
in recent years,




T'hese six men have directed the biock-
busters of the late seventies, films which
have taken movie profits to new dizzy
heights, and allowed the new breed who
administer Hollywood from afar to sit
back and relax, confident in the know-
ledge that the major companies are still
major. faws (directed by Spielberg),
became the most profitable film of all
time until it was eclipsed by Star Wars
{directed by Lucas), which by the end
of 1977 had grossed 127 m dollars in the
US alone. By that stage Spielberg had
heen given another 19 m dollars to make
Close ncounters.

Currently the seven major fidm
companies are 1n a strong financial
paosition. The blockbusters of the seven-
ties put them back on the map. They
¢can maintain this position hecause they
are now wealthy enough to carry a
large number of films in their risk port-
folio at any one time, With so many
projects in the pipeline they arc bound
to hit the jackpot once in a winle,
Fexcept For MOGM they distribute their
own  tilms and the higgest profits
appear to lie in distribution. Their
marketing and financial strength derives
from  their domestic cinemna and tele-
vision markets, which in turn gives them
Lhe strength to permeate the markets of
other countries.

tn short, the Amencan tilm industry
has staggered along in a fairly precarnous
fashion for the greater part of the post-
war erda. At times it has locked like
coflapsing entirely, But like the capitalist
system as a whole it has somehow
managed to survive. The major com-
panies at present appear to enjoy a kind
of irrational strength. 1t scems that they
can easily afford the financial disaster |
would confidently predict 184f to be,
But for how long?

Jane Ure Smith

Drumming out
the politics |

The Tin Drum
Directed by Volker Schiondorff

T'he Tin Dvum traces the history of the
town of Danzig {now the "olish city of
Crdansk, but between the wars a German
speaking enclave independent of both
Poland and Germany until annexed by
the Nazis) aover two decades as ohserved
by a small boy. Esscntially it is a faithful
and uncritical adaptation of Gunther
. Grass’s novel of the same name. The
film won an award at the Cannes
Festival, and like the book, shocked
audiences in Germany,

The  child, Oskar, 15 no ordinary
child, but a creature of the fantastic,
determingd not to grow up. At his third
birthday party Oskar watches and
listens as the adults indulge in romantic
and shallow intrigue and, in between
bouts ot gluttony, try to affect a
sophisticated understanding of the poli-
tical undercurrents of pre-war Europe.

INMNicdzintnl of their =reterntimne hoe

resolves (o turn his back on the adulit
world. And enginecering an accident that
will stunt his growth, Oskar is guaran-
teed eternmal childhood. Armed with a
tin drum and a piercing, glass-shattering
scream, he parades through scquences o
of death, sexuality and the rise of the
Third Reich. All as grotesquely theatri-
¢al as sideshows at a circus,

Schlondortf is more concerned with
maintaining respectful reproduction of’
Grass’s novel and scrupulously stylish
cinemd  than with political comment.
‘This 1s particularly so in a lengthy scene
dealing with Oskat’s distruption of a Nazi
rally. 1t 1s nat political indignation that
makes Oskar reject Nazism but childish
Perversencss,

For Schlondorll Oskar is the child
that exists in all of us, the child that we
should all like to remain, Oskar deliber-
ately turns his back on the realities and
consciquences of the rise of Nazism and
the oceupation of Danzip. llis self-
induced Innocence 18 supposed  to

parallel the assumed child-like ighorance
of the German people during the inter-
war vyears, Like Oskar they tried to
shrink trom the realities until events
finally overtook them. But surely the
parallel is a4 bit too simple.

At length, finding himself an orphan,
Oskar decides to grow up. No longer can
he shirk his responsibilities. Grass was
saying that Germany has also to face the
responsibility of the past, for like little
Oskar, its political, cultural and spiritual
growth has been stunted for too long.
However Schlondorff consistently re-
frains from taking up such themes.

Despite heavy censorship The Tiwn
rum 15 disturbing, stirring and beauti-
tully filmed. Bur Schlondortl sidesteps
any Kind of political commitment or
even comment with irritating frequency.
The tragedies of Germany’s past are
reduced to little inore than vividly
theatrical childhood memories, and the
present is never confronted at zll.

Marta Wohrle

The Empire Strikes Back
Inrector: frvinm Kershwer

fhe Fmpire Strikes Back, in case you
didn™t know i, s Star Wars Part Two,

A number of comrades with a good
grouvnding in  Leninist theory and a
considerable record of service to the
party thought that Star Wars was
magnificent, They acted as if il was the
best thing that bhad happened to the
movics since A Fistful of Dollars,

As it turned out this was not entirely
true. l'or a start Star Wars' hero looked
and acted like a refugee from the
Osmonds, And for another thing it was
all a hit slow. Nevertheless it was good.
Five out of ten lor ripping yarns {a pass-
able score). Nine out of ten for light
show,

Now granted that Star Wars wasn't
quite A Frstfut of Dollars, s The Empive
Strikes Back even a pale reflection of
For a Few Dollars More? Pushing on to
even greater triumphs in its chosen
genre? (oops! shouldn’t have used that
word)

If you believe some of the critics, no.
They obviously wanted a more subtle
and profound development of the
struggle for ‘the force’. They wer
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the film ended with a laser sword fight.
(Which, by the way. is a slanderous half
truth.}

They obviously thought that Star
Wiars Part Two should follow along the
lines of zll ithe recent supposediy great
Part Twos like The Gadfatber and The
French Connectinn: increase the length
by fifty per cent and lreble the pro-
fundity,

Thank god the team that made The
Empire Stvikes Back thought oltherwise,

They have obviously scen a couple of
episodes of Flash Gordor, the original
galactic ripping yarn, which, with a
fraction ol the budget and having to
thrill its audience every twenty minutes,
had to have a lot of action and use jis
setting to introduce every kind of goody,
baddy and ripping siluztion you could
imagine.

Which means that The Fuipire Strikes
Buack maintaing its nine out of ten hight
show rating but goes up to seven on the
ripping varns scale, There 15 less phoney
¢pic quality, more action and more ring-
ing of the changes in terms of stunts and
location.,

We are still stuck with the horing old
‘force’, and even warse, the Osmonds,
but, all in all, it’s a better movic than
Star Wars.

et them run through the whole of
Flash Govdon and Flash Gordon Goes
to Mars a few times and perhaps they'll
come up with the galactic the Geoad,
the Bad and the Ugly.

Will there be Star Wars under social-
ism? {1The movies, [ mean, nol the real
thing) Yes. A bit of adventure and
spectacie is all to the good.

It°s just that we weon't have the
sexism, the vague cold war gloss and the
hero> worship. It will be the comrades
from the Inter PManetary Federation of
Workers States zapping the last bastions

of reaction in the universe,
ﬂl‘ﬂﬂ-]‘:ﬂ l'ri |
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‘Without it we'll stumble and fall’. Maybe. But
with it many groups of workers have stumbled
and fallen as well. Senior stewards at places
like Heathrow or British Leyland have often
slipped into the belief that being ewned by the
capitalist state somehow makes you into an
enclave of socialism.

Strangely enough, there was more aware-
ness of the real issnes among socialists in the
early days of this century before the advent of
large scale nationalisation.

Here we reprint part of a chapter from
Robert Tressell’s classic socialist novel, The
Ragged Trousered Philanthropisis. In it he
describes the reactions of ‘the Brigands’, the
owners of the Mugsbhorough power station and
the key group on the local council, when they
finally decide they cannot operate it at a profit

" because of competition from gas.

‘e —

The scene was Mr. Sweater’s office. Mr. Swe-
ater was seated at his desk, but with his chair

swung round to enable him to face his
guests—Messrs.

Rushton, Didlum, and
Grinder, who were also seated.

*Something will "ave to be done, and that
very spon’, Grinder was saying. ' Wecan’t go
onmuch longeras we’re doingat present. For
my part, I think the best thing to do is to
chuck up the sponge at once; tire company is
practically bankrupt now, and the longer we
wails the worser it will be.” |

‘That's just my opinion,’ said Didlum
dejectedly. If we could supply the electric
light at the same price as gas, or a litile
cheaper, we might have some chance; but we
can’t do it The fact is that the machinery
we've got is no dam good; it’s too small and
it’s wore out, consequently the light we
supply is inferior to gas and costs more.’

‘Yes, I think we're fairly beaten this time,’
said Rushion. *Why, even if the Gas Coy.

. hadn’t moved their works beyond the

borough boundary, still we shouldn’t “ave
been hable to compete with ‘em,’

*Of course not,’ said Grinder ‘The truth of
the matter (s just wot Didium says. Our
machinery is too small, it's worn hout, and
good for nothing but to be throwed on the
scrap-heap. So there’s only one thing left 1o
do and that is—po into liquidation.’

‘I don’t see 1t” rematked Sweater.

‘Well, what de vou propose, then? deman-
ded Grinder. ‘Re-construct the company?
Ask the shareholders for more money? Pull
down the works and buld fresh, and buy
some new machinery? And then most likely
not make a do of it after all? Not for me, cld
chap! I've "ad encugh. You won’t catch me,
chuckin’ good money after bad in that way.’

‘Nor me neither.' said Rushton.

Sweater laughed quetly. ‘I'm not such a
foot as to suggest anything of that sort,” he
said. *Youseem to forget that [ am one of the
largest sharcholders myseli.” No, What |
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Robert Tressel

‘Sell out!” rephied Grinder with acontemp-
tuous laugh in which the others joined.
‘Who's going to buy the shares of a concern
that’s practically bankrupt and never paid a
dividend?

‘I*ve tried to sell my little lot several times
already,” said Didlum with a sickly smile,
‘but nobody won’t buy "em.’ |

‘Who's to buy? repeated Sweater, reply-
ing to Grinder, ‘The municipahty of course!
The ratepayers. Why shouldn’t Mugsbo-
rough go in for Socialism as well as other
towns?".

Rushton, Didlum and Grinder fairly gasp-
ed for breath: the audacity of the chief’s
proposal nearly paralysed them.

‘I'm afraid we should never git away with
it,” ejaculated Didlum, as scon as he could
speak. *When the people tumbled to it,
there'd be no hend of a row.”

‘Peaple! Row! replied Sweater, scornfully.
“The majority of the people will never know
anything about it! Listen to me—’

"Are you guite sur¢ as we can't be over-
eard? interrupted Rushton, glancing ner-
vously at the door and round the office.

‘It's all right,” answered Sweater, who
nevertheless lowered his voice almost 1o a
whisper, and the others drew their chairs
closer and bent forward to lusten.

“You know we still have a little money In
hand: well, what I propose is this: At the
annual meeting, which, as you know, comes
off next week, we'll arrange for the Secretary
to read a highly satisfactory report, and we’ll
declare a dividend of 13 per cent—we can
arrange it somehow between us. Of course,
we'll havetacook theaccountsalittle, but 'l
see that it's done properly. The other share-
holders are not going to ask any awkward
questions, and we allunderstandeach other.’

Sweater paused, and regarded the other
three brigands intently. ‘Do you follow me?
he asked.

“Yes, yes,” said Didlum eagerly. ‘Go on
with it,” And Rushton and Grninder nodded
assent.

‘Afterwards,” resumed Sweater, ‘I'll
arrange for a good report of the meeting to
appear inthe Weekly Ananigs. I'llinstruct the
Editor to write it himself, and I'll tell him just
what to say. I'll also gethim towrite aleading
article about it, saying that electricity 1s sure
to supersede gas for lighting purposes in the

very near future. Then the article will geonto
rafar t the Bitoa memafite made By the § g

Coy. and to say how much better it would
have been if the town had brought the gas-
works years ago, so that those profits might
have been used to reduce the rates, the same
as has been done in other towns. Finally, the
article will declare that it’s a great pity that
the Electric Light Supply should be in the
hands of a private company, and to suggest
that an effort be made to acquire 1t for the
town.

*In the meantime we can all go about—ina
very quiet and judicious way, of course—
bragging about what a good thing we’ve got,
and saying wedon’tmeantosell. Weshallsay
that we've overcome all the inmitial expenses
and difficulties connected with the instatla-
tton of the works—that we are only just
beginning to reap the reward of our industry
and enterprise, and so on.

“Then,” continued the Chief, *we can
arrange for it 1o be proposed in the Council
that the Town should purchase the Eteciric
Light Works.’

‘But not by one of us four, you know,” said
Grinder with a cunning leer.

‘Certainly not; that would give the show
away at once. There are, as you know—
several members of the Band who are not
shareholders in the company; we’ll get some
of them to do most of the talking. We, being
the directors of the company, must pretend
to be against selling, and stick out for our
own price; and when wedofinallyeonsent we
must make out that we are sacrificing our
private interests for the good of the Town.
We'll get a commtittee appointed —we’ll have
an expert engineer down from London—I
know a man that wiil suit our purpose
admirably—and we’ll rush the whole busi-
ness through before you can say *"Jack
Robinson®, and betore the ratepayers have
time torealize what’sbeingdone. Not that we
need worry ourselves much about rhem.
Most of them take no interest in public
affairs. but even if there i1s something said, it
won’t matter much to us once we've got the
money. [t"ll be a nine days’ wonder and then
we’ll hear no more of 1t.”

As the Chief ceased speaking, the other
brigands also remainsd silent, speechless
with admiration of his cleverness.

‘Well, what do you think of it?” he asked.

*Think of 1! ¢ried Grinder , enthusiasti-
callly. ‘I think it’s splendid! Nothing could be
better. If we can honly git away with it, 1
reckon it'll be one of the smartest things
we’ve ever done.’

‘Smart ain’t the word for it
Rushton.

“There's no doubt it’s a grand idea!’ exclai-
med Didlum.

*Wot [ likes about this "ere business is that
we'renotonlydoin’ ourselvesa a bitof good,’
continued Grinder with a laugh, ‘but we're
likewise doin’ the Socialists a lot of "arm.
When the ratepayers ‘ave bought the Works,
and they begins to kick up a row because
they're losin” money over it—we cantell 'em
that it’s Socialism! Andthenthey’llsaythatif

that's socialism they don’t want no more of
it

observed




