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NEWS & ANALYSIS

Charting

The press has represented the war as a clash
between the “expansionist megalomania of
Iraq and the religious fanaticism of Iran.
What have been the real causes?

The Iraniap revolution generated instia-
bility throughout the Gulf. After the Shah
was overthrown on 12 February last year,
tar from subsiding the uphecavals 1n Iran
continued apace and the crisis in the Gulf
increased.

Other Gulf siates were threatened by
these developments. The narrow capitaiist
base on which they depend was exposed,
and thev hecame extremely vulnerable to the
upsurge 1n militancy produced throughout
the area. Dubai, Saudi Arabia, Ras al Khai-
mah, Barhain and especially Irag weree hit by
a wave of mulitant opposition with, for
Instance, demaonstrations and armed actions
{rom sections ot their populations.

[n the past these regimes had been protec-
ted by a “guarantor”, a power which would
preserve stability in the Gulf. Until 1971 this
power was Britain, After 1971 1t way the
Shah, who by that time was the dominant
force In the arca.

The fall of the Shah presented them with a
problem. Thev had to assume responsibility
tor their own security, This was very diffi-
cult as they all have, with the exception of
[rag. tny armed forces.

Attempts which were made (o impose
some torm of disciplhine on [ran within
OPEC tailed. Irun refused w accept the ml
producers” present relations with advanced
capilahist countries. Pressures grew. Saudi
Arabia tried to torce [ran into submission
through an economic war which intended to
run Iran’s loreign exchange dry. [ran, forits
part, broke OPEC’s collective stance,

Antagonisms developed into a shooting
malch between lran and lrag along ther
border. Each side sponsored raids against
the other. Tran supported groups of Shi'ite
Muslims in the south of [rag in raids they
mide an the othces of the Ba’th Party, [rag’s
ruling party. The main opposiuon to the
[ragi regime, the Tragi Nanonal Rally, was
based in Tehran. Meanwhile, Traq suppor-
ted Arab groups lighting tor autonomy
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the Gulf

withitt Tran. Finally, having obtained the
backing from other Arab regimes, Iraq
tinvaded,

Thus, the war s not 4 clash between *reli-
gious tanaucism and Iragl *‘megaloma-
ma'”. Nor 15 it the product of rivalries
between Sunni Musiim Baghdad and Shi'ite
Muslhim Tcheran, It 15 a war designed to
stabilise capitalism in the Gull,

The only way Irag can do this 1s by deal-
ing a severe blow (o the Iranan revolution
and becoming the supreme power n the
Gulf isclt.

But surely, for a long time Iraq was generally
thought of as a ‘progressive’ country?

[rag was seen 0 be “progressive’™ for
entirely spurious rcasons. First, because ol
its militant rhetoric in support of the Palesti-
nmians. Second, because it had close ties with
the Soviet Union. Third, because 1t was
avowedly anti-imperialist and claimed to
believe 1n “socialism’™. And fourth, because
sections ol the economy have been
nationalised.

In the case of the Palestimans, Irag’s the-
toric on this issue has always been matched
by passivily i practice. Iraq has, in fact,
been a thorn in the side of the Palestinian
resistiance ever since the ruling Ba'th Party
came to powerin 1968 Irag has sponsored a
Palcstinian group called the Arab Libera-
tion Front {ALF). lraqg has used this organi-
zation to (ry to hijack the Palestiman
struggle for its own national purposes.

In 1978 the ALF started a violent conthict
with the PLO. All P1.O offices in Iraq were
closed with the exception of the ALF, Therg
were shoot-outs in Beirut and elsewhere.
Said Hammami, the PLO representative in
[.ondon, was murdered by the ALE, as were
the PL¢ representatives in Pans  and
Kuwail.

On the second point, fraq’s close ties with
the Soviet Union are surely no proof that it
15 “‘progressive’ . India and Ethiopia also
have close lies with the Soviet Umon—and
they are hardly “progressive”™. In any case,
the 1ssue 15 now a dead one, In 1978 Irag
swung away tfrom the Soviet Union and
threatened to break its tniendship treaty,

Iragi troops fought Soviet troops 1n Ethio-
pla and supported reactionary North
Yemen against 5oviet backed South Yemen,

[raq's protessed anti-imperialism is a
result of the nationalism of the Ba'th Party.
[t has opposcd certain smperialist interests
at certain times in order to negotiate better
deals with them later on. Witness the very
large Western investments—and the large
number of Western technicians who have
been  flecing from the burning oil
installations.

Iraq’s interpretation of ‘socialism’ rejects
the class struggle because "1t causes division’
in the Arab world. As the Party's founding
theoretician, Michel Aflag, said, "Marxism
greatly exagperated the importance of class
struggle, gave 11 world-wide sigmficance,
andignored to a large extent the vital histor-
1cal development of nationalism”

The Ba’thists first built up their power out
of the smashing of the Iragi lefltin the coup
of 1963, which lett tens ot thousands of wor-
ker militants dead. And since then their
record of torturing trade untonists has been
second Ly none.

It 15 silly o say that lrag 15 ‘socialist’
because it natenalised the production of oil,
the disinibution ol dates and large tracts of
land. Such moves have been made by miany
sarts of regimes throughout the world in the
last 25 vears. They have increased the power
al local bureaucratic and/or business inte-
rests. But nowhere have thevbrought an end
Lo lihe exploitauon of workers and peasants.

=0 what is the real nature of the Iragi regime?

[rag s run by a buregucratic oligarchy.
They occupy the chuel government body | the
Revolutionary command council and are all
drawn from the Ba'th Party. In lrag thev are
known as the " Tikrin faction™ because they
all tend to come from the area around Tik-
ritt, and are often related (o each other.
Saddam Hussein, for example, the present
president, took over from hiy cousin last
year. And his brother controls the defence
forces.

Should we then have been supporting Iranasa
way to defend the Iranian revolution?

You cannot defend the Iraman revolution
by hacking the present Iraman regime. It
will be more concerned with mantaining the
oppression of national minortties, such as
the Kurds and Arabs, with keeping women
in subjection, with smashing the Traman left
and with stepping up 1ts exploitation of
Iranian workers than with resisung lrag’s
allempts to stabilise the area for capitalism,
The Iranian generals will be trying to exploit
the war in order (o restore to themselves the
sort of power they had in the Shah’s time.
The difterent factions in the Khomeint
regime will each see 1t 4 a chance to get the
fruts of exploitavon o its own hands, so
that it can do ity own deal with the impenal-
st powers, The mass of the Tramian people
will find that they cannot defend their gains
trom the revoluton against the Iragr attack
unless first they dispose of both the generals
and the mullahs.

Jon Bearman



Peter Shore (top left), Tony Benn
(boitom left), David Owen (middle
:ﬂih'l:} and Dennls Healey (bottom
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Fruitless Labour

The left was victoricus, Tony Benn’s army
had taken over. The ‘Party of McDonald
and Attlee, Gaitskell and Wilson® had
swung in anentirely new direction. That was
the message of most of the press as we sat
down to write this editorial, on the morning
of the tourth day of the Labour Party confe-
rence, after conference had voted to 1ake
away from the right wing dominated Parli-
amentary Party the choice of leader when
Callaghan retires.

We were going to cast a note of caution, to
point out that aiways after past spells of
Labour government there has been a swing
to the left especially among constituency
activisis, but also that the union leaders who

control the masstve block votes at conferen-
ces have only been prepared to move so far
to the left and no further. We were going to
recall the way in which Emest Bevin of the
TGWU was prepared to sponsor the left
wing Socialist League after the debacie of
1931 —only to curb its activities and force its
dissolution a few years later; the way in
which the upsurge of Bevanism which swept
the party after the 1951 defeat was brought
to a halt before the immobility of the
GMWU and TGWU block votes; the wayin
which Jack Jones of the transport workers
and Hugh Scanlon of the engineering union
scemed to steer the whole labour movement
to the left after the Tory victary in [1970—
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only to deliver it tight bound o Wilson,
Callaghan and Healev in 1974,

But events overtook us. The umion leaders
were already putting their feet down as we
wrote. In the corridors and bars around the
Winter Gardens they were 1aking aside the
members of their delegations, bullyving
some, more or less bribing others (the offer
of a place on an mternational delegation or
of backing for a full timer’s job can always
work wonders, ensuring that no new mecha-
nisin for electing the leader could get a maj-
ority, prevenung any shift of real power
within the party to its left.

The union leaderships are not, of course,
a monohthic group. Since Jack Jones retired
ne single figure has been able to dominate
the rest. Moss Fvans would like to, but he
has not yet even got sufticient grip on his
own unicn to make other national officials
bend to his will {witness the way in which
Kitson and Larry Smith removed Weighell
of the NUR from chairmanship of the TUC
transport commitiee without Evans® say-
50}). The right wing union leaders are hope-
lessly divided among themselves, with the
EEPTU poaching members from and
scabbing on the only skilled section of the
GMWU, Nevertheless, through all these
wranghnogs, the full time trade union
bureaucrats share something hke a com-
mon interest when 1t comes to the politics of
the Labour Party.

They do not [eel too happy about going to
their members and pushing for a simple
endorsement of the tcam and the policies
that produced the last Labour government.
Pcople’s memories of the Healey cuts of
1976 and the abortive five per cent wage
norm of 1978 are too tresh. Promising more
of the saume 18 not going to persuade shop
floor trade unmonists to wait three or four
vears for a general election as an alternative
to Thatcher. New slogans and new leaders
are negcessary. Hence the casung of bloc
votes against the Common Marketand even
for unilateralism {although not against
Nato}. Hence the willingness of certan
unions to vote with the let Lo take the choice
of the leader away trom the parllamentary
party on the basis of the call “Stop Healey'.

But not wanting the unreconstructed right
around Healev was a different matter from
wanting the left wing around Benn. Hence
the absurd impasse, the spectacle of nnions
blocking all the mechanisms which would
have allowed the choice of leader; there was
fear of the old method that lelt power with
the parliamentary right; but there was also
fear if any new method that might increase
the power ot the constituency left.

We have no more idea than anvone else
exactly what is going to happen now in the
months leading up to the special conference
in January. It 1s going to be a pertod of
infighting and horsetrading, with the left
trying to pet Callaghan to stay on for the
timg being, the right trying to push Healey
through, the unions trying to ensure that
they emerge with a veto over the name of
Callaghan’s successor.

But two things can be said.

The first is that Healev is not the best

nominee from the point of view of those
elements who want a Labour Party that can

take responstbility tor the problems of Brit-

ish capitalism should the Tories fail. Given
his past record, 1t would be difficult for him
to sell to workers more years of “sacrifice’, of
social service cuts and wage controls. The
way he was booed at the conference shows
he 15 pot the figure to unite the party and “the
movement’ behind yet another spell of
soclal contract.

The Shirley Willilamses and the Dawvid
Qwens are so carned away with the sense of
their own self-importance that they forget
the most elementary lesson from the history
of the Labour Party. All of tts leaders except
tor Gaitskell and Callaghan {and he was
only a partial exception, since he was
thought of with gratitude by the union lea-
ders as the person who led the light inside
the cabinet against Barbara Castle’s anti-
union measures in 1969) have come from the
‘teft’, rather than the nght, of the party.
Only then have they been able 10 enthuse
activists committed to fighting the worst
aspects of capitalism into helping to patch
the system up. To take the most obvious
example, the party was bitterly divided bet-
ween left and right during the tenure of the
right's nominee Gaitskell. But within
months of s death in 1963 the left’s nomi-
nee Wilson had the enthusiastic support of
the whole party for a programme of revamp-
ing capitalism.

Because the ‘lefts’ as much as the rights
are commitied to ‘the inevitability of gradu-
alism’ (and even Tony Bennis a keen mem-
ber of the Fabian society that tirst coined
that slogan), once in office, they bow to the
dictates of keeping the system going—to the
social service cuts, the wage controls, the
immigration controls, Nato, and so on.

There are hints that Callaghan himself
recognises such realities. In the middle of the
conference, the Financig! Times was report-
ing rumaours that he wanted Shore, not Hea-
ey to succeed him. Were they both not such
nenentities Shore or John Silkin would be
the ideal leaders for these who want the
Labour Party to behave in the future as it
has in the past.

Their ultra-nationalistic rhetoric about

the Common Market, national sovereignity
and import controls would enthuse almost
all the left, would nat be taken amiss by rnight
wing figures hike Bill Sirs and Frank Chap-
ple. and would even win support among
some scentons of the Confederation of Brit-
1sh Industry. Yet thewr leftism has never been
more than skin deep (remember Shore’s
ennthusiasm for the US sanctions against
Russita only six months ago) and in power
they could be relied upon to do what the
systern required. A victory by either of them
could have both left and right joining in
standing ovations within a year's time.
There would not be the bitter division that
would follow a Healey victory. And there

would not be the ‘danger’ associated witha

Benn victory of it becoming a focus for
soclal torces that Benn could not control.

The second thing to be said 1s that all of
this has very lilde 1o do with socialism or
even with the elementary task of resisting
the Tory attacks. Big business and the media
get upset if the Labour Party shifts to the
left, however hittle, because ts leadership 1s
one of their hnes of defence against any
working class insurgency., But they have
many other lines of defence as well. More
important than the votes in Blackpool are
the plethora ot little battles over redundan-
cies and wage rates and manning levels and
productivity and hospital closures.

[t is these which will determine whether
the Tory povernment lasts until 1984 or
whether, ltke the Heath government, it i1s
forced out before that. Nothing would be
worse than if thousands of working class
activists were drawn away from the all-
important task of building resistance in
these battics towards time consuming wran-
gles in local Labour Parties that at best are
gomng to lead to a Shore or a Sudkin taking
over the Party leadership.

In the months ahead it wall be the task of
revolutionaries o try to combat such

inward lookingness. That means going out
of our way to try 1o invelve Labour Party
members and supporters in united action
where 1t reafly matters—against the cuts,
agalnst unemptoyment in anti-Tory demon-
strations ajgainst racism, against the missi-
les, and above all in the industrial struggle.

Will Lambeth give a lead?

Cne of the first hig tests for the Labour Left
after the party conference will come on
November | at the ‘Local Government n
Crizis” national delegate conference called
by Ted Knight, leader of Lambeth Council,
and by the Lambeth Council joint trade
unions, (AUEW, GMWI, NALGO,
TGWU, EETPU AND UCATT). Its aim Is
to ‘call throughout the Labour and trade
union movement for a campaign ot action
against the Government's policy of cutting
local autherity spending, to include exten-
ded mndustrial action beginning in January
19%81.°

It is a welcome development which

demands support. However there are many
problems involved in pulling the campaign
together,

Nat the least among them will be the sin-
cerity and determmnation of any ELabour
council to lead from the front. One only has
to consider the case of Lambeth Council
itself to have doubts about this.

I.ambeth was one of the first councils,
Labour or Tory to announce cuts of three
million pounds. They were only prevented
from implementing them by the absolute
refusal of NALGO members to co-operate
and subsequent pressure from constituency
[Labour Parties. Rates were increased i(n
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April by 49 per cent and rents by £1. The
local government committee of Lambeth
Labour Party has recommended that the
council co-operate with the law regarding
the sale of council houses and have already
announced their willingness 1o sell off two
large plots of housing land.

Add to this Ted Knight's response only last
month to Hestletine's latest penalty
package—that the choice was cuts or rate
rises—and some scepticism 15 not
unfounded.

The conference could lead to coordi-
nated, determined -resistance by some
Labour Councils to implementing either
cuts or renl and rate rises.

Scores of councils defying the govern-
ment could provide a vital focus for all the
campaigns against the cuts. A small council
like Clay Cross could have considerable
impact in the fight against the last Tory
government. Think what the effect would be
if instead of Clay Cross defiance came trom
Lambeth and Sheffield, Camden and Tower
Hamlets.

The draft statement tor the conference
hints at such action. It does call for Labour
councils not to go along with the Tory cuts.
But it also contains what suspicious minds
might think is a let out for these councils. It
calls for ‘extended industrial action from
January 1981... against the government’s
policy of cutting local authority spending.’

Such calls can have an excellent ring when
issued from public platforms or written in
fine scunding declarations. But it 15 doubt-
ful if they actually fit with the mood of most
local authority workers at the moment.
[ndustirial action s needed to fight the cuts.
But you do not get it uniless vou work for it,
and that means giving a lead. It local coun-
cils were refusing to implement either cuts or
rent and rate increases, if they were being
dragged before courts as Clay Cross was,
then no doubt there would be a magnificent
response from their workers. But they can
hardly expect prolonged industnal action
before they themselves have put themselves
in the firing Line.

It would be scandalous if local Labour
councils used the refusal of trade unionists
to endorse an unrealistic call for industrial
action as an excuse 1o proceed with cutsand
rent and rate rises next April.

Also on November | {another example of
one hand of the Labour Left not knowing
what the other is doing?) 15 the ‘Labour
Party Rank and File Trade Unionist’s Con-
ference’ called by the Labour Co-ordinating
Committee. The conference 15 open to both
delegates and individuals (and is not limited
to Labour Party members) and has a dis-
tinctly leftish set of plattorm speakers. Bui
whether the Labour Co-ordinating Com-
mittee has the organisational experience 1o
pull off anything really big here must be
doubted. And even more doubtful 15 whe-
ther its different elements can overcome
their ties with different levels of the trade
union bureaucracy for anything significant
to come out of it. Still it is a development
that that should be watched.

Inside the
system

Your average Tory whines on cnd-
lessly about hordes of civil servants. It
is certainly true that there are a lot of
them: 707,800 on January I 1980. But
they don’t fit the Tory myth of bureau-
cratic inquisitors preventing the
honest—well, almost honest—
businessman making a fast buck.

241,750, or 34.2 per cent, are
directly engaged in Defence. This con-
trast with the obviously bleoated
bureaucracy of the Health and Safety
Executive, with 4,150—a stagpering
0.6 per cent. The largest depariment
doing anything useful 15 the DHSS,
which employs 95,400 01 13.5 percent,
of the total. In terms of bodies, the
Tories think that Defence 1s 2.5 times
more important than Social Security
and 58 times more important than saf-
ety at work.

But of course, the Tornes are deter-
mined to make cuts in the civil service.
In the year of 1979, they managed to
reduce the total by 25,4(H). Even the
Defence allocation fell by 6,800, This
wds the largest single cut in terms of
neople, but as 4 percentage it was a
grand total of 2.7 per cent. (Jn the
other hand, Customs and Excise {ell
by 1500, or roughly by 3.5 per cent.

Now, you might think that this was
quite a good thing as it might improve
your chances of getting acther coupie
of bottles of booze back from Beni-
dorm. Unfortunately, it doesn’t quite
work that way,

One of the major cuts in the Cus-
toms and Excise was in the number of
VAT inspectors. What this means is
that while you and | will go on paying
15 per cent over the counter, the num-
ber of people checking up that every
last little business actually pays the
money into the government 1s cut (o
the bene. Fraud increases and some of
the more sgualid of the Tory suppor-
ters get a licence from Maggie 1o make
a few very fast and very tllegal bucks.

Another little aid to industry 15 the
cut in the Inland Revenue—the people

“whoe run income tax. Their numbers

fell by 6,000, orabount 7.6 per cent. For
most of us, income tax is something we
can do nothing about—Itis just comes
off the pay slip. But if you are rich and
can afford an accountant and a sharp
lawyer, there all sorts of hittle dodges
in the grey areas of the law. Maggie™s
cuts mean that there will be fewer peo-
ple hunting her friends for their tax
bills.

When we come to the great Bnitish
growth industry of unemployment, we
find that here, too, there have been

cuts. In the Department of Employ-
ment by 2,300 (4.5 percent)and in the
DHSS by 2,300 (2.4 per cent). That
means that fewer of the poor will get
the benefits they need when they need
them,

Even in the cuts, the Tory policy 1s
quite censistent; keep up the means of
destruction make life as little easier for
the rich and very great deal worse tor
the poor.

The news that British Rail is to raise
its fares by 19 per cent from 30 Novem-
ber has a couple of interesting side-
lights. One is that, after govérnment
pressures, season tickets for commuters
are going to rise by 17 per cent. The
reason why these expensive-to-run ser-
vices should have such privileges is sim-
ple. To quote the Fimancial Times:
‘Ministers were concerned particularly
about commuters in parliamentary con-
stitutencies where Tory MPs hold mar-
ginal seats. The number of daily
commuters from some Kent constituen-
cies exceeds local parliamentary majo-
rities ..."

The ather concerns our old friend the
transport subsidy, and Tory determina-
tion that “we must pay our way’. Once
again, the Tory myths about the way in
which we are pampered compared with
other countries are based on lies. Wages
on British Rail are lower than in any
other major West Ewnropean system.
Workers have a 25 per cent longer
working week than elsewhere. Produc-
tivity in Britain is well above the ave-
rage. British Rail has lower investment
per train kilometre than any other sys-
tem. 1t also covered more ot its costs out
of revenue than any system apart from
Sweden. It manages to earn about 70
per cent of its expenditures from fares
etc., compared to 61.2 per cent in West
Germany and 55.3 per cent in France.

But, if state subsidies in Britain are
tiny—even as a percentage of the Gross
Domestic Product only about half of
those in West Germany, for example—
then there is only one place that this can
come from. Surprise surprise, rail fares
in Britain are by far the highest in
Europe.
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The ‘sensible soldiers’ step In

The military takeover of the 1 2th September
in Turkey has been heartily applauded by
the press, the foreign ollice, NATO, the
EEC and all the other pullars of democracy
and human rights. Such staunch defenders
of freedom in Afghanistan as The Times
have been assuring us that the Turkish army
has intervened ‘to restore rather than sub-
vert democracy’, that 1t does not seek
‘power for 1s own sake’. And in case we still
have a lingering suspicion about generals,
our doubts are laid 1o rest when we learn
that General Evren is ‘paternal rather than
threatening’, he 15 * not thought to be a man
with dictatorial ambitions™

Now, it you are not the Union Bank of
switzerland, the Bank of America or [Llovds
vou may not fully appreciate how jolly tor-
tunate all this 1s. However, the Financial
Times does, They know that Turkey owes 16
billion dollars to Western banks and
governmenls, ‘Turkey s a major potential
market’, they write, *hutit isalso of conside-
rable strategic importance.” The 22 bases on
Turkish territory provide the Americans
with up to onc-quarter of their divect infor-
mation on Russigan missile launches.

With s0 much at stake, what a stroke of
luck that some solid, reliable people have
stepped 1n to salvage Turkey {rom the
unpredictable chaos into which it was shid-
ing. What's more . these people are good
demaocrats, not your bloodthirsty, Latin
American-style butchers but ‘sensible
soldiers’

S0 sensible in fact that a few hours after
the coup, Gen. Evren, leader of the new
5-man junta, personally delvered 4 message
pledping Turkey’s contnued loyalty to
NATO. He also gave assurances that allied
military exercises planned to take place in
Turkey shortly would go ahead asarranged.
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The following day the junta clevated to the
nositon of supremo for economic affairs the
man who had designed the previous govern-
ment’s economic ‘reforms’, an American-
educated monetarist.

When you add to all this the fact thatover
the last two years more than 5000 people
were Killed in political violence and parli-
amentary politics was becoming a bit of a
sham, how can we escape the conclusion
that the coup was on the whole 2 good thing
tor all concerned.

Backpground to the Coup

Turkey is a very important country. I den’t
just mean strategically or as a potential mar-
ket. While it has no oil, 1t occupies a special
pluce in the Middle-East. The Turkish
working class is the only one in the reglon
organised in independent trade unions, Two
confederations, DISK with nearly one mal-
lion members and TURK-IS with nearly 1.5
million, represent over 504 of industrial
workers in Turkey. Sections of white-coliar
workers, notably the teachers, are organised
in associations, often more militant than the
unions.

At another level, the left in Turkey, in
spite of all its problems, 15 a force which has
found a growing reponse among workers in
the sprawling shantytowns and many well-
organised workplaces. Over the past tew
vears struggles such as the eight-month long
strike of 80,000 metalworkers, the occupa-
tion of an agricultural processing plant by
its 11,000 workers, the one-dav general
strike in response 1o the murder of a trade
union leader, have sent shivers down the
spine of a ruling class already batiered by
economic difficulties,

The combination of a cippling economic
crisis deepening throughout the 70s und an

organised, militant working class was prov-
ing to be too much for Turkey's rulers. This
was most dramatically 1llustrated by the
state of the economy and the helplessness of
the government faced with an increasingly
violent politicization at all levels of society.

The economy, to put it simply, fell apart.
Foreign trade deficits of up to 4 bn dollars,
added to debt repayment obligations of 2.5
bn, drained the treasury of foreign currency,
putting an end to much-needed imports of
industrial inputs. Whole chunks of industry
went down the drain, unemployment soa-
red, inflation reached 100%. Chronic shor-
tapes led 10 blackmarkets in goods ranging
from totlet-rolls to light-bulbs. Apart from
touring the West in search of loans, succes-
sive governments proved thoroughly unable
to do anything about this situation,

Such economic problems which sound
familiar and rather abstract on paper made
daily life increasingly intolerable foran ever
larger number of people. The result was a
level of politicisation among ordinary peo-
ple beyond the wildest dreams of any British
revolutionary. As tens of thousands furned
to one or the other of the numerous organi-
sations on the left, however, equally large
numbers were driven by poverty and despe-
ration into the arms of a growing fascist
movement,

The fascists, led by the National Action
Party under ex-colonel Turkes, grew mto a
serious national force when they were part
of 4 coalition government between 1974 and
1978. This enabled them to penetrate large
sections of the state machine, educational
institutions, the police and army. A classic
tascist party, the NAP combined a respec-
table parliamentary facade with the arming
and 1training of weli-organised shock
trcops—the Grey Wolves. Over the 70s
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their major aim was 1o build a mass base
and thev achieved considerable success both
in electoral terms and 1n terms of the reign
of terror imposed on many small provincial
fowns. :

Based in the organised working class, the
shantytown communities and the student
movement, the two major trends (n the left
were the Communist Party, illegal, blindly
loyal to Moscow, and DEV-YOL, younger,
more eclectic in theory and more militant,
rather similat to the Fedayeen in Iran.
DEV-YOL in particular tought the fascists
for contro! of every street in every town.

As fascist violence escalated over the past
vear or so, with the murder of the leader of
the metalworkers umon and many pro-
fessors, journalists and students, as ‘libe-
rated zones’ controlled by the lett and areas
controlled by fascists (both bemg noe-go
areas for the police) preliferated, as long
and bitter strikes continucd despite many
being ‘postponed’ by martial law authon-
ties, government and the whole parhamen-
tary process turned into a game of charades.

For several months the major parties
were unable to agree on a new president.
After more than 100 rounds of voting In
parliament there was still no president last
month. In August, the foreign minister had
to resign after a vote of no contidence. The
date of the next general election had also
become the subject of dispute.

In short, by 1980, businessmen could no
longer manage, security forces could no lon-
ger secure, the ruling class could no longer

rule. Parliamentary democracy became
redundant 1o the needs of capital.

The Coup

Whether Turkish generals are less blood-
thirsty than Chilean ones or not 1s neither
here nor there, They have come to doa job
and they will try to do it no matter how kind
at heart they might be, Their job is to des-
troy working class opposition, trade unions
and the teft. They must impose by force the
imperatives of a capialism in deep cirsis,
They will, by the way, also attack leading
{ascists, as aff unrest must be stamped out
for capital to function smoothly again.

They are already doing their job. They
have outlawed all political and trade union
activity. DISK is banned and all officials
and leading militants are under arrest. Mid-
night swoops on shantytown districts have
already rounded up thousands of people.
Strikes have been banned. Torture of pris-
oners, rife even before the conp, will no
doubt be taken to new heights.

Sections of the left have shown some
resistence by killing the odd policeman or
soldier. In the face of a half-a-milhon-
strong army, however, this kind of resis-
tence cun be no more than token. Real
opposition will arise in the factories, work-
places and shantytowns. And arise it will,
for the task facing the mlitary is well
beyvond their capabilities,

Ali Saffet

You can contact Aii Saffer ¢/o Sacialist Review,
PO Box 82,
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Getting rid of Mao’s gang

The trial of the ‘gang of four’ 1s due to start
in Peking as we go Lo press. For the new
Chinese leaders it is essentially a public rela-
tions exercise. Its main aim is to prove that
the days of Maoism are over and that Deng
Xizoping's men are now firmly 1n charge.
The severity of the sentences will be an indi-
cation of how secure they themselves are in
that belief. It is part of a steady process of
de-Maocisation which has been going on for
the past three years as former Maoists have
been replaced in most top Party and state
posts by supporters of Deng Xiaoping. The
recent Naticnal People’s Congress saw
Mao’s successor Hua Guofeng lose his posi-
tion as head of state, and many previously
disgraced bureaucrats returming to impor-
tant state positions.

Where do the Gang of Four tit nto all this
and why is their tral so important? They
are: Jiang Qing, Mao’s fourth wife; Yao
Wenyuan, an ideologicat hitman for both
Mao and his wife; Zbang Chungiao, former
Party boss in Shanghai; and Wang Hong-
wen, a token ‘model worker’ who was taken
intc the CCP leadership. They rose to powert
during the Cultural Revolution as the only
neople Mao could depend on to launch his
attack on the then party leadership, and
consolidated their power during the seven-
ties at a time when many In the bureaucracy
were trying to move away from orthodox

Maoism, particularly in the economic field.
They were purged from all positions of
power in October 1976, a mere month after
the death of Mao. Since then they have been
held in prison while the current leadership
work out what to do with them.

The basic praoblem is that, while it is essen-
tial to put them on trial toshow that theyare
finished politically, it is impossible to attack
them without attacking Mao himself. Mao
first brought them into the Party leadership,
and they obviously depended on his support
for remaining there. Further, many of the
policies they are attacked for stemmed
initially from Mao himself. The current lea-
dership wish to attack the whole period
from the Great Leap Forward (1933) on-
wards as economically disastrous for China.
But they cannot yet attack Mao publicly. To
do so would strike at the foundations of the
legitimacy of the Chinese siate, and further
increase the cynicism felt in China about all
factions of the leadership.

The importance of the case is at bottom
economic. The dominant faction mn the rul-
ing class want to abandon Mao's previous
economic policies. They cansee thattheidea
of building a siege economy through seif-
reliance has made China fall further behind
the rest of the world in its level of techno-
fogy, and that the constant campaigns
waged to increase production were 1n the

end counter-productive. Not only was there
an ever-present danger of them turning into
revolts against the system, but they came to
make lower levels of the bureaucracy afraid
to take any initiatives for fear of being
denounced when there was a change of line.

The new strategy 1s one of slow, steady,
growth aiming particolarly at developing
capital-intensive industry and improving
China’s export potential, This involves mas-
sive inputs of Western capital and techno-
logy, and has led in the past year to China
joining the IMF, opening up a large indus-
trial estate in Shumchun, Guangdong pro-
vince, directly to Western firms {who they
attracted by fixing lower wage rates than
Hong Kongl), and imports from the US
alpne reaching an estimated total of $1800-
2000m this year, double the 1978 figure.

Central to this new strategy is the need for
stability, to reassure both foreign investors
and the Chinese bureaucracy that the new
leaders and policies are here tostay. This has
to mean disposing of all actual or potentnial
opposition, for Deng Xiaoping's irack
record is not good. Twice before he has been
among the top leadership, pushing similar
policies, and teen overthrown in intgrnal
power struggles. “Third time lucky’ 1% not a
well-known saying in China.

Hence the Gang of Four trial, the closing
down of Democracy Wall and the punitive
sentences handed out recently to two wetl-
known dissident writers, WeiJingsheng and
Fu Yuehua; and also the forthcoming dis-
grace of Deng's main rival, Hua Guofeng.

Hua was elected Mao’s successor in Sep-
tember 1976 as a compromise candidate
acceptuble to all factions m the leadership,
including the Gang of Four. Now practi-
cally all those factions have been removed
from power. But therc remains a dispute
within the ruling class about the speed and
extent of de-Maoisation. Though Hnua
Guofeng has little personal power-base, he
could still act as a figurchead for those
opposed to Deng Xiaoping. He will proba-
bly be removed from power at the next Party
congress, though his clese ties with the mil-
itary leaders, who are less than happy about
recent cuts in their budget, still make this
problematic. But in the main, the power
struggle seems more or less decided.

in the long run, the most serious dangers
10 the new strategy are inherent in the strat-
egy itself. The Chinese leaders have already
talked in interviews about the danger of
‘bourgeois morals’ {corruption) affecting
the bureaucracy as a resuit of increased con-
tact with the West. More sericusly, in enter-
ing the world market as a backward
component of it in general conditions of
crisis, the Chinese economy will become
increasingly subject to the world economy
as a whole, less and less under the control of
the Chinese ruling class. The fundamental
problems of China cannot be scolved by the
new strategy; it 15 most likely that it wili
make them more acute.

Charlie Hore
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Pinochet’s plebiscite

The most appropriate remark | have heard
about last month’s plebiscite from a very
well-informed Chilean living in Santiago is
“srrelevant’.

However, the fact that it was called at all
and the fact that a great many Chileans
came into the open to oppose the plebiscite,
is important. The plebiscite, held seven
vears to the day after General Augusto
Pinochet took power on 11 September 1973,
marks the beginning of a new phase in Chi-
lean national politics,

The plebiscite was called only one month
hefore it was due to take place. Some aobser-
vers speculate that Pinochet, concerned by
dangerous and scarcely disguisable squab-
bles among current and former members of
his secret police, called the plebiscite todraw
public attention away from the in-fighting
ol this sinister mafia and to simultaneously
strengthen his hand and that of his hard-line
colleapues in the armed forces.

The reaction of the left wing parties in
clandestinity was confused and confusing.
But in the end. they fell in behind the clear
and publicly expressed line of Christian
Democrat leader Eduarde Frei. Frei called
fora “No® vote while condemning the plebis-
cite Trom the start as illegal and fraudulent.
Moreover, Frei also called on Pinochet to
debate the draft constitution with him and
to agree o the formation of an mmterim
civilian-mihtary government which would
prepare the ground for democratic elections
in three yvears. Naturally, the invitation was
ignored,

The wecks preceeding the plebiscite were
marked by frequent demonstrations of vary-
ing sizes in Santiago, the capital, and other
major cities. There was one demonstration’
of around 100,000 people 1n Santiago sur-
rounding a large public meeting called by
the Chnistian Democrats. There were hights
in the strects of the capital between left-wing
and right-wing students. Leaflets were dis-
tributed, flyposters put up, walls painted
with slogans. Radio station controlled by
the Church and publications owned by the
Church and the Christian Democracy car-
ried lengthy and outspoken comment about
the plebiscite and 1ts signiftcance. Many
arrests were made but few people were detar-
ned for longer than it ook the police to
register a name and identity card number
and impress upon their victims the tact that
they were living under a military dictator-
ship and not 1n a democracy.

Hundreds and thousands of doliars were
spent by the Junta in their ‘election’ propa-
ganda. Many people were honestly confused
ahout what they would be voting tor. The
only alternative offered by Pinochet to the
‘Yes' vote was ‘chaos’—and yet a 'Yes' vote
was a vote to boost Pinochet and to give him
unprecedented personal powers to ‘climi-
nate terronsts” and to see that the economy
wis run in the interests of a handful of Chi-
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le’s capitalist class and some multmanonal
corporations.

The official results of the plebiscite gave
the ecxpected resounding victory to
Pinochet—almost 70 per cent of the vote.
Unlike some less-subtle dictators who claim
95 per cent of ‘popular’ votes in sumilar exer-
cises, Pinochet cenceded an amazing 30 per
cent (one and three guarters of a milhon
votes) to the opposition. The voting patterns
show there to be marginally more opposi-
tion in major industrial centres and cities,
and less in the countryside among the
peasantry.

Pinachet: ‘Vote yes

or chmos.’

The thing that has emerged from the ple-
biscite of wvital importance is the streng-
thened public profile of the Christian
Demaocrat Party led by Eduardo Frei, presi-
dent of Chile before Allende.

The Christian Democracy won 35. 7% of
the votes in the 1964 presidential elections
and only 27.8% in the 1970 elections that
brought the Unidad Popular 1o office under
Salvador Allende. The Christian Democrat
leadership, by and large, 1s vicious and
double-dealing. The party bore a large part
of the responsibility for the 1973 coup. And
vet there is little doubt that it has a genuine
base in the middle and working classes—a
base which almost certainly has grown
because of the socially invaluable work done
by the Church during these seven hard years
ol repression.

The Church, through its Vicarate of
Solidarity has provided kitchens and medi-
cal care for the families of political prisoners
and disappeared people, legal aid of a very
high standard for prisoners and the perse-
cuted and has campaigned vigorously for
the restoration of human rights in Chile.
The Church continues to provide premises
for community organisations, trade unions
and mothers unions to meet. It 15 also pro-
viding facilities for intellectuals of the broad
left 10 work and publish through its Insttute
of Humanitarian Studics.

The Christian Democracy owns two radio
stations and publishes one widely distn-
buted weekly current affairs magazine, Hoy,
which voices moderate criticism of e
government. Church publications, includ-
ing the fortnightly Sofidaridad are also
highly critical of the government.

But the left has no voice of i1ts own, con-
trols no publications, has access to no radio
or television, Tragically, the left appears dis-
united and stijl weak from the ferocity of the

repression. Although reliable information is
difficult to obtain, it looks as though only
the Communist Party remains more or less
active with members throughout the coun-
try operating mn different social classes and
following a fairly consistent party line, a iine
of compromise and wasting. The other mass
party of the left in Chile, the Socialist Party,
15 fragmented both inside Chile and in exile.
The far left Movement of the Revolutionary
Left (MIR) also remains active but has
adopted a policy reminiscent of that of the
Uruguayan Tupamaros, of urban guenlia
tactics, with no popular base at all.

Despite the lack of cohesion in the poii-
cies of the left, and their current state of
disarray, Chilean workers, although
deprived of most of their traditional weap-
ons of struggle, are not cowed by any means.
There have been some importani strixes
over the past 12 months which demonstrate
a spirit of anger and combativity which does
not die so easily in a highly politicised pro-
letariat despite enormous deteat. Moreover,
the destruction of traditional natienal trade
union bureaucracics seems ironically hikely
to have the effect of strengthening the trade
union in the work place. . . which is precisely
where the Spanish and Brazilian working
classes were able 10 begin to rebuild under
repressive governments, Recent key union
elections in important sectors of the copper
and coal miming industry have brought
defeat for the government candidates who
are teplaced by ‘new’ outspoken men, criti-
cal of the junty, some of whom are socialists.

Whatever the structures of the left wing
parties in clandestinity and however wor-
kers are able to organize and regroup at
grass roots level, it is clear that there 13 no
coherent programme tor struggle on the left.
While the exiles still debate the expenence of
the Unidad Popular, within Chile workers
are struggling for survival and to create a
little space in which to organize—without
the assistance or guidance of their traditio-
nal parties. The rules of the game, dictated
now by the bosses and the military, are being
slowly adapted and challenged by workers,
developing new cadres and a new generation
of militants, familiar with this new game.

The increasing strength of the Christian
Democracy—especially now after the
plebiscile—imposes an imperative task on
the parties of the left. [t is essential now that
a socialist programme for struggle is elabo-
rated which relates to the present situation
in the country and which takes into conside-
ration not only the military and big busi-
ness, but also the powerful Chnstan
DemoCcracy.

The task for the revolutionary left in Chile
today—fer those who can see beyond the
end of Pinochet—is to start to build a real
base in the unions, in neighbourhood orga-
nizations and women's groups, m the
schools and universities and with the unem-
ployed so that a viable alternative to Chns-
tian Democracy will be felt and fought tor
by the working class.

Jil Poole
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This Conference supports the Government's
strategy in making the defeat of inflarion its
top priovity but draws attention to the damage
being done to the country's industrial and
commercial base andprofirabifity and emplo)-
ment by the Righ value of steriing and hich
interest rates. (Yorkshire & Humberside
Regional Council)

Conference calls upen the (rovernmient,
whifst complying with international agree-
ments, to act tmaginarively, Instanddy and
aggressively to inhibit disruptive imporrs of
manufactured products. (Yorkshire & Hum-
berside Regional Council)

This Conference deplores the extent of the
fall in the level of capital investment by the
public sector. .. (Nationa®Council of Building
Materials Producers, Federation of Civil
Engineering Contractors, National Federa-
tion of Building Trades Employers)

This Conference draws the attention of
HMG to the serious damage thatisbeing done,
ro British industry because of energy prices
which are, asan act of pelicy, higher thun they
would be if determined by the market alone.
{Alcca Manufacturing (GB) Ltd)

This Conference calls on the CBI 1o rein-
farce the efforts being made to establish o
constructive dialogue with the trade union fea-
dership, with the objective of achieving abetter
understanding of the vital importance of mak-
ing industry mare competitive and innovative.
{The Deita Metal Co Ltd)

Young people left for long periods without
employment are g potential danger to a stable
society and therefore this Conference believes
that industry has a responsibility to absorb
many maore than it has planned for. (Herttord-
shire & Bedfordshire Employers Group)

Ev&n Mlltun #riadman Is saylng lhe anias have got it wrong...

The Confederation of British Indusiry meets
in Brighton on November Sth for its fourth
annual conference in a completely schizoph-
renic state of mind.

In little more than a year of Thatcher
government the ‘balance of power'—as the
CBlisfond of calling it—has shifted dramat-
ically towards the empioyers. The trade
union leadershipis in disarray, the unoefticial
resistance has been intimidated by vicuumisa-
tion, sackings, closures and the reality of
more than 2,000,000 on the dole. Pay settle-
ments have begun to come down, The capi-
talist arguments about profits and viability
have by and large been won.

But to look at the agenda for the employ-
ers’ jamboree is to realise how uncomfor-
table large numbers of companies feel with
the economic—and  even  social—.
consequences of Thatcher's approach.

More than 100 resolutions were submitted
for the CBI conference, the majority of them
critical of the government’s performance,
fearful of overseas competition, resentful ot
the way prices have been pushed up and,
above all, hostile to the bleeding ot manufac-
turing industry.

How is it that a government acclaimed
with such fervour 12 months ago is now
getting such a critical message from the
employers. And how is it that a class which
ought 10 be crowing about the way theunions

_have been ‘tamed’ (eveniftheyhaven'tbeen!)

is in fact showing clear signs of lack of nerve,
in contrast withthe moodofnoisyaggression
voiced this time last year? Despite the very

The bosses begin to gripe

real political gains which the employers
have won in the first year of Tory
government, they have had problems ontwo
fronts. The weakness of the British economy
is one major factor, exacerbated by
government policies which have tended to
squeeze thelr own capitalists even more than
the world recession is squeezing foreign
capitalists.

Secondly, the employers® offensive on the
shop floor has only been partly successful.
And it has met with two majorsetbacksfrom
within its own ranks: the failure 1o achieve
‘employer unity® 11t action and the failure to
set up a strike insurance fund.

Taken together these factors point to the
real problem that 1s worrying the empleyers:
not the so-called ‘de-industrialisation of
Britain’—a myth anyway—but rather what
happens when the Teries begin to ease the
SCrews, say in a year's time, or in 1982, The
employers do not behieve thai they will have
the capacity to compete internationally, nor
to invest, nor te extract the huge amount of
extra productivity needed, nor to avoid
renewed wage demands when the upturn
comes to compensate for real wage cutsnow,

The longer the Tories persist with policies
designed to squeeze us and weaken workers’
organisation—high interest rates, the strong
pound, public sector cuts, the assault on
social security benefits etc—the more ditfi-
cult it becomes for firms in the long run.

[f vou take the analogy of a spaceship—it’s
not too bad cruising around ina vacuum, but
when you try to re-enter the earth’s atmos-
phere, things can over-heat veryquickly. The
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longer the re-entry takes, the more you heat
up.

The most serious breach between the
Government and the majority of major
employers has arisen over economic policy.
Initially—that is up to the end of the steel
strike—the Thatcher formula of squeezing
the money supply, with high interest rates
and a strong currency, had a large degree ot
support.

But from Aprii onwards the slomp n
manufacturing came very, very fast. And
instead of a sharp and clean cut policy of
maybe six to nine months, firms have sud-
denly realised that they face a scvere reces-
sion lasting anvthing up 10 two years, while
other compentars arc—relalivelv—
cushioned.

The dechine in UK manufacturing output
has been most severe just as the declinc inthe
USA—the other western country most hithy
recession—nhas levelled off. Manufacturing
production has fallen by four per cent since
the beginning of 1980 and shows no signs of
picking up agam. Output is nowlower thanit
was at the worst stage of the last recession in
1975,

Almost as if to mock the government’s
aconamic sirategy, the figures for the growth
in money supply in August and September
were wildly out, showing that the only factor
on which the Tories” policy relies on 15 not
under their control. This is about the most
damaging psychological blow that those
companies backing the monetarist strategy
have yvet had to face.

Significantly, it was also the occasionfora
much more overt and concerted attack onthe
government's record from several of the
Financigl Times' economic colummists and
also from the Torv-dominated Treasurvand
Civil Service Committee in Parliament.

This committee published a collection of
papers from various economists and others
in August, most of which contain moreorless
detailed attacks on the Tory strategy. Iromi-
cally one of the more critical 15 from That-
cher’s chief thcoretician and monetarst
guru, Professor Milton Friedman, which
endorses the general lines of the policy—and
then insists that the Tories are doing 1
wrong!

Writing on the Tories’ proposals onmone-
tary control, flor example, Fnedman
pronounced:

‘I could hardly belicve my eyes when |
read, in the first paragraph of the sum-
mary chapter, “The principal means of
controlling the money supply must be
fiscal policy—both public expenditure
andtaxpolicy—and interestrates”. Inter-
preted literally, this sentence s simply
wrong. Only @ Rip van Winkle, who had
not read any of the {lood of literature
during the past decade and more on the
money supply process, could possibly
have written that sentence.’

A bit like the headmaster telling the head
boy that he’s let the school down.

More sertously, the government s now in
the position of not having controlied cither
the money supply or public expenditure: of
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having squeezed the private sector moreihan
the public sector; and of having prolonged
the recession bevond the point of ‘weeding
ot the weakest firms to the point where
stronger firms do not feel they will have the
strength 1o compete (n 1wo years time.

'The Politics of Propaganda

Al first sight the emplovers have had 1t all
their own way on the shopfloor at least, since
Thatcher came 1o power. In the last few
months, as the full impact of depression has
sef in. the number of strikeshas plummetted.
There are generalindicationsthatlargenum-
bers of workers are prepared to take cuts in
real wages. There has—hitherto—been no
resistance to sackings. Successful victimisa-
tions have multiphed; lock-outs are more
and morecommon; bigconcessionsare being
made in terms of shop floor conditions,

But there isanother side to the coin. Again
taking the CBI conference resolutions as a
touchstone, the most striking thingisthe way
agpressive policies have been brushed under
the carpet: the calls with almost noexception
are for caution and conciliation. The talk of
sohdarity, unity etc which dominated
employers™ circles last year is siumply
nowhere, What has changed?

The Emplovers Divided

Recession has brought intensified compet:-
tion and worked against the pooling of
employer strength. This was seen at its clea-
rest in the print dispute in May. Theemploy-
ers, grouped in the Newspaper Saciety and
the British Prnnting Industries Federanon,
took a decision to lock out the NGA crafts-
et w?n were resisting adeal accepted by the
two other print unions, SOGAT and Nat-
sopa. 1'he previous time this occurred—in
1958 —the result was a serious defeat for
waorkers after a very bitter struggle. On this
occasion, the employers, especially the
BP1F, crumpled trom the first day.

The {ock out was largely the decision of the
iarge firms in the industry, like Reed Interna-
tional. The smaller firms were picked off by
the NGA, and the threat of contracts being
grabbed plus the solidarity ot the rank and
file put huge pressure on those companies
behind the lock out. The result was a severe
and very public defeat for employer umity
and particularly Sir Alex Jarratt, its main
partisan within the CBI, and the chairmanof
the working party on strike insurance etc.

Jarratt’s main publishing caoncern, 1PC,
cmbarked on a lock cut of journalists at the
same time, clearly on the instructions ot
Reed™s senior management, onthessueofan
NL.J pay clamn,

Not only did TPC evenlually have to raise
their pay olfer 1o get a return to normal
working, they also had to pay 1,500 journal-
ists for the period of the suspensions. The
combined effect of these two disputes was 10
lose Reed’s £12 millions in profit.

Fngineering Fmployers

While the print dispuie 1s the most spectacu-
lar cxample of the hard line coming
unstuck—the BPIF tor the moment does not

even have a national agreement with the
NG A—there has been a weakening of untty
elsewhere. The engineering employers were
at the heart of the calls for employer solidar-
ity during 1979, above all in the nationai
dispute and with the famous’ guidelines’ for
industriatl action. But in the wake of the
dispute there was a serious reconsideration
by some of the largest firms of whether it was
all worth it,

This doesn't mean of course that these
employers are getting any softer—if any-
thing the reverse—but it does mean that the
united front approach pushed by the EEF at
national level has had a severe battering. As
in print, firms cannot see why they should be
dragged into supporting other companies
with which they compete.

Strike Insurance
The most serious defeat for employerorgani-
sation came with the collapse of the CBI's
strike insurance ptans in June. After months
of pressure only 400 firms out of 4,000 replied
to a CBI circular canvassing support for the
insurance scheme—a result, incidentally,
which makes most unionpostal ballots look
like exercises in mass participation. Of the
400 repiies only about 200 were in full sup-
port of the idea: ie 5 percent of CBI member-
ship. In an embarrassed letter to member
firms, CBI President, Sir Raymond Pennock,
concluded:
‘1 believe i1t 15 one of cur most iImpartant
jobs to produce ideas and develop pro-
posals, and then to be ready to listen and
adapt according to the response. On this
occasion, in view of the respense, it is
undoubtedly right that we should not go
ahead as planned. Equally, 1 have no
doubt that it was right for us to do this
work—and weshall go on leckingfor new
initiatives to help deal with the probiems
that face us all’.

Two Steps Back

The conclusion to be drawn from this series
of setbacks i1s not that the shop-floor offen-
sive against c¢stablished conditions, trade
union practices, stewards etc is ikely to ease
off. On the contrary all the signs are that it
will get worse, as employers attempt to exert
absolute control over the one element within
their immediate grasp—Ilabour, The extent
to which real concessions are being made for
even quite puny wage increases is quite
frightening. Edwardes-style operations are
still few and far betweenbut there i1sa steady
attack—in the name of efficiency, discipline
ctc—taking place.

A general sign of this is the way in which
employers have gone onapropaganda offen-
sive to forcedown wage dealsin the pastthree
months. Carefully-staged pay-cutting deals
have heen blown up as major events; a selec-
tion of firms has been organised within the
CBI to push the line of single-figure increa-
ses; newspaper journalists have been given
special émployer briefings on what to do.
This is all part of the major current CBI
strategy,defined as ‘Getting Business Reality
Across.”

But at the same time the employers are
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-moving back to an overt recognition that an

understanding with the trade union bureau-
cracy 15 needed. The lesson of the Derek
Robinson affair, after all, was that even
Edwardes could not victimise a leading con-
venor on his own—he needed Duffy and
Bovd., The conduct of the current negotia-
tions in engineering also depends heavily on
the AUEW’s nght-wing leadership—sc
much so that the EEF actually put off negoty-
ations till the first round ballot for Duffy’s
position was out of the way.

There are also some clear moves by
emplovers to build bridges with unions on
other fronts, There have been several lobbies
for import controls 1n different industnes
with joint statements. The building bosses
have joined hands with UCATT in & cam-
paign against cuts in pubiic sector capital
expenditure {from the same firms that gave
you the Campaign Against Buillding Indus-
try Nationalisation only two years ago!) The
CBI has agreed—nationally—a joint state-
ment with the TUC on new technology.

The Qutlook

The next few monthsare poing tosee growing
public pressure from theemployersforchan-
ges in government policy on a humber of
fronts. On the economy, for example, a spe-
cial CBI committee on the exchange rate is
lobbying for a weaker pound. Thereisalotof
pressure from large exporting companies for
the CBI to toughen its attitude. There is
similar pressure on the guestion of high inte-
rest rates, import controls, energy prices and
the investment of North Sea o1l. The general
message coming out isforthe Torniestoadopt
right-wing Labour policies of strategic inter-
vention, and not to leave things to the
‘market’.

The Tories are in fact already operating
nen-monetarist policies to a limited degree.
Not just in the sense of misunderstanding
Milton Friedman, but in the way theyare not
prepared to follow through the logic of their
own position. In the steel industry current
plans mean that the UK would produce less
than Poland, but the Tories have agreed to
give BSC another £400 millions. They have
propped up Dunlop; they are almost cer-
tainly going to prop up Bowater. Theyahave
continued with Labour’sshort-time working
subsidy, probably subsidising about 350,000
jobs this autumn. They are not going 1o put
up interest rates, which is what they ought 1o
do if they believed in their own policies!

So what is going to happen is a steady
worsening of the recession, a steady growth
in unemployment, a much longer and mere
messy decline than capitalistmm  wanted.
Things are gomng to be very nasty; but not
nasty enough to crush a working class res-
ponse. The pressure is on, butthe rulingclass
cannot see what it will really have gained
when the pressure is lifted. Sir Raymond
Pennock's declaration on September 24th
that he was concerned atthe growthinunem-
ployment “because the militancy of the post-
war pericd was bred among the young men of
the 193(s’ is a small indication of which way
their thinking is going.

David Beecham
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“The mitltanrﬁy of the post war
period was bred among

young men

Sir Raymond Pennock
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Dockers’ quiet victory

As I write this article dockers in Britain have
fust won their most important victory since
Pentonville in 1972, There has been no
strike, and no dockers in prison, just an
apparently very sudden threat of a national
docks strike, and an equally sudden negotia-
ted end te that threat by the National Port
Employvers and the T&GWU. Three days’
headlines in the national press, and after the
deal—nothing. Now what is this all about?

After Pentonville in 1972, the dockers
were so0ld an agreement by the then general
secretary of the T&GWU, Jack Jones, now
Companion of Honour (whatever that may
mean}, and Lord Aldington, Chairman of
the Part of London Authority. This agree-
ment said that the TUR (Temporary Unat-
tached Register) would be abolished. This
TUR meant that a docker whose employer
wernt out of business would be returned to a
ceniral pool of labour, similar to & labour
exchange, but getting less money. To dock-
ers, this meant unemployment. It was the
threat of this, along with the fight against
containerisation, and the loss of dock work,
that led to the events of Pentonville.

The National Ports Shop Stewards Com-
mittee (NPSSC) and other militants said at
the time that the Jones-Aldington Report
solved nothing, was not binding on either
party, and that problems would arise again,
as it did in 198G, In the eight years since
Pentonwville, our fears have seemed well-
founded. We have seen our industry deci-
mated by severance pavments, and dockers
selling jobs. We have seen our number drop
nationally from 42,000 in 1972 10 24,000
now, and still falling. In London, from
14,000 dockers 1n 1972, we now have 6,000.
We have seen some of our best shop ste-
wards and pickets from Pentonville leave
the industry, ugually without even telling
their mates. |

But as this process was going on, the
NP55C continued to funciion, and gaiged
strength gradually with better orgamsation.
Meetings were held representing dockers
from approximately 10 European countries.
And 1t was the NPSSC which both in 1972
and 198 was behind the scenes of the
dispuies.

The T&GWU nauonal docks official said
in 1972 that unless his union acted on the
TUR, there was a group waiting in the wings
that was quite rcady and willing to do so.
That 15 exactly what happened again in 1980
The officials of the T&GWLU are shit-scared
to lose control of the docks 1o the NPSSC,
who, before the official Recall Delegate
Conference called the national strike, had
already held mass meetings in four major
ports which agreed to go on indefinite natio-
nal stoppage in support of the Liverpool
dockers threatened with the TUR.

Daockers in Liverpool faced with lictle
prospect of other employment, if they
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accepted severance, were refusing (o discuss
severance terms for any surplus labour in
Liverpool. One emplover in Liverpool, 1.
Harnson, owned by Lord Vestey (the same
man who owned Midland Cold Store and
caused the five dockers o be imprisoned at
Pentonville), stated that they were going
into liguidation and wanted to make 178
dock workers redundant. The other major
employer 1n Liverpood, the Mersey Docks
and Harbour Board, then rencged on the
Jones-Aldington report and 1ssued a state-
ment that they would not employ the 1758
men. This matter had already been discus-
sed a month previously at NPSSC meetings
by Liverpool stewards, so the strike was not
as spontaneous as it first appeared.

The {eeling of the men where 1 work, the
Roval Group, was one of reluctant determi-
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naticn, that if we had to fight, then so be it,
In the week beftore the threcatcned strike, |
did not hear one docker opposc it, and the
more militant ones seemed to be just ready
tr teach Thatcher the same lesson we had
taught Heath i 1972

It the strike had taken place, I am confl-
dent we would have done just that. We
would have put Prror’s picketing laws in the
same dustbin the Tories put the Industrial
Relations Bill, and the Tories knew that.
They had behind-the-scenes talks with the
national port emplovers to find a way out,
and to save face (Fingneig! Times 22.9.80)

Qur mdusiry has been weakened since the
start of containerisation and Deviin Stage
One in 1967, as port after port signed sepa-
rate productivity deals with different wages

- and working practices, always at different

months of the vear. This was divide and rule
al its most blatant, With the TUR we are
united in cur fight tor our nght to work, and
once again we have shown that when dock-
ers Nave a common cause, no government
will hold us down. Britain s still an island,
and very little of anything can get inand out
without deckers touching it. Since de-
casualisation our mdustry has been going
through the process ol changing from being
a labour-intensive te a capital-intensive
industry, which has simultaneously occur-
red in many traditionally strong British
industries, such as the car {actories, the
print, and agriculture, to name just a few.

In all the major ports, the employers have
creamed off men to work their container
gantries in Tilbury, Seaforth and Sou-
thampton. This has caused other dockers
left bandling conventional cargoes some
concern over the possibility of an elite
labour force being set up.

Since the strike over wages in February of
this year, in London, the signs have been
that the men in container bases are prepared
1o suppoert other dockers, even though they
are on different agreements, and their wages
are not affected. Even the unregistered port
of Felixstowe was prepared to jomn in the
fight against unemployment in the docks,
despite being our bitterest opponents in the
past., When people left the (ndustry in large
numbers, 1t seemed that we might lose our
hard-won security, but now we have reason
for optimism, as the events of last week

proved.
Micky Fenn, NAS&D

Arson: Tory style

{Ine of the less well publicised efforts of
ihe Thatcher government to reduce
public spending and re-shape our
expectations of publjc services, has been
the publication recently of a consultalive
document Future Fire Palicy *

It is the result of a four-vear study
of the effcct of fires on the community,
which looked at what 15 being done to
minimise fire losses and examined the

effectiveness of counter measures includ-
ing of course, the cost of the publicly
run fire brigades. It 1s this last aspect
that represents a major threat to fire-
men, and in the process the public, but
the document isamazingly cynical about
some of the more worryving features of
fires  like [atalities!

[deaths in fires have been at about
900 a year tor the last decade. and the
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government draws some comfort from
that, especially when the report goes on
to point cut that almost all the victims
were pensioners or persons on very low
incomes! ‘These people don’t contribute
to the economy,’ they seem to be saying,
‘therefore we c¢an afford to see the
number of fire deaths drift upwards if
we cut back on the fire service.’

Even the figures used in the govern-
ment’s report show that the number of
fires are rising. There was an increase in
1979 over the previous vear of 12.4%
and it is no surprise, therefore, that the
Fire Brigades Union,* in reply to the
government’s plan, is calling for increases
in the number of fire engines and fire-
men. There is no rational basis on which
there can be a decrease, Yet that is what
the povernment are after, having only
one fire engine In most stations and
with less firemen on it, leading to a
greater delay in getting sufficient fire
fighters to an incident. As the union’s
booklet points out,

‘It would be a worthwhile exercise

to ask those people who were trapped

behind the barred windows at

Woolworth’s in May 1979 or Moor-

gate tube station in 1975 if they

would have been prepared to wail a

further few minutes for their rescuers

to arrive.’

The Tories also plan to undermine
the effectiveness of fire prevention work
done by brigades. Instead of requiring
all premises to get a certificate from the
brigade to say that there are safe means
of exit in the event of a fire, the plan 1s
to allow the local counciis to be selective
and decide for themselves which are the
‘more serious cases’ that need such
certificates, Woolworth’s in Manchester,
where ten people died in the 1979 fire,
did not have a certificate, something
that the Home Office enquiry made
special mention of.

The union estimates that 3-4000 fire
gservice jobs are threatened by this report
and even before the necessary statutory
changes are pushed through, local
authorities are being encouraged to cut
back te the minimum standards that
were approved in 1958 and are widely
recognied today as inadequate,

The threat to jobs is not the only
worry for firemen at the moment. The
settlement of the strike in the winter of
1977/78 included a pay agreement
designed to keep our pay at the level of
the top 25% in the manual workers
wages table. Thatcher is saying that
wages in the public sector have to be
kept in single figures, whereas our agree-
ment must mean we will be entitled to
around 20% in November — double what
is planned for everyone else in local
government except the police,

The FBU Executive are committed
to calling a delegate conference if the
government prevents, or the empioyers
refuse, payment in full of the agree-
ment. They have also decided to re-
commend a national strike if the coun-

ference is necessary. Anyone who
remembers the leadership’s vehement
opposition to the strike call in 1977 will
wonder what is different this time. It is
obvious to evervone that if we do not
defend the formula in the pay agree-
ment this year we never will catch up
with it again. And the threat to jobsis a

very real one.
Memories of the nine weeks out on

strike are still relatively fresh in a lot of
firemen's minds and the thought of an-
other spell like that outside the doors is
a real worry to a lot of them.

This time around is going to be harder
without question. In the rural areas
where part-time retained stations might
keep open under the influence of the so-
called Retzined Firemen’s Union (a scab
outfit which gained strength in the last
strike against militancy and industrial
action) those stations will have to be

regularly and heavily picketed to make
sure they shut down and stretch the
army’s resources as much as possible.
The new picketing laws will make things
that much harder of course. It also
seems unlikely that the employers will
be as passive this time in allowing the
stations and appliances to lay dormant.
At the very least I suspect they will try
to use Lthe stations for the troops. That
is certain to lead to confrontiations with
the strikers.

On the plus side, though, the fact
that it is 2 Tory government should
make it easier to get sapport within the
trade union movement,

Terry Segars

*Future Fire Policy: A Consultative Docu-
ment, HMS50 1980,

*Fire Safery — A Public Issue, Fire Brigades
Union, August 1380,
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Christ, Hitler and Florence Nightingale

“*This newspaper has a better record of sup-
port for women in the movement than any
other trade union journal,” snaps the editor
of the T&GWU Recordratherdefensivelyin
reply to a critical letter from one of their
oft-featured women. But it has to be admit-
ted that he’s nght—not because the Record
is s0 good, but because everything else i 50
bad.

If you look through issues of the T&G
paper over the last year or so you will cer-
tainly find centre page spreads on women's
issues, reports from schools and conferences
written from the peoint of view of women
delegates, photographs of and articles about
women on strike, women demonstrating,
women elected to regional commitiees of the
union and so on. Occasionally they slip up,
like the time a sexist curtoon appeared on
the back of a page displaying the TUC's
women's charter which has as 1ts final point
“the content of journals and cther union
publications should be presented in non-
sexist terms’.

Trades union publications are curious

thimgs—one wonders why almost all are so

dull and boring and generally out of touch
with what is happening on the ground.
NUPE's paper is perhaps one exception—it
is short and to the peint and directly agita-
tional. The Record, however, 1s no particuiar
txﬁ:ptinn, [ can’t imagine the membership
clammerng to get their hands on a copy
each month, but considering the T&G has a
relatively small female membership (16%),
the paper’s coverage of 1ssues relating to
women, coupled with their openness to criti-
cism via the letters page, makes me feel they
deserve at least 5 put of 1{} for trying.
No-one could say the same of the AUEW,
whose executive recently opposed the
appoiniment of a women’s organiser. As
with the T&G, women form 16% of the
membership, but as far as the journal goes,
they might not exist at all. In fact the real

world in general appears to impinge very
little on the editor’s consciousness: the
March issue, for example, carned no men-
tion at all of the TUC Anti Employment Bill
demonstration. But with regard to women,
when a relevant article does appear—and
that seems to be uboul twice a year—it will
more than likely be written by a man. One
page under the proud heading “Our Wom-
en's Conference 1980 was mostly filled
with what *“the President, Bro. Terry Dutly,
sard’”.

But you can’t have everything, I suppose,
and the AUEW Journal does have other little
gems to compensate: regular features such
as “Your Garden™ or occasional pieces like
“Keeping Cats’" and “Why not be an MP?™,
Better still was the piece entitled “*Dead or
Alive” on the Boy Scouts . . . "*how many of
those reading this article can proudly say 'l
was 4 scout’?” . .. And I suppose you could
even say that women have becn given their

fair share of representation in the feature

“Lives that changed the world”. For, m
amongst Jesus Christ, Adolf Hitlerand Karl
Marx we have Florence Nightingale, Marie
Curie and Sylvia Pankhurst.

Almoest as much enjoyment 15 to he had
from reading USDAW’s journal DAWN,
USDAW is Britain’s sixth largest union, or
so they keep telling you, and women form
665 of the membership, The general secre-
tary and the deputy general secretary (both
male) delight in defending women's rights in
the face of Thatcher's “anti-feminist, anti-

‘Casablanca (US 1942) This archety-
pal Hollywood melodrama of the [or-
ties was lucky on several counts. It
nearly starred Ronald Reagan and

Ann Sheridan instead of Humphrey
Bogart and Ingrid Bergman ..."—from
Halliwell’s Fiimgoer’s Companion.
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welfare state policies’® which they rightfully
acknowledge make life difficult for working
mothers and single parents. But behind this
crusading facade, tucked away at the back
of the paper, is the “women’s page”, edited
by Kav Nash, who seems never at a loss for
helpful hints to pass on to the membership.

Anything from how 1o cook liver and dum-

plings to how not to get your shopping
nicked in the supermarket {by other hight-
fingered customers!). And if you are over-
weight why not try disco dancing in a
stunning little number {rom Littlewoods
Mail Order Fashions. Kay could only repeat
what Littlewoods themselves said about the
dress: “If you've got it, why not show 1t7”

Perhaps the general confusion in
USDAW with regard to women and wom-
en's issues is best summed up by this letter
which appeared in DAWN last February:

‘Dear Mr Editor, Ongce again ., ... | have
received a gratis union diary and sadly,
feel obliged to complain, as it 1s the
“Ladies” version—very helpful when 1t
comes to remembering the shopping and
for arranging the food at dinner parties.
Unfortunately, this edition does not give
details of area organisers, officials’
addresses, telephone numbers, or detalls
of DHSS benefit rates etc . .

The highest proportion of women in any
unicn is to be found 1n the National Union
of Taillors and Garment Workers
(NUTGW), which has 90 percent. Qutte a
large amount of the journal i1s devoted to
articles on women and unemployment,
women as low paid workers, maternity
rights etc, but vou really have to pinch your-
self to realise it. This is partly because each
article is approached in such an unimagina-
tive way—usually a report of a report from
the Equal Opportunities Commission orthe
Low Pay Unit or some similar body. It 13
also because reading the journal for more
than ten minutes makes yvou feel like slip-
ping oft quietly to slit your wrists. After the

fighting talk of articles like *197%—ancther”

year of problems™, “Coid comfort for the
clothing industry™ and ** 1980—Few reasons
to be cheerful™ a certain fecling of numbness
takes over, which not even the most inspired
feminist piece could dislodge.

If trade unmion publications reveal any-
thing at all, it must be a vague sense of how
the creaky machinery of one union differs
from the creaky machinery of another. For
example, the NUT paper, the Teacher, 1n its
attempts to rival the Times Educational Sup-
plement, clearly suggests a different style of
union from that of the Yorkshire Miner,
which models wtself on the Suan. Thus, the
different types of coverage given to'women’s
Issues in the journals 1n recent years reflect
the different approaches of the various
union bureaucracies m attempting o come
to terms with the increasing size and signifi-
cance of their female membership.

In most cases it is only a question of pay-
ing lipservice, since no umon has restruc-
tured itself to enable women to play an
active and leading role (n proportion to their
numbers. Even then, these attempts to pay
lipservice are none too hot.

Jane Ure Smith
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Doing it like Gdansk?

‘We've got to do it like Poland, like Gdansk.
And now let’s see those journalists from the
bourgeois papers who exalt the Polish wor-
kers so0 much. Let’s see them here in Mira-
fiori. This is our Gdansk.’

These were the words of one of the FIAT
workers who staged a token occupation of the
Turin factory last month. They show how the
Italian city could explode if union leaders do
not succeed in defusing bitter protests at
redundancies planned by the company. As we
g0 to press the company has postponed actual
redundancies, in the wake of the political
instability following the fall of the Cossiga
government. But it is poing ahead with ‘tem-
porary lay-offs’ that could well become per-
manent redundancies, and the workers have
sent out pickets to alt FIAT plants to stop the
movement of goods. Tom Behan writes on the
background.

Car makérs demonstrate in Turin

During this year tension has been building
up between management, the workers and
the trade union. The management, are try-
g to sack up to 135,000 workers. The union
is caught between it’s policy of sacrifices for
the company, and the increasing anger of
the members 1t represents.

The result of this clash will have profound
significance for the entire Italian working
class. Fiat has the best orgamsed labour
force and the result of a Fiat dispute is the
main indicator for future settlements (n
smaller companies; if there are sackings at
Fiat they will rapidly spread, but successful
resistance would increase workers' confi-
dence to fight as the economic crisis starts to
gaIn momentum.

Many of Fiat's problems are of their own
making; direct tinancial losses through lire
speculations, and many wrong marketing
decisions. A major policy deciston taken n
1972, was to produce existing models for as
long as possible, thus sucking the maximum
prefit from them. The result now s that the
new models have been held back too long
and do not have a strong competitive edge,
thus the fall in sales.

+~Yhen management saw the effect of this
they panicked and began pushing new pro-
duction models; and the union co-operated,;
accepting the company was in crisis and that
*sacrifice’ were needed. The story at Auto-
bianchi, cne of the factories where the
Panda is produced, 15 a4 good example.

Production started 10 August *79 and the
average was soon established at 70 vehicles
per shift. Towards the end of the year the
Factory Ceouncil met management to dis-
cuss new investment and recruitrment, and
without receiving a specific reply they
agreed to an increase of 105 vehicles per
shift, and scon after that management stop-
ped all recruitment. Thenin Rome in Febru-
ary the national officials of the engineering
union FLM, signed an agreement with Fiat
mainly concerning another factory, but one
clause was that production at Autobianchi

would increase to 115 vehicles per shift. In
March there were rumours of a lock outif a
“reasonable’ solution was not reached, and
the [actory council entered 1nto a dangerous
discussion on techmeal modifications, and
this reason was used to increase production
to 130, while the union leaders shawed com-
plete disinterest.

The factory council still pressed manage-
ment for negotiation on over tiring jobs, tc,
but the said they were only ready to talk
after an act of *good faith” —for example
an incrcase to 130 vehicles per shift. After
the first indignant reactions production rea-
ched 135, and the national officials arrived
on the scene, Needless to say, after small
concessions, 11 a climate of rumours and
threats, production reached 150 a shift,
Thus production had doubled 1n less than a
vear without any new employees arriving.

That example 15 not particularly loca-
lised; in South America {in Brazil workers
are paid five times less than Italian wor-
kers), Fiat 1s also facing diminishing sales
because of it’s lack of competitiveness.

In May this wvear, the Fiat chairman,
Limberto Agnelll, announced that for seven
Fridays between the middle of June and the
end of July, 76,000 people would be laid oft.
Opposition was slight at the time, one
reason being that the measure would take
effect two months in the future, and also the
vast majonity of employees take their holi-
days at that time anyway, But what was
more itmportant was that the vmon failed to
present a credible alternative to manage-
rment’s solution, so accepiing the battle on
Fiat’s terms.

The government, strengthened by the
June regional elections and the support of
the Socialist Party, presented a package of
“anti-crisis measures in June. The most
contentious of these was a '/,% cut from
cvervbody’s pay packet, 1o subsidise the
firms in crisis, or In other words giving
money to companies like Fiat. Whati1s more
interesting is the reaction of the Communist
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Party (PCI) and the unicens. The PCI oppase
it, partly because their ‘historic compro-
mise’ position lost them many votes at the
election, but tor the first ume tfor many
years the unions have disagreed with them,
supporting it and showing their continuing
slide to the right. In any case the measure
was not passed, mainly due to a cne day
naticnal industry strike held in early July.

After the announcement of lay ofts
Agnelli then began to demand “inter-
company mobility™, a system by which wor-
kers would be transferred to other Fiat
factories, as production targets demands,
Alongside this there is a similar-sounding
proposal; “‘external mobility™, which
entails workers technically being laid off,
but in practice unable to return inside 1o the
factory, and then being placed on special
employment lists in the hope of finding
work in another factory. Even then the
general secretary of the FLM, Vincenzo
Mattina said, "But at the present how many
factories are there in Turin and the province
capable of absorbing the ‘surplus’ manpo-
wer at Fiat? External mobility therefore 1s
only a euphemism for sackings.” The unem-
ployment figures for the Turin area bear this
out—6& 000 unemploved and 23,000 in
search of a first job.

To add te this there is the question of
workers who are dependent on Fiat orders-
for example it is estimated that{forevery one
of the 60,000 workes at the Mirafior fac-
tory, there are two others who produce
components and associated goods, and
when vou add on their families the figure
reaches nearly 300,000. For example at the
Borletti factory in Milan, which produces
dashboard instruments, 3,000 people will be
laid off faor the last three weeks of October,
and the people remaining in the factory will
work reduced hours. Also the company has
refused to accept any new recruits znd
redundancy payments are being offered.

This present dispute flared up at the start
of September, when everybody returned
from heliday, with Fiat saying it wants 10
reduce production by 20%, with an equal
number of sackings. One example of Fiat’s
two-facedness 15 at Cassino in the South:
nine days of lay offs were announced for
September because of falling demand, but
immediately after they increased the speed
of the production hine, provoking a strike in
the paint department, which spread to the
following shift—this was the first example
of spentaneous strikes withoul union gui-
dance. In Turin management commented
“for motives that we still can’t understand,
other departments of other lines have also
gone on strike.” The motive Is simple, 1t’s
called solidarity, which has become known
in England now as “‘secondary picketing.™

Negotiatiors have been held at Turin bet-
ween the union and Fiat, which firstdeman-
ded 12,000 lay offs until the end of 198]!

‘when the market would pick up again

according to them. The unions proposals
are defeatist to say the least; pensions at 55
and 530, no more new employees, and incen-
tives for voluntary redundancy—nc pro-
poesals for reducing hours or improving

conditions. Seeing the union’s weakness,
Fiat then announced that letters of dismis-
sal would be sent to 15,000 emplovees at the
start of October.

As soon as the news came over the radwo
of the breakdown of negotiations, the night
shift at Mirafiort in Turin spontaneously
came oul on strike, and waited for the
morning shift to arrive, because forthat day
a three hour strike was organised, but
instead it became zll day and the tollowing
night.

They tormed up and began to march
towards the city centre, without any hint of
union organisation. The workers are
extrermnely angry: *“They treat us like meat at
the butchers, First they put the posters up 1o
call us to Tunn, the city that gives work, and
now they send you away with a kick up the
arse.”” A woman explains the fallacy of
“external mobility”. “Mobility, mobility,
but what mobility? For a year ['ve gone up
and down to the emplovment office, only
atter a year I've found work here in Fiat.™
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The main slogan of the march i1s “"From
Mirafiori to the south, a single shout,
emplovment’.

Al the meeting came this proposal “It's
no longer a case of waiting for the letters to
arrive, on the contrary, the ime hascome to
occupy, we have to do it in a hurry. Let's
occupy all Mirafiori and if it's not enough
ler’s occupy all the city.”™ An old delegate
added ‘We mustn’t close ourselves inside,
we must go out, to contact people, in the
streets, the markets, the buses, everywhere.’

The occupation lasted only a day,
because of the mediation of a minister who
re-opened negotiations. At the ume of writ-
ing the sttuation 15 far from clear, the
government have hinted they may give some
money to Fiat, and the Union are reported
to be close to accepting *‘external mobiiity™.
In this way the union may be abie to avoid
the open resistance of the workers, butif the
sackings go ahead [aly could be in for ano-
ther “hot autumn® like that of *68. In either
case, the result will determine the balance of
class forces fora considerable time to come.

Much ado about netting

There is a town-twinning arrangement bet-
ween the French port of Boulogne and
Gdansk 1in Poland. And if Polish workers
give us the most sigmficant victory ot the
summer, the Boulogne fishermen put up a
heroic if unsuccessful fight tor the right to
work.

The French fishing industry is in deep
crisis. During the seventies the number of
tishermen 1n France fell from 36.000 to
24.000 (the number of jobless in France 1s
naw lower than in Britain, but still well over
a million). Yet the French government was
willing to offer aid to the fishing industry
only on condition that wage costs were
cut—I.e. that the size of crews doing a dan-
gerous and exhaustng job should be cut.
The fishermen’s main grigvance was the ris-
ing cost of fuel. Over recent vears fuel prices
have nisen six-fold, while fish prices have
only doubled. Yet in 1979 French o1l com-
panies dotibled their profits. French fisher-
men tend to have to travel especially long
distances to the fishing grounds, which

makes fuel costs a particularly heavy
burden.

The most exciting thing about the tisher-
men’s strike was the way in which it brought
to life what is gencrally one of the most
dreary cliches of Marxist thcory—the class
alliance between the proletanat and the
pettv-bourgeoisie. The French fishing
industry 1s remarkable in that it unites in the
same trade unions wage-earning fishermen -
employed by big companies, like those n
Boulogne, and self-employed artisan fishers
like thase in Brittany. (This situation goes
back to the thirties when the CGT and the
Catholic unions competed to organise the
self-employed fishermen).

While the Boulogne fishermen merely
took strike action they had little impact. But
when, in mid-August, the blockade tactic
caught on like wildfire, 1t united in struggle
fishermen who were paid according to a
variety of systems—either wages plus bonu-
ses, or sharing the proceeds of the catch.
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Inside

the
system

Workers, say the right-wing, are a
threat to civilised values. They have no
heart for the higher things in life. This
seems to be true. The Metropolitan
Opera Company of New York has just
been forced to cancel their 1980-81
season (ticket prices around twenty quid
a head) due to industrial action. Musi-
cians in the orchestra are demanding a
12.5 per cent pay rise and a twenty per
cent reduction in their working week.
The squalid material interests of mere
workers have spoilt the pursuit of art by
rich Americans. Truly, the barbarians
are at the pates.

It’s nice to hear it from the horses
mouth. Reviewing a book by a former
leftist about the ‘microelectronics revo-
lution’, a writer in the Firancie! Times
commented:® ... they are a part,evenifa
greatly accelerated one, of the steady
replacement of labour with capital
which is the fundamental feature of
industrial society.’

Tradiuonal distrust between Breton and
Normandy tishermen, based on earlier dis-
putes, also evaporated. Demands tor a gua-
ranteed fish-price and, above all, a fuel
subsidy, forged a magnificent unity 1n
struggle.

The blockade tactic proved, in the lirst
instance, highly effective. On August 19th
there was what amounted to a picket hne
right round the French coast from Dunkirk
to Corsica. The largest French shipowners,
the Compagnie Generale Maritime, lost
nearly half 4 million pounds in the first week
of the dispute, the port ot Le Havre claimed
the blockade was costing half a million
pounds a day. A hundred thousand process-
ing distribution workers on shore depend
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on the fishing industry; at Boulogne 900
fishermen on strike caused five thousand
lav-offs on shore.

Moreover, the struggle received impres-
sive solidarity. The Boulogne fishermen got
substantial financial support from the local-
ity. The support of the fishermen’s wives
was magnificent and total. At a demonstra-
tion in Boulogne on August 13th fishermen
were joined by steel-workers, hospital wor-
kers and ratlway workers. The blockade was
supplemented by vigorous and Imaginative
tactics. Boulogne fishermen regularly
invaded employers’ offices; the CGT orga-
nised a pirate radio in support of the strike.

The vigour and extent of the strike posed
the French government with some rcal
problems. The pro-competition, anti-
subsidy ideology which isat the centre ot the
government’s economic policy meant that e
could not concede on the key demand of
tuel prices. Moreover, to make concessions
al the very beginning of the autumn nego-
tiating round would have nsked opening the
floodgates to other sectors, Yet to break the
strike was also not so easy. The traditional
rict-police could not be used against sea-
borne picket ines—the navy would have to
be brought in. But the navy is not a force
with any experiencce ot strike-breaking.
Manvy satlors in the French navy come from
fishing families, and some of the naval cons-
cripts are themselves tishermen. The navyis
popular among sailors and one of its princt-
pal peace-time dulies s helping fishermen in
distress.

For a short time in mid- August it seemed
as il the French government was bewildered
by the situation. Transport minster Le
Theule wus lett to carry the can while the
rest of the cabinel lounged on the beaches.
But in fuct the French government strategy
was rather more subtle than it appeared at
first sight.

The apparent neglect of the situation was
desipned 1o weaken the unity of the struggle
by giving time for contradictions between
the various groups of fishermen to emerge.
The government steadfastly refused overall
discussion, saving the problems were diffe-
rent in the different ports, and would have
1o be settled by separate negotiations. This
distracted attention fram the key unitying
issue—fuel, prices—and encouraged diffe-
rences to develop. By sitting back the
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government avoided the unpopularity of
sending in rict police and 1nstead allowed
clashes 10 develop between the fishermen
and other groups of workers—especally
lorry-drivers—as well as with holidayma-
kers, all of which necessanly weakened
morale and solidanty. When the navy was
sent in, it was nol to break the blockade as a
whole, but on the pretext of safeguarding
oil-supplies (in fact France had over three
months' supplies at the time). Two ports
ochly were attacked, Antifer and Fos-sur-
Mer, the latter of which 1s on the Mediterra-
nean, far away from the main centres of
militancy.

Such a ‘divide and rule’® strategy could
have been defeated—but only if the unity of
the fishermen themselves had been maintai-
ned by united organisation. Unfortunately
thers was deep and public disunity between
the two unions invoelved, the CP-dominated
CGT and the CFDT with its looser links to
the Socialist Party. (The Boulogne men are
divided 50-50 between the two unions, while
the CFDT had most of the artisan fishers).
Both unions seemed to be more interested in
next vear's Presidential election than in win-
ning the strike. The CFDT was anxious to
prove itself ‘responsible’” as the ally of a
potential governmental party, while the
CGT was concerned to prove its ‘militancy’
by outflanking the CFDT to the left—
without actuzally making that militancy
concrete.

The strike originally erupted when the
workers rejected the compromise proposed
by the unions (reduction of crews trom 22 to
20, instead of the I8 demanded by the
emplovers). The unicons backed the strike,
but failed to take the measures 1o spread the
struggle that could have been crucial at the
high-point of strnggle (around August
20th), The CGT did nothing te involve
dockers and other port-workers in the
strike, let alone link the struggle to cther
strikes, like the long fight by railway track-
layers, which lasted from June to Septem-
ber. If there was spontaneous nationalism
among the fishermen (demands for import
controls, hostility 1o British and German
fishermen) the unions did not fight 1t but
actually encouraged it. The protest by
Scguy, the CGT leader, at the vse of the
navy, was strong, but purely verbal.

Thus 1t 15 no surprise that the sinke frag-
mented and was defeated. The Breton stri-
kers went back, in a mood of bitterness, by
Scptember 8th, and the last blockade (
Fecamp, ncar L.e Havre) was hited on Sep-
tember 10th. But it was only on September
18th that the Boulogne fishermen voted, by
a majority of 399 out of 699, to resume
work, The gains, claimed as concessions by
the CFDT, were minimal—a promise to cut
hours that is meaningless in the conditions
of non-stop work that prevails on a fishing-
hoat, and an agreement that crews stay at 22
pending negotiations {which will almost
certainly lead to cuts). The CGT guite cor-
rectly denounced the CFIYT for accepting
such limited gains; but by urging the Bou-
logne men to stay oul, withoutany prospect
of victary, for an exira week, the CGrT see-
med more interested 1n its political image
than i helping the fishermern. Bitter lessons
from a struggle of magnificent petenual.
Ian Birchall
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One of the major themes running through
Sociafist Review over the last nine
months has been the drive towards a
new Cold War. We have insisted that it
15 a prime duty of socialists to resist this,
and we have attempted to provide the
arguments they need.

Until recently, however, our assump-
tion was that we would be very much
on the defensive over the guestion, The
media were putting out a deluge of Cold
War propaganda. There seemed to be no
wider movement of resistance from
which we could get support,

Over the summer, however, things
have begun to change. The anti-bomb
maovement has suddenly taken on a new
lease of life. From many different parts
of the country come reports of very
large public meetings, and of sizeable
demonstrations, leading up to in what
lcoks like being a very big protest in
London on 26 October.

At the heart of the revived movement
has been the historian E.I’. Thompscn.
In articles in The Guardian and the New
Statesman, 1n the pamphiet Protest and
Survive, and inscores of public meetings,
he has polemicised brilliantly against
the Cruise missile. He has not becn alone
in putting the arguinents. But il has
been Thompson more than anyone else
who has brought the movement back to
life. And all credit is due fo him for
doing so.

It has also heen Thompson who has
provided whatever analysis the new
movement has of the drive towards

Marxism and
the Missiles

Pat Arrowsmith urging industrial
actlon agalnst the bomb in 1958
(left), EP Thompson, author of
‘Protest and Survive’ {above) and
part of the £5,000 million Trident
missile programme (hottom right)

missile madness and of a strategy for
combating it.

It is here that we in Soctalist Review
(and the SWP generally) have to dissent
from what Thompson says.

Thompsan’s strategy is, quite simply,
to arouse the largest possible numbers
of people to protest at the decision to
deploy the Cruise missiles:

‘We must pgenerale an  alternative
logic, an opposition at every level of
society. The opposition must he
international and must win the
support of multitudes. [t must hring
its influence to bear upon the rulers
of the world.’

{Protest and Survive)

Who is to make up this oppasition?

The 1impression you get from reading
Protest and Survive is that Thompson is
looking essentially for the same sort of
pecple who made up CND 20 vears ago
and who tutned out in considerable
numbers to the public meetings over the
summer — the articulate middle classes,
people with university degrees, or pos-
sibly studying for them.

‘As il happens the major bases (for

the Cruise missiles) are to be placed

in c¢lose proximity to the ancient
universities of Oxford and Cambridge,
and it seems to me that useful work
can be done from these old bascs of

Buropean civilisation. There will be

work of research, of publication, and

also work of conscience, all of which

15 very suitable for scholars. .. Oxford

and Cambridge then are privileged to
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initiate this campaign.”

But it can invoive;

"Any existing institution or even

individual, universities and colleges —

or groups within them — trade uniaon-

118, women’s organisations, members

of professions, churches, practitioners

of Esperanto or chess...’

With these:

‘Before long we wi]l be crossing

trontiers..., burstiing open bureau-

crats’ doors, making the telephone
tappers spin in their hideaways.,.and
breaking up all the old stoney

Stalinist reflexes of the East by forc-

ing open dialogae and debate ...’

If this were all that Thompson were
arguing, we would be tempted to make
a few words of protest. Even on the basis
of purely arithmetic calculation it
seems a bit strange to give no more
prominence to 12 milion trade union-
ists than to the half a million members
of professions, the two million church-
goers ot the 45,000 university dons —
particularly when all the emphasis is on
the dons,

But Thompson does not end his
argument there. Underlying his com-
ments in Protest and Survive 15 a wide
reaching attempt at analysis of the new
Cold War dedicated to refuting the
notion that “the bomb 1s a class issue’.
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Lenin and Bukharin expanded Marx’s analysis to explain the
apparently polntiess carnage of World War One.

This is most openly argued by him in a
recent issue of New Lefr Revtew.

The burden of Thompson’s analysis
is that society East and West has reached
a new and terrifying stage in its develop-
ment — FExterminism,

‘Exterminism designates those charac-

teristics of a society which thrust it

int the direction whose outcome must

be the extermination of millions...’

it results from “the accumulation and
perfection of the means of extermination
and the structuring of whole societies so
that these will be directed towards that
end.’

The factors which gave rise to
‘exterminism’” may once have been
imperialist interests or the pursuit of
profit by military-industrial complexes.
But the methods used initially by ruling
classes in the rational pursuit of their
interests have taken on an irrational life
of their own and are no longer reducibie
to their original courses,

‘What orjginated as reaction becomes
direction., What is justified by rational
self-interest by one power or the other
becomes in the collison of the two,
irtational, We are confronted with
the accumulated logic of process.”

To treat this cutcome as the product
of ‘rational” choices by ruling classes is
‘to impose a consequential rationality”
upon an ‘irrational’ object,

Exterminism has to be challenged by
the presentation of an ‘alternative’ logic,
by

‘Initiating a counter logic, a thrust of

process leading towards the dis-

solution of both blocs, the demystifi-
cation of exterminism’s ideological
mvthology.’

1t 15 this which has to be achieved by
the alliance of ‘churches, Eurocommun-
ists, Labourites, East European dissidents
(atd not only “dissidents’)...trade
unionists, ecologists...” As ‘the blocsg’
swing ‘off their collision course’, ‘the
armourers and the police will lose their
authority.’

Any talk of the bomb as a ‘class
issue’ makes these tasks more difficult.
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‘Class struggle continues in many
forms across the globe. But exterminism
itself is not a “‘class issue’: it is a human
issue,’

‘Revolutionary posturing’, Thompson

insists, can only ‘carry division into

the necessary alliance of human
resistance — indeed, worse than that,
it can inflame exterminist ideclogy.’

‘[1 should go without saying that

exterminism can only be confronted

by the broadest popular alliance,
that is, by every affirmative resource
in our culture.’

The analysis
Is ‘exterminism’ something so entirely
new in its irrationality?

The picture Thompson paints of
rival blocs, each ruled by elites impris-
oned by the pressures of the military
competition between them is correct.
But it is by no means something out-
side the scope of old Marxist methods
of clafs analysis.

Back in 1844 when Marx began to
develop his ideas, he took over the
notion of ‘alienation’ from the philo-
sophers Hegel and Feuerbach. He
observed that in capitalist society the
activity of peopie on the world becomes
something separated from them, takes
on a life of its own and comes to domi-
nate them.

‘The ohject which labour produces
confronts it as something alien, as a
power independent of the producer
...The more the worker spends him-
self. the more poweriul the alien
world becomes which he creates over
against himself ... The worker puts his
life into the object; but now his life
nc longer belongs to himself but to
his object.’

But for the young Marx it was not
only the worker who became imprisoned
in this ‘alien’ world beyond his or her
control. So did the capitalist: he was
alienated as well, even though he was
‘happy in his alienation’.

The point of Marx’s Jater work —
especially Cagntal, was precisely to work

out the way in which ‘objective lawy’
came into existence that controlled this
world of ‘alienated labour’. Marx showed
how the ability of the capitalist to
extract surplus value from the workers
at the point of production put a con-
tinual constraint on both the worker
and the capitalist. The harder the worker
works, the more wealth he creates for
the capitalist. This wealth can then-be
used to expand the productive forces at
the disposal of the capitalist, to employ
more workers and to create still more
wealth for capital. The very labour of
the worker has created the chains (even
if the warker is well paid and they are
‘eolden chains’) which tie him or her to
endless production.

But the capitalist too is a prisoner.
The very fact that exploitatton and
accutmnulation is possible for one capital-
ist makes it obligatory on alf capitalists.
Any capitalist who does not exploit in
order to accumulate and accumulate in
order to exploit will be driven out of
business.

Yet, Marx went on to argue, the
capitalist 15 doomed by the very world
of alienated labour in which he thrives.
The compulsion to endless accumu-
lation regardless of the consequences
leads, in the short term, to repeated
economic ¢rises in which many capital-
1sts go bankrupt, And in the long term it
drives the whele capitalist system to
economic stagnation, political chaos and
socital turmol which in the end dooms
the capitalist class, facing it either with
socialist revolution or ‘the mufual
destruction of the contending classes’.

This did not mean that capitalists
individually or as a class could be made




to see sense and behave differently by
reading Capital. Any capitalist who
tried to do so would be driven out of
business by the others. And so the ruling
class necessarily identilied the con-
tinuation of society as they knew it, of
what they saw as ‘civilisation’, with
enthusiastic imposition of measures that
could only end by destroving that
society. (nly the viclence of an insurg-
ent working class could make them step
aside and allow the reorganisation of
society on a rational basis.

Marx’s analysis of the effects of
‘peaceful’ competition for markets might
seem a far cry from the world ot Cruise
and Perishing. But in 1915 and 1916 the
analysis was expanded to explain the
bitter, Meody and apparently pointless
war which had the grcat nations of
Europe locked in combat, rapidly
threatening to tear all ot them apart.

imperialism and ‘Exterminism’

There was already onc alitempt at
explanation of the war expounded
chiefly by the (German socialist, Karl
Kautsky — that went something like
this:

The war was not at all in the interests
of the great majority of capitalists on
either side. They had been conned mmto
helieving by a minority of arms minu-
facturers that only through war could
they defend their capitalist interests in
the colonies. But in reality it would be
the easiest thing in the world for the
different capitalist powers to meet
together and agree jointly to exploit
the colonies. And so the war could be
ended merely by bringing pressure 1o
bear on capitalists to behave differently

(or, as Thompson might have put it, to
pursue ‘an alternative logic’).
This account of the war was chal-

lenged by the Bolshevik theorists,
Bukharin and Lenin. Some aspects of
Lenin's analysis of imperialism may not
have stood the test of time, But in it,
and even more so in Bukarin's Imperal-
iser are accounts of the ‘logic’ that
produced World War One. And these
can still throw much light on ‘extermin-
ism’ today.

Lenin and Bukharin insisted that the
development of capitalism leads to
military competition complementing
and even taking over from peaceful
competition for markets.

For, as capitalism grows older two
apparently contradictory Lhings happen.
{On the one hand, within each country
there is a concentration of economic
power into fewer and fewer giant firms,
increasingly integrated into state. Yet at

the same time, the growing scale of pro-’

duction means it can no longer be con-
tained within the narrow boundarics
within which existing states operate,

The only way the contradiction can
be resolved i1s if the national state can
extend its powers beyond these bound-
aries within which existing statres
operate,

The only way the contradiction can
be resolved is if the national state can
extend its powers beyond these bound-
aries. 1t has to build up 1ts armies, 1ts
navies, its airforces, its weaponry, so as
to he able to safeguard markets, produc-
tion facilities and raw material resour-
ces that exist abroad. This means annhex-
ing some territories, establishing spheres
of influence over others, forcibly pres-

surising the rulers ot the rest to safe-
guard its interests.
‘The struggle between state capitalist

© trusts is decided in the first place by the

relation between their military forces,
for the military power of the country
is the last resort of the struggling
“‘national” groups of capitalists,” wrote
Bukharnn in 1916.

“The capitalists partition the world,
not out of personal malice, but because
the degree of concentration which has
been teached forces them to adopt thas
meihod in order to get profits,” Lenin
insisted a year later. Bt any partition

could oniy be agreed on by all of them

for a short period of time, since as some
of them prew economically more quickly
than others the military balance between
the powers would shift and the stronger
ones would demand a larger share of the
world.

Under such circumstances, perieds ot
peace ‘inevitably can only be ““breathing
spells” between wars, Peaceful alliances
prepare the way for wars, and in their
turn grow out of wars.’

Bukharin spelt the argument out
again in 1921 in his Economics of the
Transformation Period.

*The anarchy of world capitalism --
the opposition between soctal world
labour and *“‘national™ state appro-
priation expresses 1tself in the
collision of the state organisations
and in capitalist wars...

‘“War i1s nothing other than the

method of competition at a specific

level of development...The method
of competition hetween state capital-
ist trusts...’

Just as economic competition has a
logic of its own, so Lenin and Bukharin
argued the military competition does.
Lenin obscrved that imperialism was
characterised not just by the scizure of
araas necessary to the national economy
hut areas which might strengthen the
rural power if it possessed them and
areas of importance from the point of
view of military strategy. And Bukharin
noted that the militarist structure of the
state arose from the ‘economic hase’,
but ‘like cvery ‘‘superstructure’’ reacted
back on the base and moulded 1t in a
certain direction.’

The point of this discussion of Marx,
Lenin and Bukharin is notl to show that
Thompson has infringed some ‘ortho-
doxy’. [t is rather to emphasise that that
he sees as completely new developments,
right qutside the perspectives of classic
Marxism, are exactly the sorts of things
that classic Marxism was trying to
cxplain. Competition between manufac-
tyred products gave rise to competition
hetween those fairly nasty classes of
manufactured objects, Dreadnoughts,
machine guns and poisonous gases and
that in turn gave rise to competition
hetween the most horrendous of manu-
factured objects, intercontinental ballis-
iic missiles and nuclear bombs. The level
of alenation is raised to an incredible
degree; the physical future of all mem-
hers of all classes iz put at risk. But all
on the basis of the ‘world of alienated
labour®, the capitalist relations of pro-
duction,
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The Logic of the Cold War
Let’s look briefly at what motivates the
majar protagonists of the Cold War.

The facts about the expansion of the
interests of US capitalism beyond its
national boundaries are well known: it
controls about half the productive
wealth at the world; firms like Ford or
(seneral Motors or the oil giants operate
productive facilities in scores of ¢oun-
tries: US investments overseas produce
e output than any single country
apart trom the US itself and the USSR,
the LIS banks receive the lion’s share of
the 53 bn dollars a vear which develop-
ing countries have to pay ocut on debt
servicing each year, The point has been
reached where the viability of almost all
of the major US industrial corporations
artil hanks depends upon maintaining
intact integrated complexes of compo-
nents operations throughout the ‘free
world’: the great banks could be brought
to their knees if one of the great debtor
nations defaulted, even ¥Ford would
have gone bankrupt in the last couple of
years but {or its overseas operations,

Under such circumstances the rulers
ot the US see the frontiers of their vital
interests as much wider than the fron-
tiers of the US itself. They bhelieve that
they have to maintain the most power-
{iti armed farces in the world so as to be
able to ward off threats to these interests,
whether from genuine national liber-
ation movements, from Russian moves,
or from the other Western capitalisms
taking measures that would damage the
tunctioning of the US multinationals
and banks (for instance, through pro-
tectionist measures),

This basic military drive is reinforced
by subordinate factors: by the way in
which over 30 years the cost of main-
taining this huge military apparatus has
been partially offset by its effect of
stabilising the civilian economy and
lessening the severity of economic
crises; and by the way in which key
firms and powerful bureaucratic sectors
within the armed forces and the Pentagon
gain as against other parts of the ruling
class from the scale of the arms effort.

But the US does not operate as the
only force in world afflairs. Thompson
guite  rightly dismisses those who
would see US imperialism as the only
cause of missile madness. But he does
not  comprehend how  Russia  has
developed an imperialist drive of its
own, Andso he can conclude imperialism
15 #ot the cause of the arms race,

Yet if we look closety at the way in
which Russian society has developed
smee the late 1920s it is easy to see
how an imperialist drive has developed
symmetrical to that of the Western
powers. When the group around Stalin
took complete control of Russia, they
set themselves the task of defending
that control by developing a military
apparatus as powerful as that of any
potential toe, But that was only possible
on the basis of imitating in Russia much
of the basis of the Western military
patential - building up heavy industry
dirough sgquecring the living standards
of  workers and peusants and ploughing
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the excess value so obtained into
accumulation. But once such methods
were adopted, it was ]:::rgicall to copy the
West in other ways as well — to reach
out beyond the USSR’s borders for
further resources for accumulation,
Hence the division ol Poland with
Hitler in 1939, the division of the whole
of Europe with Churchill and Roosevelt
in 1944 -43, the move info Afghanistan
last December.

Accumulation in order to match the
arms potential of a rival is an endless
process. Every success in expanding the
industrial base or armaments only spurs
the rival io do the same. The arms
budget has to be increased in order to
hold tegether a ramshackle empire
already groaning under the consequen-
ces (the shortages of food and consumer
goods) of the existing arms burden.

‘In both the Pentagon and
USSR Lid powerfully based
bureaucrats see their own
career prospects as identified
with further enlarging military-
industrial structures...’

Yet to relax, to let the arms pro-
gramme slow down, is to nisk being
humiliated by the opponent at one or
other point of confrontation, and to see
allies switch sides, clients regain their
independence, semi-colonies rebel.

And so the mere possibility thal the
opponent might develop some new
form of weaponry compels one to do
the same. Just as in economic competi-
tion as seen by Marx, the accumulation
of means of production is necessary,
regardless of the individual desires of
capitalists, so in military competition,
accumulation of arms - and the
gconomic potential to make them — is
necessary, even it both sides can see
that ultimately it is going to destroy
them. But, of course, the individual
desires of capitalists do come to be
identified with accumulation — the
sysiem provides the appropriate psycho-
logical and ideological mechanisms to
keep itself functioning. The bureau-
cracies of the state and industry which
participate in the accumulation of arms
become so structured that the individuals
in them see that as a good thing in itself.
In both the Pentagon and in the great
firm that is USSR Ltd powerfully placed
bureaucrats see their own career pros-
pects as identified in further enlarging
the miiitary-industrial structure,

The continual expansion of military
might feeds back into each protagonist,
just as ‘pure economic competition’
would, forcing each ruling class to
tighten its grip over subordinate classes,

torcing each to broaden still further the
base of its arms potential by spreading
still more beyvond its borders, creating
stil  more interests in each society
intimately bound up with the pursuit of
further military expansion, even to the
pownt where the demand of the military
on resources pushes society as a whole
into the deepest instability.

Cold War and Crisis

This leads to a final point of analysis
where we part company with Thompson.
His account of the new Cold War cut
it right off from an important element
determining 1ts course — the existence
or otherwise of economic crisis.

The point can be put like this, Until
the mid-1940s [t seemed that the
Western impenalisms could pot coexist
o1 the face of the earth without con-
tinual recourse to war with each other.
But the antagonisms that had produced
the First and Second World Wars were
soon forgotien in the boom conditions
of the 19505 and 1960s, The whole
world economy was expanding, and the
different powers could share in the
prosperity without stepping on each
other’s toes.

As between the various Western
powers and Russia things were more
difficult, Although the division of
Europe was agreed in 1944-45 and
adhered to, with respect to the rest of
the world there were problems. It was
by no means clear what the real balance
of forces was because of the number of
unknown factors (the effects of the
colonial revolution, the Chinese revol-
ution, the then higher growth rate of
the USSR, ete). However, by the
carly 19605, something like a stable
balance of forces seemed to exist. The
basis was laid for ‘detente’.

One of the things that has reactivated
the old antagonisims has been the effect
of cconomic crisis in both ‘camps’. Both
great powers have been faced with an
increased nced to deploy resources
outside their own national frontiers at
the same (ime as there has been =z
destabilisation of the foreign countries
in which these resources are located.

in the case of the West there has been
the massive growth of the international
credit system (Eurodollars and Petro-
dollars) and the increased pressure to
internationalisation of production (the
‘world car’, for example). But this has
been accompanied by increased tensions
among the advanced powers (the con-
tinual pressures for import controls
against each other’s goods, the attempts
of Germany and France to play an
independent role in international affairs)
and by the creation of whole zones of
instabtlity in the rest of the world
(especially the Middie East, but also
Central America and the Caribbean).

In the case of the Eastern bloc the
Russians have found the Chinese openly
aligned with the West, have lost Egypt
to the US camp, see fraq changing sides,
are naving difficulties cqonsolidating their
hold on  Afghanistan and fear new
rumblings in Fastern Eurcpe - all at a
time when they are more dependent
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than ever before on their economic ties
with the West and the Third Warld.

Both sides find themselves with
economic problems that create dissent
among allies, clients and semi-colonies.
Both fear the other will exploit these to
its own advantage, And so both attempt
to increase the number of their warheads,
to raise the accuracy of their missiles,
to" prepare to threaten the other with
‘“limited® nuclear war if it intervenes in
the wrong ‘sphere of influence’.

Theory and Practice

The analysis of the world put forward
above does not contradict Thompson
completely, On many points there is
concurtence. But the practical con-
clusions that follow are very different.

For Thompson the struggle agamnst
the missiles is the struggle, the resolution
of which must be achieved before we
can deal with other issues (with taking
on the *armourers and the gaolers’). For
us it is a struggle that intersects with
many other struggles over many other
155U ES.

This is fantastically important, CND
last time round was very successiul in
mobilising numbers of people. But 1
the end it failed. 11 did not get rid of the
bomb and most of the activists moved
on to other things: Thompson himself,
for example, stopped campaigning and
started writing {very good) hstory.

Failure was not the result of lack of
effort. It was because, essentially,
CND did not gather behind it a social
force that could break the grip of the
bomb makers. And that was because it
was cut off from the everyday pre-
occupations of the great majority of
people. Trade union leaders like Frank
Cousing of the TGWU could cast bloc
votes for CND. A Labour Party confer-
ence could even pass a resolution
against the bomb. But neither enocugh
TGWU members nor sufficient Labour
Party supporters cared about the issue
to enforce implementation of the re-
solution or blacking of nuclear bases.
When, later, we sat down in the streels
in an effort to get our way through
direct action, we soon learnt it was
powerless, because we, by ourselves,
were rot a social force,

The impotence of CND was soine-
thing that had been experienced by anti-
war movements before.

Take, for example, the experience Of
the First World War. Ultimately that
war ended because first the Russian and
then the German workers and soldiers
would endure it no more. But for long
years before that the anti-war move-
ment was isolated, on the margins of
society, unable to influence events. One
of the most important worker leaders of
the German revolution, Richard Muller,
iater explained why. He tells how Lhe
most virulent opponents of the war
(organised in the frternationale group-
ing) remained cut oft from the workers
in the hig Berlin factories. These workers
were fairly hostile to the war, but it
seemed somcething remote {from them
until it led to direct attacks on their
living standards and their trade union

‘When we sat
down in the

streets we soon
discovered we
were powerless
because we were
not a social force’

rights.

To build up a movement in the
factories capable of action took four
vears of slow, relentless work by Muller
and his comrades. By contrast the anti-
war socialists outside the factories
called repeatedly for demonstrative
actions which could only appeal to small
‘vanguard groups’ of workers, easily
dealt with by the military and the
police’. There had to be a unification of
the anti-war sentiment and the struggle
over material conditions before there
could develop a force powerful enough
{0 crack the regime and the war,

One of the problems for CNID in
the late 1950s and early 1960s was that
the material conditions were not such as
to make possible such a unification of
the ‘economic” and the ‘political’.
Most workers could still look forward to
rising real living standards year after
year, unemployment was less than two
per cent, the welfare state was still
cxpanding.

Today things are different, precisely
hecause the new surge of nuclear misstles
iv linked with the trend towards inter-
national crisis. The increase in arms
spending takes place at the same time as
the cuts in schools, hospitals and hous-
ing; the militarisation of society takes
place as workers engaged in traditionally
‘peaceful’ trade unjon practices find
themselves up against the forces of the
state; the growth of the ncw anti-bomb
movement takes place as the refiring
head of the Supplementary Benefits
Commission warns of the ‘danger’ of the
unemployed rioting in the streets.

Yet Thompson virtually ignores ali
this, Tor him the way forward 15 10
repeat  the movement the last time
round, with bigger numbers ot essenti-
ally the same sorts of people. It is a
recipe for unnecessary fallure.

Thompson is not clear on anotlher
thing of immense importance -- whether
we are going to have to seize the

weapons of destruction from the hands
of our rulers, or whether all we have to
do is peacefully persuade them of the
folly of their ways. At times his tone is
one of confrontation. But at others it
seems we only have to peoint to an
‘alternative logic’,

This is not surprising, since the very
sort of people he sees as constituting
the core of the movement would run a
hundred miles at the very thought of
real confrontation. Just look at his pro-
posed ailies. ‘The churches’ are the
archbishops and cardinals en masse go-
ing to lead an assault on the missile
bases? ‘The Eurocommunists’ — when,

as Edward Thompson well knows, the
[talian Communist Party leaders have
argued against kaly leaving NATO, the
Spanish Communists do not argue for
an ending of Spain’s alliance with the
UJS, least that should ‘destabilise’ the
international situation, and the French
Communist Party is the most enthusiastic
supporter of the TFrench nuclear Force
de Frappe. The ‘Labourites’, if by this
Thompson means the leading Lahour
lefts, then it should he remembered
that it was only two years ago that their
star was threatening the use of troops to
break a strike at Windscale. Even the
catepory of ‘trade unionists’ is ambigu-
ous: does it mean those at the base, or
those leaders who spend much of their
time trying to stop strikes in places like
the naval dockvard where the nuclear
submarines are fitted out?

Thompson has drawn up a list of
people whe might — on occasions —
put their names to anti-missile petitions.
He has not located a coherent force
that will fight to dismantle the missiles,
regardless of the consequences.

The deployment of nuclear warheads
is ntegral to the society in which
live, capitalism. The more people
enmeshed in the higher structures
that society, the more they resist au,
thing which threatens to overturn {%

21



society — even if such an overturn is
necessary to stop it leading humanity to
annihilation. They maght sign letters to
The Times; they will run in fear of riot.
They may clap polifely at a public meet-
ing; they will shudder at the thought of
social upheaval. They may distribute the
odd leaflet; they will hide if the leaflet
leads to real conflict.

- This is not an argument for putting
up 4 sIgn  al  anti-nuciear meetings:
‘Workers Only’. It is an argument for
developing stratepies aimed at sections
of soctety who are not so tied to exist-
ing structures as those who have pride
of place in Thompson’s vision., The
missiles do threaten the future of the
individual members of all classes. But
the question is: how many of them can
be won to a strategy not just of token
opposition, but of active struggle?

And here it has to be recognised that
the stockbroker who wants to fight the
hbaomb has to leck to a movement that
will destroy his profits, the priest to a
break with his own church, the Euro-
communist to a fight against party
lecaders who tolerate the weaponry of
destruction, the Labourite toy a battle
with left figures who oppose bombs in
opposition only to preside over their
construction when in office.

[n thissense, the bomb 1s a class issue,
There are those whose class interests
lead them to accept the threat to
humanily (including themselves). And
there are those whose class interests
point in the opposite direction, who
even if they have been conned into
accepting the bomb can find themselves
hitterly fighting the bomb makers over
other issues. A really successful move-
ment ¢an win individuals from the first
group. But only it it makes them break
with that group to build among the
second. Thompson with his near-
mystical incantalion of terms like
‘exterminism’ and his grandiose verbiage
about ‘broad movements’ obscures this
essi¢ntial fact,

Bolshevism in the Age of the Bomb
Politics 1s not just about theoretical
analysis or even strategy . It is also about
getting things done, about the organis-
ational [orms that can turn theory into
practice. What should these be in the era
of missile madness?

For Thompson -- and no doubt for
many other people in the new move-
ment -- the sheer horror of what the
imssiles can do means dropping the
traditional forms of organisation adopted
by Marxists, especially the nolion of a
disciplined revolutionary workers® party.
All that is needed, it is argued, is the
broadest possible alliance. But before
anyone goes along with Thompson on
this they should reflect on one thing: it
was precisely the way in which capital-
1sm  produced an  earlier version of
inilitaristic horror (that of trench war-
fare and poisonous gas) that led the
maost consistently anti-war socialists to
adopt a precise organisational form,
that Lo be found in the notion of the
‘Bolshevik Yarty’,

The idea of such a party certainly
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was not adopted because of anv obses-
sion  with orthodoxy., When first
broached it was a mosi¥ unorthodox
innovation. People found out the hard
way it was what thev needed as they
struggled against what was (at that point)
the most horrendous war in human
history.

A Gramsci, a Big Bill Heywood, a
Eugene Levine, an Alfred Rosmer, a
John MaclLean a John Read, even, at
the very end, a Rosa Luxemburg, came
to see that the only way to cope with
capitalism in the era of world wars was
to build a party of the sort that had
been pioneered in the struggle against
(‘zarist despotism in Russia. Why did
they come to this conclusion?

Until 1914 opposition to the differ-
ent aspects of capitalist society tended
to flow intoe different channels. There
was a trade unionism that was concerned
chiefly (when it even did that) with the
wage rates and working condiiions of
workers with particular skills. There
was a ‘political’ socialism that only con-
cerned itself with making propaganda
and collecting votes, There was a pacifism
that only made ineflectual protests
against participation in wars. There was
a feminism which restricted itself to
fighting the legal disabilities facing
WOITEeT,

The war threw each and everyone
of these currents into disatray. Trade
unicnists turned against one another as
the state offered privileges to those union
leaders who would support its war
effort and prison sentences to those
militants who resisted. The ‘political’
sacialists had the choice of acting as a
left front for militarism or continuing in
the most difficult conditions with pro-
pagandism that seemed ineffectual
against searing bullets and burning {lesh.
The pacifists were either converted to
instant patnotism, or made individual
protests which eased consciences but
could not stop the carnage. The teminists
split between those who saw ‘equality’
a5 meaning an equal right to suffer in
the trenches, and those asserted that it
meant an egual part in the fight to turn
the guns against the generals.

What was different about the party
that had grown up around Lenin in
Russia was that it showed that impotence
could be overcome by linking the
different struggles. Trade unionism which
cut itself off {rom the struggle against
other aspects of capitalism {militarism,
despotism, discrimination against minori-
ties and women) left inlact a system
that would not only recoup any con-
cessions it made over living standards
but which wouid threaten life itself: this
was the import of Lenin’s famous
attacks upon ‘economism’. Sccialism
which put its faith in pamphlets and
ballot boxes alone talked about a future
that was already being desiroyed in the
present, Pacifism which preached peace
without locating a force that could
seize from the militarists control of the
means of waging war merely created the
Hlusien that the blood pouring from
capitalism’s every pore was an accident.

By contrast a socialism that was

rooted 1in the day-to-day struggles in the
factories was wrestling for control of
the future n the here and now; an
opposition to the war that based itself
on strikes over living standards, working
conditions and trade union rights did
not merely pray for an end to blood-
shed, but made i1 more difficult for the
Haigs and the Iiindenbergs to keep the
bioodletting going.

This did not mean barring from the
factory struggles those who did not
believe in revolulion, or from the anti-
war demonstrations those who accepted
private property. But it did mean creat-
ing 4 party which would educate, agitate,
organise within each of these wider
moveimnents for the connections to be
made, for the strikes against food
shortages to become strikes against the
militarists, for the demonstrations
against the war to be demonstrations
against the system that created the war,

The party had to be ‘of a new sort’.
No longer concerned just with propa-
ganda or vote catching. No longer
delegating to ‘trade unionists’ alone
responsibilily for agitation in the fac-
tory. But iiself ohscssed with action,
ahove all action in the workplaces, and
structured in such 4 way as to make
action effective,

The question of building such parties
was absolutely central hecause of the
way ‘peacetul’ capitalist competition for
markets had given way ta war and the
preparation for war. Ruling classes who
hurled milions of armed men against
cach other would not recoil from
murdering and imprisoning socialists
who tried to stand in their path: the
tates of Luxemburg, Liebknecht, Levine,
Joe Hill, Connolly, Gramsci, MaclLean
bear witness 1o that, Parties were needed
that could operite as peaceful protest
became civil war, as legality gave way to
illegality. 'those who had already pre-
sided over 20 million deaths were not
going to he stopped unless for every
bullet they fired hullets were fired back
irom a thousand factories. And that had
Lo be organised,

[t would be utter [olly to believe
that it needs a lesser social force, a
lower level of organisation, to deal with
those who are prepared to contemplate
the desiruction of humanity than those
who ‘merely’ sent a generation of young
men to die in the trenches,

Chris Harman

Armageddon here we come

New SWF pamphlet by Peter Binns
on the missiles and how to fight them

40p {plus 15p postage) from
Bookmarks, 265 Seven Sisters Rd,
London N4.
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On 4 November the most powerful nation in
the world goes to the pells to choose its leader
for the next four years, As the following artic-
les make clear it is an election without choice
in which probably the majority of those eli-
gible will not vote.

It is also an election which takes place
against the background of the worst recession
since the thirties. Eight million Americans are
officially registered jobless and millions more
do not even enter the official statistics. In
what was the heart of the American auto
industry, Detroit, even official figores put
unemployment at 20 per cent. In Baltimore
when the city's social service department
annonnced 77 vacancies for clerical workers it
received 26,205 applications within a week.

No wonder that a recent Harris opinion poll
revealed more Americans feeling powerless
and alienated than at any time since the polls
started in the sixties.

But that frustration remains undirected or
misdirected. The trade union movement is
weak and getting weaker. The New Left move-
ments of the sixties seem exhausted. Aggres-
gsive conservatism and chauvinism are
resurgent,

What are the prospects then for American
socialists in this no-choice election year.
Three members of the International Socialist
Organisation (our co-thinkers in America)
take a look at some of the problems.

Carter, Reagan and Anderson are agreed on
one thing—the right of the United States to
intervene militarily anywhere in the world to
defined its ‘vital® interests, The argument 15
over tactics. Anderson wants massive
increases in conventional weapons and for-
ces. Reagan is a right wing jingoist of the
‘nuke them back to the stone ages’ variety—
whose only regret in the Iran-Irag conflictis
that the US cannot unilaterally intervene.
Carter has already boosted arms spending
dramatically, brought back the B-1 bomber,
the MX missiies system and the neutron
bomb.

A desperate attempt is being made to bury
the humiliation of the Vietnam war—both
domestically and internationally.

A drift to the right in the U.S. through the
1970s turned into a severe lurch at the end of
1979 and the beginning of 1980.

What gave the American ruling class the
green light was the Iranian revolution, the
seizure of the American embassy in Tehran,
and the Russian invasion of Afghanistan.

The clearest indication of this lurch is the
sharp rise in jingoism and chauvinism—
most clearly expressed in the anti-Iraman
sentiment around the conntry.

tn the first weeck the American embassy
was seized, there were large anti-Iranian
demonstrations in many cities. There 1s
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Star-spangled tatters

much evidence that these demonstrations
avere not ‘spontaneous’ as the press claimed,
but often organized by right wing groups. In
any case it was clear which way the wind was

blowing.
Around the country Iranians werse
attacked. In San Diego, California, two

Iranians were stripped, tied to chairs and
shot at close range with shotguns. The inci-
dent was not reported in the national press.

Official deportations began. Today, the
INS {immigratton and naturalization ser-
vice) is secking to deport 8,000-10,000 Iran-
ians it claims are here ‘illegally’.

Every night the television networks ram-
med the point heme. ‘America held hostage.
What has happened tc American might?
Evervone jumped on the bandwagon. The
dividing line was what kind of retahation
should be taken.

Bumper stickers proclaiming ‘Nuke Iran,’
‘Fuck Iran’ *‘America No.l" appeared on
hundreds of cars. Local radio and TV sta-
tions sponsored ‘solidarity’ actions with the
hostages. Ayatollah dartboards sold like hot
calkes.

Much of this sentiment was consciously
sponsored by the press and state. 1t was clear
to Jimmy Carter—whose populanty was at
an all time low—what advantages could be
reaped.

‘USA, USA, We're number one’ was the
chant after the Amencans won the hockey
game at the Lake Placid Winter Games. The
outburst of patrictism was reminiscent of
the 1950s, and it was clear that the stakes
were much higher than a championship in
ice hockey or the decision whether or not to
compete In the summer games.

Then came Carter’s fiasco in the desert.
Whatever else canbe said about the raid, it 1s
clear it was a desperate attempt by the US 1o
assert its ability and right to intervene any-
where in the world to protect its interests,

Today, the wave of patriotism has died
down somewhat—eroded by unemploy-
ment and inflation. Nevertheless, the Amer-
ican ruling class has won an ideclogical
victory—it re-established domestically its
right to use force, to intervene where
‘necessary’.

But the new Cold War, the lurch to the
right has had other consequences. It has
produced nationally, a snall minority wihich
is actively seeking an alternative to this mad-
ness. A small minority which courageousiy
stood its ground and said at the Height of the
xenophobia a few months ago, "No ULS.
intervention o lran!’

Ever since the reintroduction of draft
registration there has grown a small but
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vocal anti-draft movement, which has held
pickets, demonstrations and meetings. Out
of the four million 19 and 20 year olds that
were required 10 register, it is estimated that
there was 25% non-compliance. That 1s one
miliien young people refusing to register.

W

The numbers opposed to the gystem are at
present smali—but the polartzation n
America has made the situation more
political—easier for socialists to mtervene.
We can expect the numbers o grow.
Ahmed Shawki

Ballot or bullet

Riots in Miami, Orlando, Chattenooga and
Philadelphia are dramatic evidence that
black workers are once again fighting with
their backs to the wall. Reports from all
black leaders that Watts, Detroit, Chicago
and Cleveland will also explede add to the
realization that blacks are, as always, bear-
img the brunt of the capitalist crisis.

Both Reagan and Carter are making
‘elforts’ to woo blacks in this election. Rea-
gan, well known for his epposition 1o every
civil rights bill passed by the Congress,
attempted to visit the desolate South Bronx,
only to be booed by blacks and Latins. He
also accused Carter of visting the birthplace
aaf the Ku Klux Klan (although he got the
place wrong) implying that Carter's trip
south aided the Kian. Carter’s response has
been to call Reagan a racist. And that is
about the extent of the debiate on the issue of
racism in America.

For black Americans both candidates
pursue the most racist pelicics, and with the
current drift to the righit, their stands only
cncourage extreme right wing groups such
a5 the KKK and the Nazis to crawl out form
under their rocks.

Economically blacks face the greatest
econamic attacks. According to the US
department of labour the unemployment
rate for black men is at 129, for black
women at 11.9%%, double that for whites.
Government figures show that black tee-
nage unemplovment is at a staggering 439
However, these government statistics only
count those people who collect unemploy-
ment benefit. The Urban League estimates
that black unemployment for both sexes was
244, and this was before the heaviest layofts
of the current crisis. Given the government
undercount, black unemplovyment 1n May,
1980 was 38%:. In other words, one out of
every three black people who need jobs can't
find work.

The income gap between blacks and whi-
tes 1s widening. In 1970, blacks earned 61%%
of white's income. By 1977, the figure drop-
ped to 37%. Families headed by black
women hud incomes 669 less than those
headed by white men. In 1977, 31Y% ot all
black families were below the government's
‘poverty line.” Only 9% of all white families
fcll into this category.

The crisis facing black Americans goes
even deeper. Education, always has been a
major concern for blacks, 15 now in crisis.
The schools are more segregated today than
they were 25 years ago. Funding crises in
Cleveland, New York, Detroit and Cincin-
natti where blacks are concenirated, are on
the verge of coflapse. There 15 mass orga-
nized resistence by whites 1o busing [or the
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purposes of integration. Schools remain
separate and very unequal,

Health care and social services are also
under attacks which directly affect blacks.
This vear right wingers led an almost suc-
cessful campaign to cancel the food stamp
program altogether. The black infant mor-
tality rate 15 twice that of whites; a black
child today can expect to live an average ol
68 years, a white child 1s expected to live
another five.

Combined with the constant economic
attacks comes an increase in police racism
and brutality. Everyweek in almost every
city 1in America the pelice shoot a black
person, Or in the case of Miami, beat Arthur
McDuffie to death, and get off. In Chicago,
the police beat to death a retarded 52 vear
old man because he kept smoking in the
subway. The policemen were suspended, but
later given jobs as goons for the tcamsters

*

union. The KKK 1s alse mebilizing and
appearing pubiically. They were able to
murder {ive members of the Communist
Workers Party, and u looks asif they wili be
given hight sentences. Three Klansmen who
siot Iwo women in Chattenoopa also got off
with no or very light sentences. There are
rallies and cross burnings in both the North
and South.

Carter won the election through the black
vote tin 1974, This vear even though he is
campalgning against an arch conservative
and racist he knows the black vote is not
going 1o be won eastly, In 1964, Malcom X,
made his most famous speech, "“The ballot or
the bullet’. In 1t he spoke about elections.
What he said then s as true today for black
Americans:

‘The most explosive year. Why? It's
also a poluical year. 1t°s the yvear when all
of the white politicians will be back in the
so-Cilled black community jiving you
and me for some votes, The year when all
of the white political crooks will be back
m your and my community with their
faise promuises, building up our hopes for
a let-down, with their trickery and their
treachery, with their false promises
which they don't intend to keep. As they
nourish these dissatisfactions, it can only
lead to one thing—an explosion’.

Barbara Winslow

Attacked from all sides

Unlike most American elections, the issue of
women’s rights has become an important
part of the 1980 presidential campaign,
Ronald Reapgan and the Republican party
have come out In opposition o the Egqual
Rights Amendment (ERA). Thev oppose
any federal funding for abortion; in addi-
tion, their program calls for a constitutional
amendment which would outlaw abortion
altogether. The Republicans also promise
that enly anti-abortion federal judges will be
appointed when Reagan wins.

In contrast, the Demuocrats sav they favor
the ERA, federal funding for aborlion, les-
bian and gay rights. At the Democratic
national convention an unprecedented 30%
of the delegales were women.

It this sounds as 1t the Democrats arc
committed to women’s equality 1t 15 only 4
rhetorical commitment. The Democrats
have been o control of the White House and
Congress for the past four vears when abor-
tton tunds were cut ot and when states fai-
led to ratify ERA.

Last June, the nine old men on the
Supreme Court ruled that the government
did not have 1o provide funds for poor
women who needed abortions. Since federal
tunding has been cut off six women are
known to have died, and Planned Parcn-
thood estimates that deaths will reach 1000 a
vear—80% of them black and Latino
WOmenn.

The right wing has been bolstered by Rea-
gan’s candidacy. In September, the National

(anti-abortion) Right to Life Organization
planned an assault on 1000 clinics 1n an
attempt (o ‘save’ 300 foetuses—lortunately
they were stopped by Reproductive Rights
ACtivists,

While Congress busily slashes funds that
wouid pay for abortion, It is also increasing
funding for sterilization programs. Already
35% of all Native American women have
been sterihzed and 33% of all Puerto Rican
women tin US-run Puertie Rico.

Waorking women are finding it more dan-
gerous 10 work. Over two million women
work In situations dangerous to pregnancy.
Some women, like those who worked for the
lead base paint company, American Cya-
nimid, were forced to submuit to sternilization
in order 1o keep their jobs,

Women who work do not have the same
rights as do men. In 1976, the Supreme
Court ruled that General Electric did not
have to pay pregnancy and maternity benef-
1% for women, even though the same com-
pany paid for vasectomies and hair
transplants for the men.

Working mothers tind the growing eco-
nomic crisis attacking them as mothers and
workers, A waorking mother spends two
thirds of her wages on chiuld care, and very
few companies provide the service, There
are less than 200,000 licensed day care cen-
ters for the six million children under six
years of working mothers. Women's wages
are getting worse. Today a woman takes
nome 37 cents to a man’s dollar.
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A woman in a union earpns $200 more
than her non union sister. Yet only one
woman out of six 15 10 a union and halt the
200,000 union jobs lost due 1o plant closures
and ‘runaway shops™ stnce 1976 have been
women's jobs,

The 1mcreased economic and  social
attacks have begun to anger women, but as
of vet, there 1s no mass response. The radical
women's [iberation movement, which came
out of the civil rights and anti-war move-
ments of the sixties, was co-opted. The
women today, who proclaum themselves the
leaders—the Gloria Steinems——are in [act
reform Democrats who will sell out wom-

en's isstes to keep a Democrat in office.

But there are a smali number of muhitant

ferminists who see the attacks on women as
connected with the capitalist system, For the
most part, these women are involved 1n the
repraductive rights movernent, and have
organised demonstrations defending abor-
tion rights and against the anti abortionists.
And there have also been a number of
strikes 1nvolving women, such as the Essex
wire strike in 1977 and the Sandersons strike
in Laurel Mississippi, which show the poten-
tial of working women 1n the struggle tor
real liberation.
Barbara Winslow

A new generation

The majority of Americans will probably sit
out the 1980 elections. And most of these
people will be working people who see no
difference between the candidates of the two
parties, Carter and Reagan, and no alterna-
tive in Anderson, the Republican running as
an independent.

Unfortunately, there is little hope that the
left will be able to take advantage ot Lhis
opportunity. There are several sociahist and
populist candidates on the ballots, but they
represent organizations that count their
members in the hundreds. They exist at best
on the margins of working class life. Therr
combined vote will represent a small pro-
test, but little more.

The American left, most ot which was
born in the wrbulance of the sixties—the
anti-Vietnam war movement, the black libe-
ration movement, the women's
movement,—steadily declined in the seven-
ties. The Black movement was smashed, 145
leaders murdered, jailed and driven into
exile. The anti-war movement did neot
outlast the winding down of the war. And
the student and women’s movements were
largely incorporated.

The left wing organtzations that survived
are often wildly sectanan or tollowing the
sharp shift to the right in American politics.
The New American Movement, for exam-
ple, was a fairly large organization of sixties’
radicals who considered themselves revolu-
tionary. At its convention this summer,
NAM voted to join DSOC (the Democratic
Socialist Organizing Comrmiltee), an orga-
nization of social democrats who work
inside the Democratic party.

The past three years have seen stirrings In
a new generation—in solidarity with Sou-
thern Africa, against nuclear power. And
now in opposition to Carter's plans for a
new draft.

But the likelihood is that the sixties left
will continue to decline, fragment, and drift
either to the right or into even crazier
SECLATIATIST.

This situation is partly a result of the fact
that high hopes tor an American working
class movement did not materialize 1n the

seventies, and the experience of hundreds of

radicals who lett the campuses ot the sixties

to go into industry has been cne of a decade
of disappointment, defear and
demoralization,

There are some signs that the situation is
changing. There continues to be a reform
current in the unions, though it is weak and
on the defensive. Ed Sadlowski and the lea-
ders of the Steelworkers” largest district in
Chicago still challenge the international lea-
dership. William Winpisinger, the head of
the machinisis union, has refused to endorse
Jimmy Carter in the elections, and thereisa
small but significant opposition in the
Teamsters union.

The rank and file movements of the early
seventies are mainly gone. The biggest
defeat came in the miners’ union, with the
defeat ot the Miners for Democracy (MFD),
the only rank and file movement in recent
history 1o oust an entrenched union leader-
ship. Arnold Miller. the leader of the MFL},
largely defeated himself in office, and was
replaced last December by Sam Church, the
leader of the right-wing forces in the union.

Still a low ebb does not mean that nothing
is happening in American labour, certainly
not that there are no possibilities for revolu-
tionary socialists.

In the fall of 1979 there were more tea-
chers’ strikes that ever betore in American
history. This fall there is another wave of
strikes,

The strike last winter apgainst the Interna-
tional Harvester Corporation lasted 171
days, the longest major strike in the history
of the Umted Autc Workers. There have
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been bitter fire fighters strikes, notably n
Chicago and Kansas City. [n Kansas City
dozens of fire fighters were jailed in the
course ot a fight for a umon contract.

In Youngstown, Ohie, hundreds of steel-
workers responeded to US Steel’s closings
first by marching on the company’s head-
(uarters in Pittsburgh, and then by occupy-
ing lhe company’s distnct headguarters in
Youngstown. Only the betrayal of the local
union leadership prevented the dévelop-
ment of an ongoing fight agamst the
closures.

In rural Laurel, Mississtppi. a smal] group
of black women workers Fave caught natio-
na! attention by waging a heroic strike
against Sanderson’s Farms, a poultry cor-
poration that specializes i inhuman work-
ing conditions and hires Klansmen as
SHPErviSors,

These are just examples, of course. bus
they are given not only because they repre-
sent signilicant working class struggles, bui
also because socialists have been involve.
eich case—and many others. They show
that socialists can work openly nside the
unions today, and that they do.

The naticonal elections are really out of the
reach, in any sense, of revolutionaries in the
United States this year, The Democrats are
not a left-wing alternative to the Repubhi-
cans. The two parties represent ditferent
wings of the ruling class. Watergate
exposed, among other things, how top com-
panies contribute equally to both parties.
There is no socialist alternative, and most
soclalists themselves will not vote.

But the clections are far from irrelevant.
They are an indication of how far the coun-
try has gone to the right in the past decade.
They arc an mndication of how important
rebuilding a sociahst current and a revelu-
tionary spirit really is in Amenca.

The job of socialists 1s not, therefore, to
concentrate on the elections, but 1o build an
organization for the future—a future when
there can be a genuine socialist alternative,
Today this means relating both to the new
generation of radicals, particularly in the
new anti-draft and antt-war movements, to
the new black movement which is nsing
slowly from the ashes of Miami. Orlando
and Chattanoopa, and to to the struggles of
working people—whenever and wherever
they develop.

Cal Winslow
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IR MEDIA REVIEWED: WOMAN'S OWN I

Ghastly brood, good advice

Pro-monarchy and anti-Corrie, liking That-
cher but not the cuts, advertising products
criticised in feature articles, publishing sto-
rics that perpetuate the myths it explodes in
advice columns, with even the cookery fea-
tures regularly contradicting the shmming
and health articles. Such s Woman's Owa.

Yet | must confess that [ am an Woman’
Own addiet (yes, there are quite a few of us,
even among the readership of Seciafist
Review) and hardly ever read anv other sim-
tlar magazine. Only when there is a pcture
of Prince Charles on the cover, | sometimes
buy its iwin sister Homan instead tor a week.

The most appatling things about
Woman's Own are the Rovyals, the Rich and
the Reacuonaries. In order to remain Bri-
tzin’s model family, the Queen and her
ghastly brood have done some moving with
the times, at least in the imagination of WO
writers, The description of Princess Anne as
‘a working mother’ 1s bad enough; but an
alteration to one of the Queen’s dresses(so
that she could wear it twice) has actually
been described as ‘just one example of her
clever budgeting’!

Woman's Own publishes a lot of articles
about the Rich, from the Titled Rich to the
simply Filthy Rich. They are always about
rich people’s problems: ‘It 15 hard, but we
have to learn to accept our duties,” says a
Duke: *Money causes terrible problems and
worries,” sighs the wife of a ‘self-made’
millionaire.

Among Receactionaries featured by
Woman's Own bave been Mrs. lan Smith of
Salisbury, Rhodesia, and ex-Empress Farah
of Iran, Maggie Thatcher foilows as a matter
of course (‘The tension of No. 1§ and how [
cope’). But an interview with Sally Oppen-
heim last year actually ralsed quite a storm
of protest when she told all about her house-
keeper and her £50 a week housckeeping
money.

Fitm stars, though very rich and always
having enormous problems, are treated with
less awe. Many of the articles printed are by
hack Hollywood writers who set new stand-
ards in bitchiness and degradation: John
Travolta, the subject of constant drooling
for over two vears, was recently depicted as
paranoid, unpleasant, and sure to flop with
his new film, Occasionally articles on ‘the
stars’ are different: a recent feature on
female pop stars—includimg Lene Lovich
and Anme Lennox of the Tourists—put a
very positive view of women performers.

By contrast with the personality features,
most of the fiction published 1n Weoman’
Own is really unreal. The favounte work
situation s still the advertising office,
though ‘having one's own accounts’™ has
replaced having a super boss as the pinnacle
of this career, The plain and homely gitl who
gets {or keeps) her man despite competition
from a more beautiful/glamorous/career
woman rival 1s still a tavounte theme. A
surprising number of short stories are writ-
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ten by & woman as though from a man’s
point of view; these men are most unrealisti-
cally obsessed with love and marriage-——they
are pure wish-tuifilment.

Qccasionally, there are exceptions to the
general run of fiction: a weird short story by
Philip K. Dick, the science fiction writer; a
terminist one by Maeve Binchy of the Irisk
Times. But most continue to peddle the
myths of love, metherhood and *a woman’s
place” which are looked at with a critical eye
in advice articles.

Mast of the advice published by Woman's
Own s very good indeed. Its coverage of
health 15 4 big plus: readers are repeatedly
advised not to put up with sexism and ignor-
ance from doctors and hospitals, and the
regular writers have some admirably sen-
sible views. The misuse of tranquillisers Is
criticised, contraceptive methods are exa-
mined for disadvantages as well as advanta-
ges, and 1t 15 explained that children’s colds
are caused by germs and pot by inadequate
mothering. In dealing with matters of health
and sexuality, men are not ignored by
Woman's Own (certainly more men read it
than read Spare Rib): a recent feature dealt
with ‘Sex Myths that Worry Men®. The attui-
tude to female sexuality s generally positive
and encouraging, except for an almost com-
plete embargo on lesbtanism. Masturbation
15 not enly mentioned but approved of.

Advertising 15 not a direct barrier to good
advice: regular writers have expressed scep-
ticism about fads such as vagimnal deodor-
ants, deodorant tampons and unnecessary
hatr removal. The ads still appear, long atter
the article has gone.

Nor are the ultra-conservative politics of
royalism and Toryism incompatible with a
firm stand on some really important ques-
tions of women's rights. During the cam-
paign against the Corrie Bill, the magazine’s
‘counselling tearmn’ were allowed to express
their own views; all except the male GP were
against the Bill. On the eve of the third
reading, it was Weman's Own which publi-
shed the opinion poll showing that two-
thirds of the adult population opposed the
Biil.

With a stream of generally well-informed
articles on matters such as education, hous-
ing and children’s welfare, Woman's Own
cannat avold cniticism of the cuts. The fur-
thest this goes seems to be *Have we got our
priorities wrong? Sometimes opposition s
deflected into self-help: mothers on housing
estates running thewr own  playgroups,
parents raising money for scheol eguip-
ment, and appeal funds for axed medical
rescarch projects. If the worst comes to the
worst, we are offered advice on home nurs-
(ng and packed lunches.

Feminist may sneer at the fashion and
beauty features: this cuts them off from a
very large number of women {especially
working class and especially young) who
accept the position that dressing up and
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making up are fun. ‘Make-overs' are a spe-
cial feature of this magazine; a number of
readers—of all ages, shapes and celours—
are shown before and after ‘improvement’
by hair, make-up and fashion experts. All
haggard and miserable before, all radiant
and confident after—or did some of them
look nicer before?

There are also snippets of invaluable
practical advice. | can park a carn a ught
spot and apen screwtops on which [ have
seenn men break their teeth. If I learn any-
thing half as usetul in the next twenty vears [
can skip Prince Charles’s wedding when it
comes (if 1t comes).

Who are the women Woman's Own 1s
aimed at? A lot further down the social scale
than the models offered for imitation, for
example, in Polly Graham’s middle-class-
housewife column. Any woman who feels
she 1s aiready middle class or mtellectual
thinks she is ‘too good’ for Woman's Own,
buys glossy magazines for fashion and hou-
sehold advice and reads something else on
sexuality. The correspondence columns
bear out the impression that the readership
15 predominantly manual and white collar
working class, with a fair sprinkling of stu-
dents and teachers.

The contrudictions in Woman's Own may
reflect a desire to incorporate some sort of
feminist consciousness into the system; or it
may be that competent women journalists
completely untouched by feminism are hard
to find nowadays. 1 amm more inclined to
think that it reflects a massive change in the
consciousness of the expected readership
over the past ten vears or so, a readership
who will no longer swallow the traditional
women's magazine diet without at least a
flavouring of militancy. And this, it seems to
me, is a good sign.

Norah Carlin
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Still going strong

The 31 August agreement between the
Gdansk strike committee and the Polish
authorities has not brought the terment 1n
the country to a halt. It has merely led it, for
the time being, into other channels than
those of all-out strike action.

Even the strikes are not completely over.
The success of the Gdansk workers was
immediately followed by strikes in one area
after another as workers demanded simlar
apreements and objected to attempts to keep
thern under the control of the ofticial
unions. Just as the pofiticaf strike in Gdansk
has grown out of economic strikes, so 1t in
turn prompted a further wave of economic
strikes. The pattern of elemental working
class upsurge first described by Rosa Lux-
emburg in her pamphlet The Mass Strike 75
vears ago was being repeated 1n her
homeland.

in order 1o end the strikes the autherities
have been forced to more or less accept the
new independent unions, to increase wages,
to shorten work hours and to end the most
unsocial shift systems {in the mnes, for
example). Yet the concessions have not
stopped the ferment.

Reports indicate that ‘productivity has
fallen sharply as workers spend much of
their time engaged in political discussion’
{ Guardian | October), with *a continual
inability to get back to full preduction as
workers organise themselves on the factory
floor, mines and shipyards... (Financial
Times, | October).

The potential strength of the new unions
was shown at the end of September. They
threatened a general strike because halt the
country’'s warkforce had not received wage
increases that had been promised. Within
hours the authorities announced that
general wage increases were being brought
forward. And even that did not stop the call
for a one hour strike 10 show the sirength ot
the new unions.

As Anna Paczuska's articke beluw shows,
the worker's movement has drawn other
social groups behind it. *Journalists, lawy-
ers. teachers, students and many other sec-
tors of society are busy arguing the case for
self managing unicns of theiwr own’ (finan-
cial Times, 1 October}.

This can only deepen the crnisis of the
regime. For these groups are precisely thosc
the regime has traditionally depended on to
browbeat and brainwash workers and pea-
sants into accepting its rule,

So far the top burcaucrats have chosen to
run before the storm, hoping to buy off
discontent with wage increases and recog-
nise the new unions now n order to bureau-
cratise and emasculate them at a later stage.
Thev have chosen the top policeman Kania
to preside over the process, hoping that he
will be able to stop the iron fist growing
rusty under the velvet glove it has to wear for
the moment,

But they cannot concede indefinitely.

Over one shouider the Russians are looking
aprehenstvely, speaking with a tong increas-
ingly reminiscent of that of the months that
led up to the invasion of Crechoslovakia m
1968: they know it would be counter-
productive to move in now, but will be ready
to switch options in the winter or nexi spring
if Kania cannot bring the workers to heel.
If that weren't bad enough, over the other
shoulder is the stony gaze of the Western
bankers, increasingly loath to lend money to
a regime that is being forced to pay out to
workers funds meant to service its past
debts. The miners’ strikes have already cost
£147m in lost exports; the abolition of anti-
social shifts in the coal and copper mines
will cost still more. The bankers are patient
men. But not that patient. The day the threat
of the general strike was issued, the Austrian
banks refused an additicnal £70(im loan.
The unease of Eastern and Western inte-
rests 1s matched by unease irom the bureau-
cracy's own base. It depends for social
support upon hundreds of thousands of
petty bureaucrats in the factories, the mims-
tries, the schools and colleges, the police, the
armed forces, the press. These live a prive-
leged and comfortable life amdst the
general shortages and queues through bully-
ing subordinates, creaming off *social funds’
for their own benefit, cornering the best
houses and the higher quality meat, sending
their chauffeurs and their char tadies to the
front of the the queues for food. Such people

Lech Walesa and frlends celebrate

will be directly in the firing line of the wor-
ker's anger harnessed i the new unions.
And they fear any purge of ‘corrupt’ ele-
ments directed from above with the aim of
finding scape-goats for the system’s failure.

The contradictory pressures on it are pro-
ducing wide divisions within the top bureau-
cracy. Twice the small directing body, the
presidium, has had tc postpone calling toge-
ther the wider Central Committee (where all
different wings of the burcaucracyare repre-
sented) because it could not arrive at agree-
ment within itself. It has been afraid that
unless it imposes a line, too wide a discus-
sionn within the larger body will disorient
people and fragment the ability of the
bureaucracy as a whole to impose its will on
the rest of society,

Any splits in the leadership can only fur-
ther deecpen the cnisis of society as a whole.

On the one hand, they will provide further
leeway in which the worker’s movementcan
develop as a force in contradiction to the
regime, drawing behind it other social
groups. On the other they will spur the Rus-
stans and powerful sections of the Polish
bureaucracy 1o be attracted to the notion of
military intervention. It is doubtful if the
agreement signed on 31 August wil! be able
to survive the clash of these oppnsed forces.
The new Polish worker's movement could
well be forced to take on the structures of
exploitation and oppression, not only In
Poland, but throughout the Eastern bloc.
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The student dimension

A revolutionary change in socicty can only
occur when the most radical sections of the
waorkers and intellectuals understand what
15 needed in order to achieve that change and
tight 1ogether to win the mass of the workers
to thewir wdeas. The workers are central
hecause they are the only section of society
which has the economic and political power
to overthrow existing society.

But intellectuals are important too. The
ideas that torm the movement for change
come nol only out of worker’s activity. They
are influenced and cross fertilized by the
ideas of radical students and intellectuals.

in Poland the growing strength of the
workers movement over the past decade has
created a space in which other elements of
the opposition could grow. An important
development in that has been the emergence
of a student movement which has set up
breakaway student commitiees in most Pol-
sh universities and has helped to organize
the alternative education projects ‘the flying
universities’,

The growth of the student movement has
parallelled that of the worker's movement.
In the early 60's when the worker's move-
ment was wegak, dissent was confined to lim-
ited, occasional strikes and to a small
number of intcllectuals and Party members
who concerned themselves mainky with cen-
sarship and internal reform,

1968 saw the first public signs of discon-
lent when student protests in March led to
demonstrations on the streets. The demon-
strations were confined mainly o students,
but 1t was reported that in Krakow workers
lhad marched with them.

The workers were to erupt into many
spontaneous strikes and into the momen-
tous actions of Szeectn in 1970 and the
demonstrations of [976. But the organized
student movement did not emerge until after
the setting up of the Workers Defence Com-
nuttee 1n 1976, The Commitice which had
been tormed to raise support for workers
victimized for their part in strikes againsi
prices rises i 1976, was composed mainly of
mtellectuals, many of them veterans of the
1968 student movement. It gained support
right across Polish society. This included a
large measure of support from students—
1,600 peutioned the Polish parbament in
suppart of victimised workers.

One of the ieading supporters of the Wor-
kers Delence Committee (K OR)Y was Stanis-
law Pyjas, a student at the Jagellonian
University in Krakow. On May 17th 1977
his body was tound in the doorway of a
block of tlats with his head battered in. The
authotittes said he had died after falling
down the stairs drunk.

Pyjas had been the subject of a campaign
of anonymous letters. Five of his friends had
recetved letters in April insinvating that he
was a police informer and urging them to
‘settle with this nasty character once and for
all by any means al your disposal’.

The Requietm Mass for Pyjas was atten-
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ded by some 2000 students. They formed a
processton after the tuperal and marched
across the city’s main square to the place
where his body was found. A boycott, alm-
ost whoily successful, was then declared of
the annual student rag for the weekend
following the funeral.

The death and the behaviour of the offi-
c1al student organizations led to the forma-
tion of a Committee for Student Solidarity,
which announced that it *allies itself with the
Workers Detence Committee’.

This led to the lormation of Student
Solidarity Commitiees in almost every uni-
versity. These published bulletins reporting
cn student life and on action taken by the
university authorities and the police against
them, with the aim of making repression
more difficult.

Last year i4 members of 1he student
Solidarnty Committee at Wroclaw Univer-
sity were suspended. They had protested
against the circulatton of a broadsheect
attacking one of them and carrying the tor-
ged signature of four others. Following
appeals on their behalt nine of them were
rernstated. This success can only have been
due 1o the growing respect the authorities
have gained for opposition groups balanced
as they are on the back of the increasingly
confident workers maovement.

But it is not just their identification with
wider movements and their desire for inde-
pendent student crganizations which brings
the students against the authorities. Stu-
dents have begun alsc to organise agamst
the content of education itself.

The flying Universities

All education in Peland 1s controlled
directly or mdirectly by the Polish authori-
ties, The state decides what 1s taugiit. There
is one excepticn to this—the Catholic Uni-
versity of Lublin. Otherwise the Polish edu-
cation system 15 monelithic. Syllabuses are
prepared centrally, The political views of
teachers are checked. Those who are (oo
liberal or controversial are moved or
sacked. But this has not Killed independent
academic thought. Individual lecturers
often have a considerable international
reputation which 1o some degree protects
them, and the establishment of a wide range
of unofficial publications provides a plat-
form for alternative and critical ideas.

[n 1977 a group of intellectuals in Warsaw
begun a series of lectures in various peoples
flats attended mainly by university students,
these lectures dealt with social sciences and
history. This initiative proved so popular it
was extended and formalised. ‘The flying
university®, as it was popularly known, had
an enthusiastic band of teachers and discus-
sed a wide range of topics. By the end of the
first year's activities Adam Michnik’s ‘Ele-
ments of the Political History of People’s
Foland™ was mobbed out, Many of the peo-
ple had been harassed by the police. But few
were actually imprisoned. And the Flying

University published its programme for
18779 with confidence.

Then reprisals took a4 more violent form.
Jacek Kuron was beaten up during a search
of his flat. Thugs broke up a lecture being
given by Adam and numbers of students
were beaten up. These and other attacks
were orgamsed by members of the official
Polish youth organmizations.

Lectures for 1980 were limited by the
repression that had taken place. But the
existence of the tlying university has already
intluenced the official education system.
Certain topics can now be introduced and
discussed.

Free Student Unions

Following the workers strikes, students
are making demands for Free students
Unions.

[n August a group of students at Gdansk
1ssued an appeal for the founding of a Com-
millee for an Independent Students Union
at the local university. They declared their
solidarity for the workers® actions and at the
same time made their own demands:
autonomy for higher education, the right to
elect their own professors and the right to
form independent student organizations.

They wanted a say in alt aspects of univer-
sity government, and an end to censarship
and the banning of certain texts. They also
demanded higher grants. In conclusion they
pointed out that:

‘Higher education, instead of being the
centre of an intellectual and cultural
movement, is rather an absurdly bureau-
cratised factory which produces
specialists’,

The students have learned to organise
in the style of the workers. Following the
beginning of the university term we can
expect to see more exciting develop-
ments. The ideas debated in the ship-
yards, transferred to the flying
university, and influenced by support
from abroad can begin to push the oppo-
siflon movement 10 4 new direction,

Anna Paczuska
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ireland: finding an echo

"If only a settlement were achievable in Nor-
thern Ireland as it was in Rhodesia.” Adam
Raphael’s display of wishliul thinking
{Observer 21.9.80) typifies the attitude of the
British ruling class. From their point ol view
the Irish ‘problem’ remains as intractable as
ever and is likely to remain so for the for-
seeable future.

The stalemate 1hat exists at the level of
‘respectable’ political life 15 mirrored by a
stalemate at the level of military struggle.
When the then Brigadier Glover (now
Major General and Commander of Land
Forces in Northern [reland) conceded in his
‘secret’ study Northern freland, Future Ter-
rorist Trends that there was no hope ot a
military victory against the Provisionals, his
assessment was echoed by Gerry Adams, the
Vice-President of the Provisional Sinn Fein,
who told the Provisionals’ last Ard Feis
(Annual Conference) that there could be no
military victory for the Provisionals either.

Despite this clear understanding on both
sides the war goes on. The Provos are
capable of continuing their present level of

military activity indefinitely, largely because
they have become more selective and sophis-
ticated in their operations as well as havinga
measure of support in the Catholic ghettoes.
The British Army are similarly becoming
more selective. Their harrassment of known
Republicans has been intensified while they
are attempting (o transfer as much of the
responsibility for patrolling the streets back
to the RUC. This policy of ‘Ulsterisation’
has. however, met with only partial success
since the RUC are as far away as cver [rom
being regarded as acceptable by the Catholie
community, Their murder of 16 year old
Michac! McCarten who was shot as he ran
away from painting the slogan "Provos’ ona
wall in the Ormeav Road parucularly
angered catholics and remnforeed their tradt-
tonal mistrust of the sectarian police force,

The issuc that has put the British govern-
menl under most pressure i recent years is
the campaign for political status by the pris-
oners in the H blocks of Long Kesh and the

50 wormnen prisoners in Armagh jail. The fact

that the two leading Cathoelic churchmen in
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Ireland have, all be itbelatedly, taken up the
case of the prisoners and have condemned
their treatment has found an echo through-
out the whole of Ireland that goes far
bevond the confines of the Republican
movement, [t contrasts sharply with the fai-
lure of a campaign on British withdrawal to
have a similar impact.

For two years the plight of the prisoners,
who were protesting against the withdrawal
ol political status by refusing to wear prison
uniform, wias ignored by all thase outside
the Republican movement. This neglect was
transtormed into attention by a number of
related factors. It became clear that the spe-
cial iplock courts through which prisoners
went in order to become ‘criminalised’ were
nothing more than conveyor belts to Long
Kesh. Eighty per cent of convictions were on
the basis of *confessions’ to the police; there
was no jury; military personnel did not have
to be identified in court when giving evi-
dence and the judge was not only respon-
sible for giving the verdict but was also
responsible for sentencing. The prisoners
consistently claimed that the ‘confessions’
were extracted under torture and gradually
their claims begun to be substantiated.

Amnesty International reported, "mal-
treatment of suspect terrorists . . . has taken
place with sufficient frequency to warrant
the establishment of a public enquiry to
investigate it.” Fven more dammngly, pro-
minent pelice surgeons admitted they had
had to deal with prisoners who had been
subject to torture. Cardinal O'Fiaich, the
lcading Catholic churchman, described
their conditiens in the H Blocks as an abuse
of human rights after he had visited the men
there, and the rest of the world gradually
began to wake up to the truth. Public opi-
nicn in the Scuth was particulariy aroused
by the publicity given to the recent book by
Tim Pat Coogan: On the Blanker: the H
Bfock Srory.

The Tories see the threat that the H Block
campaign could have on their overall policy
of splitting off the Republican movement
from the rest of the Irish population. They
have reacted with a number of minar con-
cessions: the minister of state responsible for
prisons, Michacl Allison, announced that
the pretesting prisoners would in future be
able to receive one visit a week, be able to
take recreation without wearing uniform
and be eligible for compassionate parole. In
addition he has been in negotiation with
Cardinals O'Fiaich and Daly.

Although it is conceivable that the Provos
might accept more substantial concessions
in the future, for the moment they are sup-
porting the prisoners’ demands—for the
right to wear their own clothes, to relrain
from prison work, to free association with
other prisoners, to organise their own educ-
ational and recreational facilities, to recerve
one visit, one parcel and one lettera week, to
full remission of sentences.

The Provos have established a National H
Block Campaign to fight for the demands,
involving those who would not necessarily
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support their military activities.

How da sociahsts in Britain react to these
developments in I[reland? Irish politics in
this country has been trapped in a ghetio
inhabited by a handful of tevolutionary
socialists and Itish extles for some years, and
it is only recently that real progress has been
made in breaking out into the working class
movement. It is not an easy transitnon. Brit-
1sh workers have swallowed government
propaganda about Ireland for years, and the
battle of ideas has sc far been ridiculously
one-sided. |

It 15 not good enough to make a pious
statement of principled support for the self-

Charter 80 15 based on winning support for
the five demands of the prisoners. Our
approach has been similar to that of the
Anti-Nazi League. Weareattempting to win
the widest possible support for these
demands and to sign up as many leading
tigures of political and cultural hfe as we
can. The climate i1s less favorable than that
which faced the ANL—to a certain degree
the ANL was cotting with the grain of anti-
racist feehing in a way that Charter 80 1s not.
But the technique of winning broad support
for a minimum programme is the same.

- The tounding conference of the Charter

had an array of speakers representing a

spectrum of political opinion including the
Communist Party, Young Liberals, Natio-
nal Smash H Block Campaign, Socialist
Workers Party, progressive churchmen and
Labour MPs. This spectrum is reflected in
the signatories to the Charter petition who
include Tony Benn, Jill Tweedie and Law-
rence Daly.

There 15 no clear focus foractivity like the

determination of the Inish people and the
immediate withdrawal of British troops. Of
course, these demands are the basis of our
politics, but we have to make the connection
that will win workers to these posiions.

To this end the SWP has been involved in
two campaigns on lreland that address
themselves to different aspects of the same
problern—the Charter-80 campaign tor
human rights for Insh politeal prisoners,
and the Campaign for British Withdrawal
from Ireland. They are both 4n attempt to
maximise potential support, particularly in
the trade umon movement.

“To anyone who argues
that Charter 80 and the
campaign for withdrawal
are cop-ouls | can only
suggest that they try to
ralse tham in their
workplace and trade

! unian branch and see

2 what happens.'

ANL demonstrations against the Nazis. The
National Front is very visible and obvious
target. Although we will have to engage in
demonstrative activity of some dramatic
kind it will not be easy to gel the same
publicity and response as the ANL 1o it

The first task of our supporters 1s (o
ensure that the arguments for the Charter
are put in their workplaces and union bran-
ches. To get [reland discussed at all s oftena
minor victory in itself. Needless to say, this
activity will almost certainly be carried by
revolutionaries and republicans in  the
movement, but _1:hv.31.,r will be aided by the
verbal support of the reformists and the big
names.

The campaign should seek to expose the
hypocrisy of the Tones who are guick to call
for human rights in other parts of the world,
but who are persistent in denying them to
those on their own doorstep. The connec-
tion with Czechoslovakia thar is implicit in
the title of the campaign is vital in exposing
these doubie standards,

The campaign for withdrawal

The campaign for Withdrawal from Ireland
addresses itself to the same constituency as
Charter 80 and 15 based on four basic
demands—an end 1o parttion; opposition
to Tory policies on Ireland; for a British
withdrawal; for Irish unity.
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[t has been established rather longer than
the Charter, held a very successful demon-
stration which atiracted 10,000 people m
August 79 and an equally successful Farum
in March 80. The Forum in particular
demonstrated that many of those who were

active on the Irish issve 1o the hevday of the
civil rights campaign and in the aftermath of
internment are now keen to get 1nvolved
again. The campaign has organised another
major demonstration for November 15th.

The Withdrawal Campaign has a more
obvious focus for activity in this country in
view of the fact that it 1s Britain’s army that
15 occupying the North and that recruits to
that army come predominantly from work-
ing class areas, particularly areas of high
unemployment. There is scope for anti-
recruitiment activity and tor propaganda in
the trade union movement based on the role
that the army has already played and will
increasingly play inindustrial contlict in this
country. it is no secret that the army is test-
ing out techniques in Ireland that will even-
tually be used here.

More ambitiously, the Troops Out Move-
ment, which has been recently won over to
supporting the two campaigns, organised a
dramaticaily successful delegation to picket
army forts in West Belfast to take partin the
annual demonstrations to mark the intro-
duction of internment. The delegation was
well received by the people of the area, less
well received by the many members of the
army who were confronted by a variety of
English, Welsh and Scottish accents telling
them to get out of Ireland. Hopefully the
precedent created by this delegation will be
repeated.

Finally 1t 1s important to answer the criti-
cisms of those who argue that involvement in
such broad based initatives will necessarily
mvoelve a dilution of our politics and an
abandonment of our position of self-
determinanion for the Irish people and
immediate withdrawal of the troops. The
reason that revolutionaries engage in united
tronts or movements based on minimum
demands is to draw others into struggie.
Political consciousness 1s more likely to be
developed in activity around specific 1ssues,
particularly 1if revelutionaries engaged In
that activity recognise the importance of
raising issues 1n debate which go beyond
those demands.

Any debate on Ireland inside the trade
urmon movement will tnvolve us i arguing
the historical, econemic, social and military
aspects of the struggle even if the starting
point 1s something as seemingly innocuous
as human rights. To raise support for Char-
ter 80 is far from being a cop out. Itinvolves
us in arguing why the legal system 1n the
North is part of the apparatus of repression
and why men and women are ferced to take
up arms In the first place. Reformists and
liberals who have mvoelved themselves on
the humanitarian basis are exposed to argu-
ments that can take them further along the
road.

To anyone who argues that Charter 80
and the Campaign for Withdrawal are cop
outs [ can only suggest that they try to raise
them in their workplace and trade union
branch and see what happens.

Shaun Docherty
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B WRITERS REVIEWED: GABRIEL GARCIA MARQUEZ TN

Oppression and exploitation can semetimes
force the aspiration to {reedom, Lthe vision of
a different and better world, to hide in pri-
vate dreams or timeless myths,

For any Latin American novelist, living
amid the unrelieved horror of torture cham-
bers and military dictators, the problem is
how to avold a general pessimisim, a right-
cous indignation that ofters very little hope.

Yet Garcia Marquez, author ot 100 yearsy
of solitude, has managed to write a funny
book about all that, And 1t 15 that humour
that injects this allegorical history of the
ravages of imperialism with its humanity
and i1ts hope.

Like all his novels, J0 years is set in the
village of Macondo, a decaying Eldarado
‘somewhere n the jungle'. [ts inhabitants
live in a solitude 1hat 1s never broken,
enclosed by rain and mist, in 2 world where
it ‘15 always Monday™. There tv a world out-
side, but those who go there never return to
tell the tale. When the gypsies pass through
Macondo with the circus, their clderly wise
man Melquiades brings with him ail the
latest muracles of modern technology—
ice false teeth—which amaze and astonish
the inhabitants of Macondo. Melquiades,
the intellectual, knows and understands
things; he has been ‘out there’, and has seen
change, progress. In other words, he has
expericnced  history, and has acquired
culture.

Change, progress, tme 1tself occur out-
side Macondo. Within the village, cvery-
thing i1s repeated n endless cycles. The
ruling family, the Buendias, produce succes-
sive generations with the same name; in the
end you are never sure which Aurelhiano 1s
which., And that 15 part of the allegory,
because Macondo lives in a kind of prehis-
tory, unable to participate in the march of
humanity towards its fulfilment. In
Macondo, no-one can act to change his or
her world; they are all stuck at the Begin-
ning, at the Creation, in a tarnished and
decaying Garden of Eden.

When an expedition docs go out into the
jungle in search of civilisation, 1t finds only
the wreck of a Spanish galleon hundreds of
mtles trom the sea. The galleon 1s a reminder
that the foundanon {or Creation) of Latin
America was also the moment when 11 cea-
sed to be an actor in world hnstory, when it
became integrated into the history of a dis-
tant metropelis—Spain, From then on,
Latin America—Maucondn—became a vic-
tim of its own history. its object but never 1ts
subject, History, knowledge, culture, hap-
pened outside and appeared tothe people of
Macondo as unexplained curiosities, as cir-
cus muiracles. All 115 own wealth, its own
resources, were taken away and used out-
side. Like the working class in capiialism,
the products of 1ts labour appeared alien,
strange and powerful.

History does enter this world—as tragedy
{the massacre of the banana workers) or as
farce (false teeth). In s curtous state of

A decaying Eldorado

suspended amimation, Macondo does not
move. But outside it Spanish impenalism
gives way to the more direct exploitation of
North American capital. The murder of the
striking banana workers, of course, appears
absurd here; so Macondao, struck by a sud-
den plague of amnesia, forgets what it has
scen—just a5 the Mexian regime blandly
denied the hundreds of students murdered
before the 1968 Olympics, or the Chilean
junta refutes the dead of 1973 onwards as
the figment of some fevered ‘international
communist’ imagination. For Garcia Mar-
quez, writing in Celombia in the 1960s, this
must have been doubly poignant;, for
Colombia had just lived through a peniod of
Civil War, called *The Violence® which left
200,000 dead tc no apparent purpose.

If this were all, /() vears would be just
one more grim account of the savagery of
capitalism. What makes it funny, what
humanises the book, is the constant refusal
at the iadividua! level to accept these con-
siraints passively,

Aurcliano and Jose Arcadio fight a hun-
dred futile but heroic battles; Jose Arcadio
the elder strives all his life to find the phi-
losopher’s stong that will turn base metal
into gold. Amaranta Ursula levitates
straight out of this oppressive and unsatisfy-
ing world; Pilar asserts her humanity, with
Aureliano, in  joyful gigantic sexuality.
Their efforts are constantly frustrated, their
world slips time and again out of their con-
irel and refuses to let itself be explained-—
and vet they persist in dreaming of
something different and better, and trying to
make it happen.

As yet there 1s no movement, no collective
force that can seize hold of this world and
give it a conscious and desired form. So the
dreamers of Macondo can only imagine it
changing through some magic cr miracle.
Thev have no sense of their power to change
things—and yet they know 1t is withm them.
In another of his novels, Nobody writes to the
Colonel, the Colonel (ancther Buendia) sells
everything he has tc feed his fighting cocks
— his symbol of defiance and optimism. His
wife complains that they have no food leit:
“You can’t eat dreams’, she says. "No’, says
the Colonel, “but 1t’s dreams that keep you
going'.

The community has a grandeur and a
human dignity—but it cannot become the
subject of its own history until 1t breaks out
of the lie, the myth of its own origins. It
cannot act unul, like every oppressed class,
it sces that the way things are (s not the way
they have to be, is not the product of some
Original Sin, but the product of human
actions.

The book ends on an odd note. The last
of the Buendias reads the last page of the
manuscript (which 1s the novel itself) o
which Melquiades has told the story of
Macondo. As he reads the final pages, Mel-
gulades, who has seen the other world, sol-
ves the mystery of Macondo and shows how

its stagnation has been the other fuce of the
dynamics of an alien history. The Buendias
knew it could be explained; but they had felt
it as a peculiar sense of guilt, expressed
through a fear that one day a child would be
born with a pig's tail. When it happens,
Macondoe dies.

That end is also a beginning. The Buen-
dias are one of the ohgarchic families,
powerless themselves and yet bencfitting
from that Other Power {after all, they are the
undisputed governors of Macondo). When
that world dies, they must die with 1t

Yet you are left wondering at the end who
will bring that change about. The only cons-
cious character in the book is Mecquades,
the intellectual; the people, the oppressed
classes are absent—or silent. In this world,
ideas and knowledge are the only force that
can change the world.

Later, in his many articles on Angola and
Nicaragua, Garcia Marquez obviously came
to realise that change comes only whenideas
inform action—that 1t is only real, living
forces that can change the world.

One hundred vears of sofitude brings into
focus the oppressive reality of a Latm Amer-
ica born mio alienation, unconsciously
playing the role of ohject of someone else’s
history. But it also shows, il idealistically,
the contradictory striving lor creativity, the
drive to become the subject of history, that
will finally constgn both the Buendias and
the Macondos to the history books of a
future, much morc creative world,

Mike Gonzalez

100 vears of sohtude is pubfishcd hy Pan for £1.23
Pan have alve published his vrher hooks:

The autumn of the Patriarch ££25

I eat storm £1.50

Na-one writes (o the colonel £7.23

Any of these can be obiained from Buokmarky 165
Seven Sisters Road. N4, enclosing 23p posiage.
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A bit saucy

The arucie The World on the Dole (SR
1980:8} epitomises many of the failings of
the prevailing attitude of the left towards
unemployment.

It is a bit saucy to say that the National
Unemployed Workers” Movement ‘could
only permanently organise a small percen-
tage of the unemployed.’

At ats strongest the NUWM had almost
4(H) branches and a patd up membership of
at least 50,000. No other *‘mass’ movement
of the period had such numbers. There must
have been thousands of marginally involved
workers, people prepared to chalk slogans
on pavements, attend socials, help to raise
funds,

Nor do facts support claims that the
NUWM showed that the unempioyed are
powerless. Take the examples of Edinburgh
and Birkenhead where the unemployed suc-
ceeded 10 raising the level of benefits paid,
with little or no trade union support. Clearly
the alliance between the employed and the
uncmployed 1s potentially very powerful.
But how 1s 1t to be achieved if there is no
permanent organisation of the unemployed?

The core of the NUWM was made in part
from Communist Party activists {although
the twists and turns of the ‘line’ made that a
dubious asset) and in part from ex-shop ste-
wards who bad been sacked right at the
beginning of the 1920s. Hannington and
McShane, the leading figures, were arch-
typical ex-engineers who jeined the CP
because of i1s activity over unemployment.

The conclusions of the article were quite
inadequute. The recent round of redundan-
cies are throwing on to the dole many wor-
kers with strong traditions of trade unmion
activity for the first time in decades. It 1s
unlikely that existing unemployment cam-
paigns will succeed in attracting such peo-
ple. No doubt the experience of the last 4-53
yvears will prove invaluable in appealing to
the youngerunemployed. But dances, discos
and demos are not enough to build a meve-
ment capable of organising older, ex-trade
unicenists. The NUWM s becoming more
relevant than the article impiies.

Paul Cunningham.
Norwich.

Cooling the mob

['ve nothing against Edinburgh—the person
I love was born there. But 1 see one of the
Edinburghers, or Edinbourgecis as they're
known in French, are still having a go at
Roland Muldoon and Full Confessions aof a
Socialist—I would have thought the mob
would have cocled off by this time.

Steve Faith, {SR /980:7) clearly a reincar-
nation of John Knox, concludes by saying
Roland’s ‘a fucking disgrace’.Fair enough,
but why? Is it because he tsn’t funny? Appa-
rently not, since one of his major crimes is
that peopie, and a lot of socialists espectally,
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have to be carried out laughing after his
performancees. Is it becauvse he doesn't
make people think? No—anyone who's wat-
ched the whole of the play (unlike some bur-
gers from Edin) will have seen the lunacy
and horror of the system that 15 Roland’s
chief target. And they might have seen the
connection between someone who's screwed
up by the system and the system itselt.

That's what the row’s about; because 1t
appears that Citizen Faith (and Hope and
Charity as well no doubt) wants to suppress
humour which talks about people as they
are and about the world as 1t 1s, the people
they might be and the world as it might
be—because {(and T quote) it might ‘offend
other radical viewpoints.”

Anything that causes offence has clearly
got to be stopped. Why? Why do we have o
protect people from heaning a character say-
ing he hates his wife? Presumably either
because it offends wives in the audience
(sounds a bit unlikely} or because the men
will say to themselves, “That Muldeon’s got
a good point there; [ do hate my wife; I'm
going to kill her.” A new thecory of mass
hypnosis?

The really sad thing about theose who
howied down Roland and now want to vihify
him is 1that they seem unwilling to take risks.
They don’t want to risk some mythical pur-
ity and would rather Roland told good,
clean anti-capitalist jokes with cflear moral
purpese than he tried to produce a convine-
ing, complicated character—at once comic
and pathetic. Above ail they don’t want
Roland talking to people who might not
understand all their good socalist princi-
ples. We could extend the prninciple and
avold arpguing with anyone who had ‘back-
ward 1deas’.

Roland’s humour 1s about argument and
about change. That's why 11's socialist. |
hope he gets bigger and better audiences und
that after the revolution he insists on otfend-
ing every radical viewpoint he can think of.
Dave Beecham
London

Working class twit

In - Roland Muldoon’s interview m SR
1980:6, he said that people who attack HP
Muggins ‘show their ignorance of art and
socialism’. Perhaps people like me who have
much to learn about both subiects may
nevertheless offer an opinion.

Muldoon himself 1s clearly not ignorant
of either art or sociahsm. As a one-man
show, his performance was very capabie, He
kept his audience entertained for an hour
and his slipping from one character to ano-
ther, his changes of scene and time, were all
skilfully managed. He says CAST does not
‘come over with the SWP line'. Even s0, the
message of the piece 15 definmiiely pro-
revolutionary socialism, and the slides at the
end showing some of the struggles of the last
few vears with shots of Sociaiist Worker
being sold could mislead the audience into
beligving that the piece was an attempted

advertisement for the SWP. The original
title, Muldoon says, was to be “Confessions
of a Socialist Worker salesman’. If Muggins
sells Socialist Worker, can we be blamed for
thinking he was intended to represent a
SWP member?

Muldoon claims that Muggins is an arche-
type. An archetype should be 2 unique, orig-
inal creation, one which is generalty agreed
to be a departure from previous tradition,
perhaps establishing a new one. But Mug-
gins is hardly criginal. Not only have all his
Jjokes been heard before, the characterisa-
tion of a working class twit has certainly
been done before. The drunkenness, the lack
of communiction with his family, the sexual
fantasies about girls unaware of his exis-
tence, the wretched housing, the dreary food
he eats, the attitude to foreigners, these are
sterectype characteristics, familiar to us al!
from Andy Capp, Alt Garnett, Pete and
Dud, part and parcel of comedians’ acts in
music hall and on radio shows far most of
the century.

The creator of Alf Garnett succeeded in
showing his audience that Alf's prejudices
were ridicuious because there was continual
exchange between Alf and more sympa-
thetic characters whose views were different.
Alf's narrow-minded opinions continually
led him into situations where he came off
worst. But Muggins is surrounded by people
who are even bigger twits than he 15 and the
cnly time he gets the worst of a situation is
when he loses his job. Since he doesn’t lose
his job through being a twit but because of
technological innovatien, the audience 1s
surely asked to sympathise and identify with
Muggins. But we cannot identify with
Muggins—he is not a three-dimensional
character, but a sterectype caricature, a
working-class twit. _

[t is for this reason that Confessions of a
Sociafist appears confused both artistically
and politically. But there 1s another reason
why I find it politically unacceptable: the
fact that CAST uses the concept of the
warking—é]ass twit at all. It is ditficult
enough for working ¢lass people to shake off
the idea, introduced at school, reinforced by
attitudes at work, perpetuated by the media,
that to be intelligient, to have talent and
artistic sense, it is necessary to be middle-
class and university-educated. It is not diffi-
cult to see why television comedy shows
feature the image of the working-class twit.
But for a theatre group which calls itself
socialist to invent another of these charac-
ters, so completely in accordance with what
the middle-class would like us to believe the
working-class is, [ find compietely
indefensible.

Jacqueline Mulhallen

To the great relief of everybody, Rolls
Royce Motors have announced their
new range of cars. The *Silver Spirit’
will cost £49,629. The ‘Silver Spur’

£56,407. The Editonal Board of
Soviglist Review have decided to
launch an appeal to readers tobuy one
for the Editor.
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Tales of a black militant

Heart, A Black Worker’s

Indignant
Journal
Charles Denby

Pluto Press £2.95

This new book just off ihe press from
Pluto is not to be missed,

Part One, originally published 1in
1952, charts Denby’s life In the openly
racist American South and his move off
the land to the industrial North and s
more subtle racism. [l 15 the story of
thousands, if not millions of blacks;
their oppression and struggles for free-
dom, unlike many recent hiographies of
revolutionaries in Britain, which tend
not to tell of everyday life from the
‘grassroats’. Charles Denby 1s not a
‘nrofessional” writer, but this 15 an
advantage in the sense that it 18 a book
of the ‘uncultured’ working class.

Born into a society where slavery
had been abolished in name only,
Denby recalls conversations about early
slave trading, which to whites in Britain
may seem many ages distant. tnlike the
general view, Denby shows that through-
out the era, up to the Second World
War, Blacks were far from submissive.
Not only did they plot schemes of play-
ing one Jandowner against another,
their day to day activity involived ways
of getiing away with doing less work eg
by sabotage. The state apparatus was
controiled by racist whiles but this
created its absoluite opposite, a collec-
tive black consciousness,

Denby is noe superman and most of
the time in the carly part of the book
his apposition was as ‘futile’ and ‘indivi-
dualistic’ as was the struggle of any
other black.

Moving north, hoping to  escape
racism and make some money, he found
it in a different sense. The Northerners
were two-faced; even some of the
socialists would avoid him when they
had ‘company’, whereas in the South at
least he knew where he stood.

Working in the auto-shops of Detroat,
Denby became a militant. Whilst living
in the South, he had heard of the vnions,
and they seemed a great achievement,
but when he went to the car factories
in the Second War, he found a no-strike
pledge in operation, tolally supported
by the Communists with their ohsessive
defence of thc Soviet Union, Afler the
War was over Lhis was not revoked, and
the union became paralvsed, useless in
fighting for workers’ rights, as the
bureaucracy sold out to the bosses,

He never left the shop-floor, fighting
for rank and file rights and for a rank
and file organisation. Through his
daily struggles he hecame a revolution-
ary socialist, and joined the Trotskyists,
but realised that theory was divorced
from their practice. They c¢laimed to
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support an autonomous black organis-
ation 1 the famous 194% Johnson-
Farest resolution, but then turned tail
and ordered the black comrades into
the spineless National Association for
the Advancement of Coloured Peoples,
which was then rapidly declining,
Denby was not willing to accept the
party dictum “‘pariy member first,
negro sccond’, or the idolisation of white
leaders such as James P. Cannon, He
left the SWI (USA), but this did not
mean that he bowed out of the struggle.

The second part of the book opens
wilh the famous Montgomery Bus Boy-
cott: the new mass form of black rebel-
lion for freedom at its very inception,
The civil rights movement is covered
from then night up to the present day,
detailing the landmarks, from desegre-
gation of schools, boyecotts of segre-
gated restaurants, the Freedom Riders,
through to the great marches of the
carly sixties, especially the 1965 Selma-

Montgomery march, which ‘changed the
entire history of the counlry, and raised
the consciousness of the blacks like
nothing that had ever happened before’

Written twenty-five years after Part
One, in this section Denby has become g
Marxist-Humanist, editor of a Detroit
workers” paper, News awnd [Letters,
Despite still being personally invelved
in these events, he realised that 1t 1s
vital to link theory to practice, to work
out a philosophy of revolution, based
on freedom,

We do have criticisms of the book.
especially of the second section, which
seems to cover events without enough
detail. Perhaps this is inevitable 1n a life
of such richness. These criticisms, how-
ever cannot outweigh the value of 1liis
superb book, in which treatment of
Denby’s lfe in the autoworks 1s out-
standing. When automation hit the shop-
floor and the trade union bureaucracy
sold out, the rank and file initiated =
new form of struggle, the wilduat.
demonstrating the continuing resistance
of the American worker to capitalisn.
For those who think that America 15 a
capitalist paradise, this book shows the
other side of the coin. At £2.95 1t 15 a
bargain,

Jon Murphy and Nigel Gibson

Grousing about grouse

Freedom to Roam.
Howard Hill
Mooriand, £5.95

Now that the Glorious Twelfth has passed
and the aristacracy are slaughtering thou-
sands of harmless grouse on British moor-
land, it 15 a good time to reflect on the state
of access to open spaces in this country.
Freedom to Roam, written by Howard Hill,
who died this year, enables us to do just that.
It traces the fight by mainly working-class
people for breathing space 1o the country-
side after a five or six day week at the
factory.

Maost of Howard's research deals with
access to moorland in the industrial north—
in particular the most trodden section of all,
the Peak District. It is this marvellous col-
lection of bog and gritstone, that thousands
of working-class families have sandwiches
on, fail into, or get lost upon, that attracts
most of his attention.

If this were a book published by the Brit-
ish Mountaineering Council or the Peak
Park Planning Board, we would be guaran-
teed that the politics would be glossed over
or shoved into an embarassing corner. Not
s with this author, an ex-CP district organ-
iser. He had a fund of knowledge of the
characters who told the gamekeepers and
landlords where they could stuff their
grouse. And he knew little paths that even
those, like myself, who spend so much rime
m the area are forced to admit ignorance of,

Basically, in the words of the campaigners
of the ‘30's; “‘Our grouse 1s about grouse.” By
stealth and brute force, various lords etc.

acquired the Peak moorland in the last cen-
tury, and then turned it into prime grouse-
land. Before then, 1t was common
{and—much hke the English villages before
the enclosures. Slowly it all became “pri-
vate'. 1t wasn't until the Great Depression
that the major struggles for access began.

When the demands grew more vociterous,
landowners argued that rambling over the
moors would decimate the bird population
and hinder breeding. The ramblers said that
this was rubbish, and they have since been
proved right. They were incensed that in the
times of greatest hardship the cheapest torm
of leisure was denied them for most of the
year. And it was all because the class enemy
wanted to gorge itself on the slaughter of
birds. Indeed, on one day in August 19}3.
2800 birds were shot on Broomhead Moor
alone. '

The Mass Trespass on Kinder Scout alm-
ost reminds us of a feudal version of Saltley
Gates. In 1932, groups of ramblers, many of
whom were unemployed, set off from Hay-
field near CGlossop to meet up on Kinder
Scout with another group coming up from
Edale. Gamekeepers knew of their inten-
tions but their big sticks (lxterally) were no
match for these men and women, who rea-
ched the top. Police had tried to stop the
march but had failed to do so and, typically
unfit, were left behind sweating and groan-
ing up the hill. Much more couldbe said of
this marvellous chapter, but readers waill
have 1o discover it for themselves.

In short, Hill shows thart it was the pres-
sure of working people using mass trespass
which brought into being the 1949 "Access
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to Mountains Bil', It was opposed by the
gun-sheoting fratermity, by water authori-
ties who teared that drinking supplies would
be contaminated by the odd spam sandwich
dropped in a stream, and by anyone who
loathed the 1dea of working people having
the right to sit on a clump of heather free of
charpe.

But the story does nol have a happy end-
ing. Readers of Socialist Review may think
that the battle 15 over. Witness the many
books on long distance footpaths in your
library. It is a chilling fact that only two per
cent of open country is legally accessible—
the remainder is done on the nod. There
have been setbacks: even within the past

year new signs have appeared on the Pen-
nine Way saying: “This moor is private—
keep off.

There s still much to be done. Many days
will be lost during the grouse shooting
scason when we can’t set foot on the moors.
Who would have thought that heather and
smelly peat-bog could arcouse such strident
class antagonmism?

50, for those who have not yvet plucked up
the courage to venture further north than
Wattord Gap, order this book from vour
local hbrary and sec how politics insidiously
spolls the recreation ot thousands each
weekend.

Malcolm Cottam

Fear of foreigners

COLLAR THE LOT!
FPeter and Leni Gillman
(iarier £8.95

As the Public Records Ottice begins to
release more and more material that has
been held longer than the normal thirty
years, 50 we begin to be able tosee into more
of the rotten episodes of the Sccond World
War. This book is about the internment and
deportation of foreigners resident in Britain
during the war.

The story is one of governmental cruelty
and hysterical nationalism. Apart from one
or two munor figures, the only people to
emerge with any credit are the internees
themselves who suffered deprivation, the
splitting of families and finally, for some,
death.

The story begins really in the ‘phony” war
period. Thousands of trades unionists, Jews
and socialists fled Germany and came to
Britain to stay with relatives. In addition,
Italians, chiefly in 1the catering trade, had
been here tor generations.

Initially, internment was ordered by the
British government only for the severest
security risks; those with fascist sympathics
and those with knowledge that might be
usetul ter an enemy, such as those in arma-
ments factones, The rest were merely
registered.

Then came the fall of Norway and the cry
of *ifth columnists” and "Quislings’ resoun-
ded round Whitehall and came to be direc-

ted against ‘foreigners’. Churchill issued the
famous phrase *Collar the lot” and within
weeks 30,000 were interned.

Most were kept in the north or on the [sle
ot Man which virtually became a giant
camp. Although not treated as prnisoners,
their meals were meagre and conditions
stark.

Then began deportations to Canada and
Australia. One of the first ships to leave for
Canada was the Arandora Star. It was tor-
pedoed and 750 died. Others endured dan-
gercus passages round the world, faced
sinking by submarines and endured over-
crowded ships.

Not only were the physical conditions
degrading. Looted of their most personal
possessions by their guards, mistreated and
unintormed, many who would: gladly have
tought tor the Allies found themselves lum-
ped together with submarine crews and mer-
chant seamen faithful to the fascists.

Only towards the end of the war were
some released, conditions improved and
compensation made.

The Gillmans are to be congratulated for
bringing to our attention this episode, par-
ticularly relevant today in the light of That-
chier’s warmongering. Although theyrightly
place internment 1n the context of the times,
even 4 generous interpretation of the
government’s actions cannot hide the fact
that i1t denied thousands to the most basic of
human nghts.

Steve Pinder

Generals without an army

Here is the other news

. Aubrev et al

Minority Press Group, £1.25
Where is the other news?

). Berry et.al.

Minority Presy Group, £1.25

These are interesting and useful books. Here
i3 the other news is a study of attempts o set
up and run local radical papers, Where (s the
aither news?, written bv members of the PRC
group, looks at the magazine circulation
industry and some of the problems this cau-
ses for radical papers, Tt is much the most
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nteresting of the two. The authors show
how *W.H. Smenzies" dominate distribution
and how thev use this control to exclude
most radical publications from wide circula-
tlon to newsagents.

A pood number of workers could
buy Secialist Worker cvery week but decline
to do so because they don’t like, or don't
care about, our politics. This may be regret-
table, but itistrue. Andevenif, asin France,
there was a legal obligation on distributors
to carry all papers, it would create new prob-
lerms. One of the key things about the publi-
cations of a revolutionary party is that they

are not just there to be read like any other
paper but alse to organise as well. In that
sense, two or three sales to the people yon
work with every day are politically more
important that twenty or thirty anonymous
sales through a newsagent.

Again, while local radical papers are a
valuable challenge to the Tory torpor of
much of the established local press, any
initlative which 15 exclusively local must, of
necessity, miss the main enemy, Political
and economic power in our society are cen-
tralised and must be fought centrally. To
deny this is to hand over the struggle against
naticnal priormties to other forces. And,
given the weaknesses of the revolutionary
left, that (n practice means reformist forces.

So tar, the work of the Minority Press
Group speaks to the concerns of generals
without an army—those radicalised inteliec-
tuals who work hard producing papers and
magazines but who, because they reject
party orgamsation, find it hard to get an
audience. There are two ways out of the that
dilemma. Either you swallow your pride,
throw away your general’s stars and become
a party footslogger like the rest of us, or you
dream up seme way of persuading the state
to subsidise vour projects. Unfortunately,
they seem to be heading in the latter, refor-
mist direction. That is to be regretted. The
enthusiasm, talent and ecnergy is too
valuable 10 be wasted on such a vain and
inglorious cause.

Colin Sparks
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FILM REVIEWS

Appetizer

McVicar
Pirector Tom e

I went to see the film MeViwear alter
heing greatly unpressed by the book, As
far as 1t went the film appearcd Lo be
authentic. Dialorue and performances
were professional, And for me the sound
track sung by Roger Daltry conveyed
some of the book™s feeling.

But totally absent is the environment
im which MoeVicar was brought up, lis
different morals and codes encouraged
him to adopl 8 criminal way of dife a
way of lile that s promoled by the
estabhishment not only to add credence
Lo its need for o pobice Force, bul also to
initiate those {rom a working class back-
ground inta the "Tuck vou rack™, “Grab
what vou can” mentality thal s one of
the busic attitudes in capilalist society,

[nstead the Dilme deals only with the
violence and macho glamour of bast
End villoins a4 view which [ feel s
apposite to the spirit of a book in which
MoVicar tries to urst this illusion.

For example. when asked how he
maraged to avoll capture Tor 1wo yedrs
after his vscape, he said thal The nmage
created Tor him by Lhe press. of being a
hig, powerful, exiremely violent man.
with an ‘obscssion wilh body bulldimg’
helped himy a great deal, considering
that he 1s only 5 foot ¥ inches and
weighs only 1154 stonce,

If vou would like to
display a poster advertis-
ing the fair, or require
any additional information
please write to:

Socialist Baokfair

265 Seven Sisters Road
Landon M4 2DE

phone 01 802 6145

On the whole what is shown 1 a
shallow way is laithial to the hook, Bul
the shame ts thal so much 1y 1gnored of
the insight inta the circumstances which
made MeVicar what he was. The film
should be sezn only to whet the appetite
For the hook,

FYimmy Clark

Off the road?

Heart Beat
faiviector fodre Byrase

As the atom-bhomb explades at the very
begmnmne of the Db, so. in reabty it
marked the beginming of the post-war
American Dream. A dream  turned
nightmare in Vietrant and now locking

altopether empty as the world economic
recession bites deeper,

Hearve ficat 15 aboual  or al leasl, trnies
to be aboul ihe romantic modern
aeneration of Amertcans who kicked oat
al 1Lhe relatively atiluent hut monoton-
cous suburban mundanily of the post-war
boom years. ‘Their sub-culture of drugs,
booze, Lravel, unconventionality and
Jazz-clulby rebellion was, and still s Tor
many, epitomised in the writing ol Jack
Keronac, His book On #he Reoand was
one of the Uirst stalements, and later
became the model for the ‘hears™ and
the ‘hippies’

Kerouac's Iriend, Neat Cassady . as
the ceniral figure, “Dean Mortarty’ in
e the Rogd was porlraved as o new
tvpe of hero. Bold., energetic, with s
Tmurning-up  asphalt highwav vision of
freedom.  new  cxperiences and  the
never ending search for the wltimate
‘lugh™.  All twentieth centurv, hui
stranpgely  harpimeg  back to the early
wagon-lrain ploncers ol the old *West’,

The contradiciion in the posibion ot

hall accepting, half rejecting capitalisi
soclely taken by many of the beat poets
and writers can be seen in the tragedyv of
Keroudac's own lile with his loncliness,
frustration and evenlual aleohalism., In
facl, despite his ourward radical appear-
arce, Kerouae was deeply conservative
and, cspecially as he got older. his
political views were oul and out reaction-
ary. He supported the Vieinam war for
CXmple.

L'nlike some of his [ricnds, most not-
ably Allen CGrinsberg, Kerouac always kept
away Trom overt palitical activity and
he never shared their anarchistic lean-
HEES

Heart Beat 15 loosely based on the
autobiography  of  Carolyn Cassady,
Meals second  wife, which covers the
vears belween 952 and %56 when
Keronace lived with the Cassady™ 1n
California, The 1ilm, however, is more
ambiticus and deals with a much longer
time-scale. Right up until the 1940s in
lact, Consequently, the distance belween
cvents is too great and the ireatinent of
Lhe characters, as they change over two
decades, dppears somewhat hollow.

Cassady iplaved by Nick Nolie) is
seen as somcething of a goofish butfoon,
while Kerouac (John HHeard) 15 righily
seen 48 a shy, introverted voyeur, but

without real depth. Carolyn  {Sissy
Spacek}, on the other hand, 15 the best
developed character, We hear her voice-
aver narralion throughout the {ilm and
the action, ta ¢ large oxtent, 15 shown
through her eyves.

Director John Byrum has adopted a
late 30s B-l'cature format for the film
which in parts waorks very well, Espect-
allv in the prescntation ol ‘Bol and
Betty Bendix’ those archetypal, nouveau
riche, all-American characters that were
so Ffamiliar wn those old soap opera
imports of the 19610s,

Linfartunaiely, thnsireatment istaken
oo literally and we never get the grawny
teehing of seedy Jarez-clubh, West Coast
hip-lile, The dirl 15 there bul it Tooks so
abyviously painted on. However, some of
the camera work 15 very pleasing, par-
trcularly soime sct-plece reconstructions
of ll'dward Nopper paintings.

The sad thing about this film s that
Lhe contradiciions and frustrations of
trying to break away {rom ihe norms
and expectancies of capilalist sociely
vel still waniing 1o rematn ‘in the system’
are touched upon bul never become 11y
focus,

At best, 1t 15 a fairly oblique look at
conlfused and idealistic literatn who want
Loy create a noew art and life-styic, Lut
nol a4 new society, Hope and rebellion
arce transformed into ‘success’ result-
g, 48 has so often been the case, in
personal tragedy for those who make
the first moves and despair and cvnicism
for those who follow them.

Perhiaps 1L would be asking too much
from a Iollywaod Glin to penetrate this
very deeply, but the subject demands a4
berter treatment than is offered Dby
Fleart Beat, 175 still worth seeing nover-
L heless,

Howard Porter
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is for Quid Pro Quo that we’ll,
deal out so well and so soon’

Quid pro guao:
yelirn for anotber: (it for fae,
Oxfurd Dictionary

The identilication ol revalution with
endiess bloodshed, o Red Republics
withh Red lerror, of the overthrow ot
(e established  order with  universal
insecurily and fear. The lechnigue s
probably as old as class rule, It 1s none
ihe lesy effective for Lhal.

Viast socialists react, quite nghtly. by
painting vul that the “terror dealt oul
i period of great revolutionary uplieaval
s on g much lower scale than the hum
drum toll of lactory aeeidents and pre-
mature Jdeaeh that normal, peaceful, run-
af-1hie-inill capitalism churns out day hy
day, lot alone the mass bharbarisin of
periods of open counter-revolulion.

1he October revolution i Petrograd
causod 11 deaths tewer. s satd than
the number who dicd 10 aceidents when
I'isunstein made a tile ol the event ten
vears later, 'The Paris Cononune of 1871
wias sihicot to viciows dlwuse because, mn
its last desperate davs, od lhostages woere
execuled by revolulbionaries, the counter-
revolulionary army  Lhat conguercd
received praise from the press of the
whale ol Furope as it murdered 20,000
or more comnnuninds, Even the bloodiest
event in the calendur of revolulionary
terror, the Sentemwdber massacres of the
great French revelution, only resulted in
| Ok deathy A Ngure sarely less than
the number of Parisians who died as a
conscguence ot malnutritton whenever
the price ol bread shot up.

Such exawples are necessary . they
put Lhe question of “Red’ terror into
perspective,

The wviolenee that s exerted by 4
revalulion of the maority af socicty
against o raling manority s less than
that of a nunority that secks to restore
irs untrainmelled rule. Ansmg revolution-
4ary class does not seek Lo wipe out the
individual members of preceding ruling
clusses, still less those among the masses
wlio are begulled into supporting then
It merely seeky to force Lthem Lo accept
thie end  of their prnvileged position,
There s a gualikifive, not simply a
gquantiative distinctton between revol-
ulionary and  counter-revolutionary
vialenge,

Yet that cunnot he the end of the
matier. 1115 negessary o add that in
any  Lhorough-going  social  revolution
thore lhas ta be ap clement of Slerror,

One thing (o action) i
CShorter

just as there has to be an element of

armed  forcey. Indeed, the mistake of
most revolutions s (o legin by heing
too kind Lo their opponents.

In the early davs of the October
revofution, the revalutionaries releascd

the white gencrat Krasnov who had just
led an army agaimst them on the pronnse
that he would not do so again. They
lived to regred it: he built g new army
with Crerman money o wreak havoc
agalnst the workers’ repulbidic.

In the case of the Paris Commune,
the mistake was nnol the taking and exe-
cution of the hostages, bul Lthal 1n the
carly weeks of the Commune ity leaders
insisted that no repression shoold be
directed apainsi those who wanted to
overthrow the Commune, Their uab-
horrenee  of  ‘wiolence”  ieant  they
relused to march against an army being
prepared againsgt thenr only 20 mies
away at Versailles. lheir disdain lor
‘terror’ mednt the bourgeoisie  inside
Paris  could  withoul  bhindrance  send
ey and recrulls to o poan 1has army,
The cnd result was the deieat of the
Commune and "violence’ and ‘terror on
J4 horriir: seale,

The ereal Ifrepch revolution ol 80
endd wears earlier was cqually pacilisiic
i Its earlivr sbages: the sections ot the
bourseoisie whoe led il believed Thal with
a lille pressure the King would agree to
rule 1 1lieir interests. Bul no ruling
class  abdicares  peacefully. and  the
l'rench aristocracy grouped around the
King was no  cxception, Wlile the
moderate sections of the bourgeolsic
conciliated wirhe them. they prepared
to drown the revolubion i blood, Ty
the summer of 17492 there was a counter-
revolutionary army marching on Pans
from the eastern border. upnisimgsan Lhe
western provinees, 1he generats sent to
tight of these arnmies were deserting to
Lhe enewmny, those caprured and browglit
back  woere  released by Judges who
syimpathised with them,

I owas only then that “terror was
imposed upon the leaders of Lhe revo-
lution by an clemental movement from
the bottom of soviety. A band of two or
three hundred ‘sans cullotie” revolution-
arivs from the poor parts of Pans in-
vaded first one prison and then another,
seized  the  Raovalists  awanting  Lnial,
drageed  them before improvised  tri-
hunsls of hardened revolulionaries, and
exceited on ihe spot those suspected of
plotting to restore the monarcliy,

The spectacle ol frevolulionary terror’
has beon used since Lo frighten generation
after gencration of the young and not-
so-young, in popular novels [rom A fafe
of Twe Citles to e Scarlel Pirmperied,
in tilms, even in one of the Nr Who TV
series, Yel wlhat is not often meniioned
v that it was effective, that it sate-
gpuatded the revolution and ensured the
craddication  of  feudualism  from  all
BEurope,
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The exceation of

1N R
L.ouls xvi.

A proclamation penned Iy Marat
vxplained the logie behind the massacres:
“These acts of justice have seemed by
the people indispensable in order, by

terror. To restrain the legions of

traitors hidden witlnn 1ty walls. at

lhe noiment when it was about to

march on the enemy .’

It was from this point onwards that
the story of {he revolutionary armics
Decame one of astounding victoroes,
rather than successive deteats.

Al Lthe time when the Russian revol-
ution was fghting for its life Trotsky
insisted that what appbhied 1o the great
hourgeots  revolubions appiied to the
workers' revolulion as well,

“I'he problem of revelution, as of

war, consists in breaking the will of

the toe, lorcing him 1o capitulute and
tir  accept  the conditions ot the

COMNGUUTOT . .

‘It is only possible to saiepuard the

supremacy of the working cluss by

forcing 1he bourgeoisie, accustomed
ter rule, Lo realise thal it 1s too danger-
aus an undertaking Tor 1t to revol
aeainst  the  dictatorship of  the
proletariat. to undermine it by con-
spiracies, sahotage, msurrecliions or
the calling in of foreign troops. The

Bourgeaisie, hurled from power, niust

he Torced to obey .

“I'he guestion of the Torm of Tepres-

sion or ol ils degreec s not one ot

principle. It is a question of expedi-
ency, In a revolutionary period, the
party which has been Lhrown Tom
power which does nol reconcile itseil
tev the new ruling class and which
proves this by s desperate straggle
agiinst the latler, cannot he lerrar-
ised by the threat of tmpnsonment,
as it doos nol believe in ils duration.

It is just this simple bul decisive faci

that explains the mdeamuad TECOLITSE

toy shooling Ina eivil war, |

Viosi of the time revolutionary
socialists are apposed Lo the use of
terroristic methaods directed against indi-
vidual members of the ruling class, They
serve only 1o disorganise Lthe workers’
movement and  to o Justity  repression
dirccted awainst 1. But in a situalion
wliere o mass revolutionary movemeni
i5 1n the act of taking power For itself,
for it Lo refuse to employ violent means
is Lo provide its cnemies with opportuni-
Lies .0 prolong the struggle and 1o 1n-
crease the overall (oll of violence.

Stuart Morgan




