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When Sir Geoffrey Howe 1s able to start
the new year with a message glorying in
the fact that ‘industrial disputes are
fewer than at any time in the last 30
years' it 15 euasy to become despondent
about the class straggle in 1980 and its
future course in 1981. It would be even
e¢asier to look at the evidence on strikes
last year and conclude simply that the
downturn in organisation and militancy
we described towards the cnd of 1979
has now been translated into the virtual
disappearance of resistance to  the
emplayer.

But the future does not look as rosy
for the Tories or the emplovers as they
have been making ocut; [980 was a year
of very serious reverses for workers’
organisation, alleviated by a few striking
successes for militancy, notably in the
print and on the docks, and mast
recently at Gardners. And despite a
fantastic decling in the apparent level of
struggle in engineering and car factories,
we need to emphasise that there was a
continued undercurrent of strike activity
and resistance, symbolised by a series of
stoppages at Longbridge, and that the
‘high’ level of struggle which the statis-
tics show in 1979 was almost entirely
caused by the employers’ taking on
workers and not the other way round,

The point is that even though 1980
was exceptionally grim, and 1981 looks
little different, there 15 the continued
existence and activity of mijitant minozi-
ties despite more than two million
adults on the dole, half a millien on
short-ttme, and the worst depression
since the mid-1930s,

On occasion the minority has been
very large, as in the coalfields when,
despite the wvirtual absence of an active
left campaign against the pay offer, and
a lot of confusion about the offer itself,
there were some 91,000 miners whao
voted ‘no” (as compared to 107,000, in
a higher poll, the wear befare). At
Levland, again despite heavy recom-
mendations to accept 6.3 per cent, there
were  thousands prepared to defy
Edwardes and the povernment and go
out on strike - even at Cowley, where
militancy wassupposed to have vanished.

The figures an strikes — which halved
in the months fellowing June and the
onset of rapidly increasing unemploy-
ment and short-time working do not
fully reflect reality. The reality was a
continuing emptoyers’ offensive, not of
a fundamentally different character to
|47% and 1979 when there were succes-
ston of victimisations, lock outs and
employer-provoked disputes, The reality
was of a number of small, long, bitter
disputes, almost all defensive and almost

Strike statistics 1980
Not guite, Sir Geoffrey

all lost, a very few large stoppages, or
near-sloppages, and continuing shop
floor unofficial resistance to manage-
ment — for example the 254 stoppages
in 198 working days that Mr Paul Roots,
Ford employee relations director, des-
cribed in a letter to all Ford workers
announcing new penally clauses on
Naovember 5.

A typical example of what happened
is In September/COctober last year, the
period surrounding the TUC congress
and the moment when Tories and
emplovers alike were insisting on the
collapse of militancy. The most import-
ant development was the national dock
strike declaration, organised entirely at
rank and file level, which forced the
employvers back and made the Tores
make more money available as a subsidy.

‘It our side appears weak, our

opponents are in an equally
demoralised state ...

The most impressive element in this was
the way 1n which the victory was fol-
lowed up in the docks. Liverpool ship-
wrights foilowed up with action over
redeployment of dockworkers; there was
a bollermakers’ strike over three redun-
danc¢ies in the port of London, Mast
important was a slnke in Grimsbhy over
the sacking of seven fish handlers, with
the support of dockers in lmmingham.
This was then follewed by the Hull
dockers voting unanimously to come
out — and the empioyers’ capitulation,

In the same period there was the
sirike — and mass picket — at Ayrshire
Marine Containers over victimisation;
the London journalists” dispute over
London weighting; the Birmetals and
King Henry’s Bakery disputes; mass
pickets by laggers at Milford Haven;
three disputes at Longbrnidge over work
allocation; a strike at Ford Swunsea
over work allocation; the end of a three-
month strike by boilermakers at Vickers
in Barrow over productivity pavments;
and the national stoppage by contract
crane drivers against a 15 per cent pay
offer.

Of course most of these disputes
were defensive, and most ended in defeat
or very partial viclory. But the tfeatures
of past militancy and experience were
presenlt on g wide scale: mass pickels
solidarity action, quite a high respect for
picket lines, proper sinke committees
elc...just as tater on there were several
occupations, most notably Gardners.

So althceugh the dominant impression

from the past 12 months has been gloom,
a decline in strike activity and so on,
there has been quite a lot against the
stream, a number of substantial signs
that mven favourable circumstances
and good organisation, important vic-
tories can still be won, But they are still
isolated victories.

The central problem remains an over-
whelming lack of confidence in people’s
ability to fight back, relieved only when
workers see signs of an upturn: “No
Money, No Metro.” Mass unemployment
and short-time are intimidating people,
but the effect soon seems to wear off at
the moment.

Again, though wage increases have
caome down with a bump, most c¢m-
mloyers have tended ito pay oui the
maximum they can afford — they do not
yvet on the whole have the confidence to
push their luck. And some of the wage
increases need to be looked at in con-
text. Foar example, all the lorry dnivers’
settlements have been at very low levels
— 3-6 percent — but the fact that nearly
ail drivers have a guaranteed 40 or 45-
hour week means they can still be taking
home quite good money even if there’s
no work — as forexample in South Wales.
Another feature is that emplovers are
on the whele still having to pay for
productivily and for changes in work
practices, and there has been a fair
amount of resistance — mostly pretty
passive — to demands for wholesale
changes. Employers’ attempts to copy
Edwardes-style management {(though
LCdwardes didn’t invent it) have generally
not worked — for example at Gardners
and at Ilepkinsons.

The remarkable thing about the re-
cession  as the CBL continues to point
out to the Government — is that profiis
are still suifering more than wages.
Manutacturers are having to forego price
increases but still put up wages, even if
only by 7-10 per cent. It 15 only very
cxceptional companies, like GE( with
massive amounts of cash in the bank,
which have been able to increase profits
in the last six months. If our side appears
weak, our opponents arc in an equally
demoralised state about the long-term
Prospects.

The new year has started with a
series of moves by major emplovers
— BSC, British Airwavs, Michelin — to
get workers to pive up wage rises for
three to six months, effectively a
‘voluntary’ pay freeze. If they get away
with it, this could become very popular.
There are effectively simitar moves po-
ing on in companies otffering longer-term
pay deals - 18 months or two years
with hinks 1o the cost of living or staged
rises, The interesting thing about this is
that employers are attempting to ride
out the recession and use the threat of
the bhipg stick to con workers the
Gardner approach, If workers are pre-
pared to dig in their heels over this
there is a chance that further small but
significant victories could come in the
next six months, and the isolation of
successful  struggles might begin  to
break down.

Dave Beecham




i A focus for anger?

T a——T
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m.- speclal Labour Party conference takes
place as this issu¢ of Sociolist Review is pabli-

. shed, We don’t know what the outcome is

going to be, and speculation at this late stage

is idle. But what is clear is that the attitode of -

many people on the left is changing compared

to a couple of years ago. The buge demonstra-
- Hon against unemployment in Liverpool is to
ke followed by anntllcr in Glasgow on 21

February.

Duncon Hallas answers some questions on
the significanice of such events. He begins by
commenting on the changing attitude of wor-

~ kers towards the Labour Party.

The Party certainly provides a focus for
atiti-Tory feeling and this is in itself 2 change
compared to 1970-74. Then the Heath
government ‘was unpopular enough among

~ very large numbers of workers but the

Labour Party failed to grow. Taking its own
official figures, for what they are worth, it

+ had 681,000 individual card holders in 1969

and 665,000 in 1973. The party actually dec-
lined stightly, on its own data, during this
| of tremendous working class
struggles—the biggest since the 1920s.
Even in voting terms the same is true. In

- February 1974 the Labour Party actually

lost over half a million votes (340, 148) com-
pared to 1970 (and in }970 it lost nearly

900,000 compdred to 1966). These losses -

“have not yet been recovered. In May. 1979,

at 11,457,019, 1t was 107,000 down on Feb-
ruary 1974. And the electorate was gruwmg

~in this peripd.
" Now I think we can expect a reversal of

the trend, certainly in voting terms and quite
probably in membership. Admittedly, there
is not a great deal of hard evidence yetapart
from the Merseyside demonstration, but
what there is points that way.

It 15 not simply the impact of Thatcher,
mass. unemployment, cuts and so on, After
all, unemployment more than doubled to

reach 1,500,000 under Callaghan. It is the.

combination of Thatcher and the downturn
in the level of direct industrial. action,

At the risk of oversimplification we can
say that in the 1970-74 period workers {or
many groups of workers at any rate) had
confidence in their own ability to beat off
Heath’s attacks—hence the tremendous
strike wave, the Tory Industrial Relations
Act and all the rest,

Now, in the face of deepening slump and

with the whole h:ritage‘ of the social con-

tract and its effects on working class sﬂhdar-
ity,-that confidence is lacking..

- We hﬂvc the paradux that a fowering of
working class confidence and self-activity is
producing a certain politicisation from
which the Labour Party benefits. People

have to have some hope and the very lack of
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. self-confidence tends to overcome some of
the proféund cymcism towards the Labour

Party: produced by the Wilson-Callaghan
government between 1974 and 1979,

Bob Wright made the point in the kist
issue ot Socialist Review that his campaign
against fuuffy was as well organised as any
of those that had led to left victories in the
AUEW:in the past. Nevertheless, Duffy won -
hands down. That is a measure of the forces
that are pushing workers towards  the
Labour: Party, in spite of all recent expen-
ence of Labour governments. But whether
these will résult in-any really powerful left
current idside the Labour Party is another
matter. It depends on other factors.

Foot and especially Benn received rapiuous.
applause in Liverpool. Has the party really..
moved tq the left?

Undoubtedly. And ‘the . most 1mpurlanl

* thing about it, from our point of view, is the

br:akduwn of - the Labour-Tory political
consensus (with the Tories always edging -
nghtwaln:lls_} of the 1974-79 period.

For vears and years the Labour Party—
the Labour government—arguoed the capi-.
talist case; more productivity, wage conirol,
againgt ‘unofficial’ strikes and even official
ones, wiiemployment is inevitable in présent
circumstances, inflation is the main enemy.
and inflation is.due mainly to wage rises, .
NATQO and the American alliance are the-
safegward’ of ‘peace and 50 on and so forth.

In opposition, and under the impact of”
the stiasmp, much of this reactionary clapirap
is being cast aside .Denis Healey too, made.
an aggressive anti- Tory speech at Liverpool..

Good, never mind that for the moment,
the question of their sincerity or otherwise.
The impuﬁant- thing is thas they now argue
that- mass unémployment 15 nof inevitable,
that there is dn alternative to Thatcher's
reactionary 'policies, This makes it very
‘mucheasier for us to argue the socialist case
to muth larger numbers of warkers.

We-are no longer a small minority but.
part of a much bigger anti-Tory movemerit..

. Of ¢ourse, 1t would be very loolish to
believe that the Labour Party has undergone
any great political transformation. It has
not. What we are seeing is & revulsion

" against the conservative policics of the last

Labdur government. Last t_irne__mund {1970

74) a similar revulsion against the experi-
ence of the 1964-70 Labour government led
to the adoption of Labour's Programme {973
which the Bennite theoretician Stuart Hol-

tand says he wrote—and there is no reason.

to disbelieve him. The Labour Party then
officially accepted the Bennite programme.

- The next year it was in office and we all

know what happened.

True, there are significant differences this
time. The economic crisis is much more
severe. . The Labour: lefts have gamed a
serious arganisational success—re-selection
of MPs (even if it is watered down a bit) and
some of the extreme right wing of the PLP
look like peeling off soon (or being peeled
off).

In splte of cht 5 effﬂrts to unite the party

‘around a leftish rhetoric with hittle specific

content it 18 entirely possible that the
Labour left can push the party further lefi-
wards. But we should be clear what this

means. It would be a leftism in the stricdy
- reformist tradltmn '

Moreover the serious right-wing is not
going to split. Denis Healey and his friends
are staying on and preparing for the future.
Above all, remember Terry Duffy and all he
stands for. He is more important than all the
gang of three and their friends put together.
The Labour Party is not going to change
very much while the right wing is dominant

_.in the union bureaucracies, even 1if the rhe-

toric 1§ more radical.

It is said that the change in the mood of the

Lahour Party offers golden oppertonities to

revolutionary suciallsts who join it. What do
you think?

Of course the change of mood offers us
opportunities, but enfy if we preserve aclear
pohitical-identity ouiside the Labour Party.
But since there has been a marked drift of

ex-revolutionaries (and some who believe

they are still revolutionaries) into the
Labour Party it is as well 10 re-examine
some of the entrist arguments,

Lenin’s advice to the British CP in 19201
often pressed into service to justify entrism,
He urged the CP to affifiate to the Labour
Pariy {(or to, fight for affiliation}, ret 10
dissolve its own organisation. He did not

- entertain for one moment the view that the
. Labour Party could be won to a revolutio-

| that:
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nary position. In the very speech so often
quoted 10 suppott entrism he says:

‘... The Labour Party is a thoroughly
‘bourgeois party, because, although made
up of workers, it is led by reactioparies,
and the worst kind of reactionaries at
that, who act quité in the spirit of the
bourgeoisie, It is an organisation of the
bourgeoisie which exists systematically
to dupe the workers with the aid of the
British Noskes and Scheidemanns (The
murderers of the German revolution,
EIH]

. His ui'zgse was that the Labour Party—then
growing fast in the aftermath of the first
world war—was an agrenag in which to fight

~ the reformists for the political souls of the

larger numbers of newly politicised workers
then forming it.
He stressed the polnt, true at that time,

‘It 15 not at all a party in the ordinary
sense of the word, It is made up of mem--
bers. of all trade unions .., and allows
sufficient freedom to alt affiliated politi-
cal partics ... The Labour Party has let
the Bnitish Socialist Party into its ranks,
permitting it to have its own press organs
i which the members of the seli-same

~ Labour Party can freely and openly dec-
“tare that leaders of the party are social-
traitors.’

And of course, he expected the CP to be
expelled. ‘Let the Thomases and other
social-traitors, whom you have called by
that name, expel you. That will have an
excelient effect on the miasses of the British
workers.” :

In short, he gave his advice in particular
circumstances which no longer exist, In the
successful struggle to keep out the CP in the
twenties {for the CP followed Lenin's
advice) the Labour Party became a, party ‘in
the ordinary sense of the word’: the indepen-
dent affihiated parties (ie the BSP and the
ILP) no longer exist, the LP organisation on

~ the ground have replaced them and the

experience of Labour in office has pro-
foundly altered working class
CONSCIOUSNESS,

Naturally, formal organisational conside-
rations would not be decisive if there really
were tens. of thousands of newly awakened
workers strugghing towards socialist 1deas
inside the Labour Party wards.

But there are not. The Bennite left, plusits
Trotskyoid entrist periphery, has just held
its annual meeting. According 1o Socialist
Worker the officially reported membership
of this Labour Cﬂnrdmalmg Commuiitee has
dropped from 800 early in 1980 to 640 now!
This does not mean that there is no substan-
tial Bennite left. It does mean that itis not be
found {or is not active) in real strength in the
Labeur Party membership organisations. Ii
has to be sought elsewhere.
So what should be the wresponseé of
revolutionaries?

Look at the contrast between the massive
turn-out at the Merseyside demonstration




and the extremely feeble turn-out for the
L.CC conference (well under 200). The wor-

kers influenced by left reformist ideas came

in force to the first and ignored the second,

Qur central political task now is to relate
to the sort of people who came to Liverpool,
first of all 1n gctivity, second by political
argument.

- We have 1o seek out every possible oppor-
tunity for united action with them, whether
i be at a local or national level, within a
specific union or across the board.

Whenever they take an initiative—the
Glasgow demonstration on 21st February
for example— we must back it to the hilt,
working loyally to make it as big and suc-
cessful as possible bur maintaining a clear
and firm SWP political presence.

We cannot leave it at that though. We
have tc draw Labour people into the sup-
port of specific disputes —and they continue
through the downturn. We could probably
have done this more than we did around
Gardners, We must do maore 1n future strug-

gles. And the pick-up (at long last) of *offi- .

cial' movements against unemployment
(e.g. the Liverpool te London march) does
not mean that the Right to Work Cam-
" paign’s less necessary. On the contrary, it
must be broadened as much as possible in
order to keep up the momentum of the
agitation,

Any chance of bringing Thaicher down in
the next year or two depends on the direct
action of important groups of workers, That
is how Heath was brought down. That is
where we have to try to direct the efforts of
anti-Tory activists. |

This united front appreach is not a trick
or a clever manoeuvre, We genuinely and
wholeheartedly believe in the aim of creat-
INg a great anti-Tory movement—that is
what Foot says he wants. At the same timie
we are convinced that for the working class
struggle 1o lead 1o worket’s power, a revolu-
tionary party with massive roots in the
working class is indispensible. We say this
openly and straightforwardly. We have the
great advantage over the entrists of being
able to tell the truth openly at all times.

At the same time we do not make ultima-
tums, we don’t contrast building the party
with the day to day struggle or building an
anti-Tory movement. We aim to build the
SWP. through these things, left reformist
workers believe that there i1s an easier road,
that the Labour Party can be made todo the
job. Very well, the test is always in practice.
Joint activity, joint work to revive the work-
ing class movement is essential. We can all
agree on that. And we must combine it with
fraternal discussion and, to repeat, for that
the independent SWP presence is essential,

leence against women:

However we dress
wherever we go ..

Several weeks before Christmias a survey of

cinemas found that 80 per cent of all films
showing in central London had a similar
theme. They all showed women as helpless
victims, whose sole reason for existing was
to be terrified and humiliated. They were
films like Dressed ro Kill, When a Stranger
Calis, He Knows You're Alone.

The survey was made soon after Jacque-
line Hill was murdered by the Yorkshire
Ripper in Leeds last November, The media
reacted 1o the Ripper’s 13th killing with
cutrage. They stressed that she was *decent’,
‘anitce girl,” out at a ‘respectable hour’. They
assured the public that the police were doing
everything possible to catch the Ripper, and
they implied that when he was caught, the
problem of violent attacks on women wnuld
RO away.

The women's movement reacted to the
death of Jacqueline Hill with real anger, real
- outrage. Demonstrations were organised at
short notice in Leeds and Manchester. Spray
painted slogans began to appear on the walls
up and down the country: Women Say No 1o
Male Violence; However We Dress, Where-
ver We Go, Yes Means Yes And No Means
No; and {the contentious) Curfew on Men.

Red paint was thrown at & cinema screen

showing Dressed To Kill. The media respon-
ded by accusing these angry women of

‘countering violence with violence' and

branded them ‘hysterical’.

The women's movement has always cam-
paigned against sexual violence, sometimes
armed with radical and divisive slogans. But

since Jacqueline Hill’s death the issue hasn®t -

only been confined to feminists; women eve-
rywhere have been making the connection
between the Ripper and their fear of walking
home after dark or being hit by their
husbands/boyfriend/lover,

The Ripper case is not the be-all and end-

all of violence against women, as the police
and the media would have us believe, Hun-
dreds of women are attacked every day.
Twenty-five per cent of all reported violent

the myths that the Ripper has perpetuated is

crimes are attacks on women by men. Oneof
that violence on women takes place on the

. Streets, after dark, by a complete stranger;
hence the police advice tostay athomeorgo

only with the protection of a man. Qver

three quarters of reported rapes happen .

indoors, and the majority of rapists are
known to the women they attack.

Large numbers of women attended the
demonstrations in Leeds, Manchester and.

SE London, but the marches were not with-
out arguments over slogans and tactics. The
media characteristically emphasised the

- most controversial slogan—Curfew On

Men-——in the reports, |
- The demand for a curfew on men is under-
standable but wrong. It arose as a response

to police advice to women (0 stay at home

atter dark—even though the Ripper is a
man. And a curfew on women going out
alone has effectively existed in Yorkshire,
while elsewhere many women will stay in
unless they are sure of a lift home or owna
car.

But to argue seriously for a curfew on men

is absurd. One of the dangers of the Ripper
hunt has been of the police using it as an
excuse to harass people and to gain informa-
tion which can be stored on computer. Stop-
ping people in the street and demanding to
know who they are, where they are going,
with whom they associate, etc, is clearly an
infringement on basic liberties. Imagine
what 1t would mean for black people, for
example, .

But apart from the practical implications,

of demanding a curfew on men, the ideas
behind the slogan are dangerous, The slogan
assumes that all men are the enemy, or else
all men should be punished for the actions of
a few. Shouting ‘Curfew on Men' isn"tso far
removed from shouting ‘Off with their
rocks’,

rapists, Now this i1s only true, in the sense
that almost all men have the ability to sub-
due and rape women. By arguing along
those lines women- are playing nto the
hands of the protaganists of “divide and
rule’; and are making no serious attempt to
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build for a future where women can walk the
streets without fear. .
But.until we get to thar future women will
have to rely on self-defence measures to pro-
tect themselves. The arguments most com-
monly . used against self-defence are ones
such as *It’s not much good being a black-belt
in karate if you're hit on the head from
behind® or ‘A knife may be used against
you.' The effectiveness of any particular
form of self defence depends on the-situa-
tion; but the overriding effect of carrying
aerosol cans or knives or of being nifty at
blows to the back uf the neck is greater
confidence.
~ The biggest shortcoming of thﬂ_ response

of the women’s movement is the failure to
relate violence against women to the eco-
nomic recession as well as to the ideological
image of women. The temptation is to put it
all down to misogyny.

As more and more people join the dole
queues, il’s known that there is a marked
increase in domestic violence—anger and
frustration that 15 most easily expressed by
hitting someone near to you, Al the same
time public spending cuts are making street
atlacks on womcn easier. Suburban public
transport services are disappearing fast, late
night buses are becoming rare sights. Street
lighting in London is now dimmed late at
nmight, and Manchester council are consider-

ing turning street lights off after ! lpm as an |
economy. The TECESSION MEans more
women are working twilight shifts—going
to and coming back from work in hours of
darkness. These factors don't causec violent
attacks, but they increase vulnerability,
By placing the issue of viclence against
women within a broader context of eco-
nomic recession, as well as discussing wom-
en’s images and women's oppression, i
should be possible to redirect the anger:
away from men as oppressors and towards
this society as the oppressor, and-to turn the
anger into the action needed for an
alternative,
Harriet Sherwood

British industry 1s not standing up welt 10
the rigours of monetarnism and a deepening
world slump. - Manulacturing output 1s
already down to the level of 1968, and is still
dropping. By comparison with most of the
posiwar pericd, when just a slowdown in the
rate of growth was called a recession, that is
astonishing,

The ITEM group have predicted {Guard-

fan October 13) a fall in total output of 9 per

cent, and of manufacturing alone of 16!, per
cent for 1979-82. (Comparable figures in
1929-32, worst years of the ‘Cireat Depres-
sion’ were only 7 per cent and {{ per cent
respectively.) With a fall in manufacruring
of 1¢ per cent in 1980 alone that could be
optimistic, The latest OECD report expects
another fall of 10 per cent-in 1981, with
unemployment reaching 3 milhon by [982.

It 15 a mistake to blame all this on just the
Tories. All crises work unevenly, hitting the
lcast efficiont bits of the system most sever-
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- The economy

British capitalism
Z= on the rocks

ely. With its poor investment record, and
productivity levels on average half that of its
rmajor compeiitors, British Capitalism has
long been especially vulnerable to any world
slump. -At the end ot 1979 manufacturing
firms were In 4 very precarious state, sutfer-
ing a record financial deficit (largely money
owed to the banks). A slight push from nis-
ing interest rates was sufficient 1o send the
economy spiralling downwards,

Here, therefore, as in the US, the moneta-
rist squecze simply helped to precipitale a
slhide which starled earlier and will go decper
than elsewhere. North Sca Oil makes the
figures look better but 1s adding to the prob-
lems. With prices set at world levels, the
immediate benefits have gone to the oil com-
panies whose profits are now running at
about 40 per cent of the total. At the same
time the attractions ot an o1l currency and
high interest rates have drawn in large sums
of hot moeney from the world financial mar-

THE PERCENTAGE OF THE LABOUR FORCE
UNEMPLOYED IN GREAT BRITAIN
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kets. The consequent rise n sterling has
made exporils more expensive and imports
cheaper.

One estimate {Financial Times 71/11/80)1s
that the competitivéness of British goods
has worsened by at least 22 per cent this
year. The lag in export orders means that is
only now begmning to hit Brinsh industry
very hard indeed.

Industries in trouble
Textiles, shipbuilding, steel, Leyland and
Talbot—those parts of Bnitish capitaiism
with chronic structural weaknesses have
—accelerated their decline. Textiles 15 a good
example of where 1 decade of rationalisa-
tion and a loss of 220.00Q jobs have not
sufficed. The threat is no longer trom the
sweatshops of South East Asia, whose
exports have been kept under firm
European-wide contrel by the Mulu-Fibre
Agreement. Instead it is coming from the US
which has rationalised even more success-
fully, and from the swcatshops of Iialy
inside the EEC itself. Courtaulds, for exam-
ple, has scen its profits for the first half of the
financial yvear drop from £30.2 million to
£2.8 million, and has sacked 25,000 workers
{25 per cent of the total).

As tor the state-owned British Steel and
Levland, they're just going to go on losing
moncy, whatever the likes of Edwardes and
MacGregor do. British Steel's output s
down to less than hall that of ayear ago. To
be profitable even the much-vaunted Metro
has to meelt impossible sales targets, In
Europe as well as Britain, at a iume of talling
overall demand. Keeping them alive 15 just
worsening the problems of world overca-
pacity in both industries. Letang them go
will have an borrendous impact on the rest
of British industry as well.

What is notable about this slump, howe-
ver, is the way it has hit the supposedly
strong and hecalthy sectors of Briush indus-
trv. In chemicals 1CH declared its first ever
toss in the third guarter of this year, In
computers, CL, supposedly thnving afier
vears of government support, has just
announced a 47 per centdropin profits. The
motor components induostry has long had a
large export surplus, but has been hit by the
steady decline of the British - based motor
industry as a whole (down from 1.9 million

. carsa yearin 1972 1o an estimated 800,000 in

19%0).
Firms in the componcnis sector such as
GKN, l.ucas and Dunlop are now making
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almost all their profits on the basis of their

- averseas operations. Having steadily shifted

the bulk of their new investment abroad
t"hey. ar€ in no danger of collapse, although
Dunlop was in severe trouble last year. The
effect on the West Midlands, however, has
been devastating with unemployment rising
more rapidly there than anywhere else in
Britain. : : _

. There are a few exceptions to this sorry
tale. Firms in defence and aeronaytics-
related industries such as Plessey and
Hawker-Siddeley. have been domg well
GEC has also seen its profits rise, but this is
largely because it put its massive £600m cash
surplus into the financial markets rather
than risk expanding productive capacity.
The one place it s investing is in the US
where the falling dollar has made assets
cheap.

The GEC f:xamp]e sugge:sts a general pat-
tern. While stock market prices have remai-
ned high, manufacturing firms have found it
very difficult to issue new shares. The banks
have done well but at the expense of the
firms they have been lending to. Insurance

companies and pension funds have plenty of .

money but will do anything rather than put
it into most of British industry and risk los-
ing it. Since the hifting of exchange controls
in 1979 they've sent £1% billion out of the
gountry. It begins to seem as though most of
the Brntish ruling-class are taking their
money and abandoning a sinking ship.

As the discontent at the last CBI confe-
rence, and the growing restiveness among
the Tory ‘wets’ should indicate, matters are
not so simple. Capitalists don't write off
existing assets just like that. They want to
s¢e their profits restored, and that’s what
monetarism 1s supposed to provide,

The dilemrmas of monetarism

In one respect the Tories are clearly succeed-
ing. It is the working-class that1s bearing the
brunt of the crisis, Wage settlements of 8 per
cent or less with inflation staying well into
double figures will certainly help ease the
squeeze on profits. Unemplﬂymf.:nt is also
sapping shopfloor resistance to speed-ups,
the erosion of trade-union organisanon, the
introduction of new technology and further
job loss. The loudest cries at the CBI confe-
rence were lor matching cuts in pubhic-
sector wages and welfare spending, The
government soon responded to this appeal
with the six per cent limit. But it 1s a com-
mon mistake on the left to conclude from
this that monetarism could work—that Brit-
ish capitalism could recover at the expense
of British workers.

In fact ‘monetarism’is caught in an inso-
luble dilemma. Cutting through the rhetoric
and the techmcaliies, monetansm is the
crude idea that left to its own devices (except
when the unions get uppity) the market can
work.That means allowing, even encourag-
ing, the slump to develop. The aim is not just
to hit wages but also, and crucially, to elimi-
nate the weak and mefficient sectors and
firms, leaving space and resources for those
that remain.

The problem, especially in an economy
like Britain's which by world standards is
overwhelmingly weak and ineéfficient, 15 that

the scale of the slump required to clean out
the system can be enormous, [t can also get
out of hand. As wages fall and unemploy-
ment rises so consumer demand gets squee-
zed further. Even if wage cuts help profits
firms are not going to expand production,
Investment will be concentrated, as it is
now, on simply replacing workers by new
equipment, pushing unemplu}rment up even
further.

In practice the Tories have gone on pmp—
ping up the lame ducks for fear of the conse-
quences. For all the closures and
redundancies, money is still being pumped
int¢o Leyland and British Steel. Nor has the
monetary squeeze been that severe by
Milton Friedman standards. The proclai-
med monetary targets have been vastly

exceeded. Bank lendings to firms in trouble

went on rising in 1980 regardless of interest
rates. The public sector deficit {which the
government has to borrow from the banks
to cover, thereby also expanding the money
supply) has also risen with falling tax-
revenues and increased spending on defence

and social secunty. Yet a further tightening
could only have meant an even more catas- -

trophic slump.

Attacked by the City for being toe soft, by
the CBI for being too harsh, and by all and
sundry for being incompetent, the Tories are
now desperately looking for cuts which wall
not hit the private sector directly, That can
only mean a further asszult on education
and services, public sector jobs and social
security benefits. With North Sea oil reve-
nues beginning to flow they’ll be able to cut
taxes on companies and the rich even more.,
But that won’'t get to the roots of the prob-

CBI conference 1980 . | ’-;

lem nf British mduslrj,' al.’ nﬁ
The prospects for the wnrld‘ Ecnnum'y

. over the next few yéars are of continued

stagflation, with short booms and lengthy
slumps. For the British economy, as one of
the weak bits of the system, prospects are
dire. Recent commentaries have suggested
that the slump might be bottoming out. Yet
the impact of the sterling rise on eXports is
only just beginning to be felt, capital invest-
ment is still falling, and much of the world
economy including West Germany and
Japan is only now entering into recession.
There are grim but exciting times ahead.
Pete Green
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" .pro-Western,
“‘administration—and preached the same

Uganda

As politicﬁl comebacks gn,-Miltuh Obote’s

was a smart one—messy but smart. The first.

¢iection in i8 years, marred by thuggery and
cheating (Lo say the least) produced a thump-
ing majority for Obot¢’s Uganda. Peoples
Congress (UPC) with.the nght wing Demo-
_cratic Party {DP)-and the smaller national-
_1st, Bganda Patiotic Movement (UPM) left
standmg by ihe wayside. Oboté became the
ﬁrst Afritan lexdér to be toppled.in a coup
am:l then restms&d to pnwer n an election.
Bm i‘t was nn giﬂ:tmn notabout issues but

cn’lumai:sm, The: Biitish left a smali bt
grmmng Aftican 3 wddl: class, in an exter-
‘nally ariented economy, committed to the
extension of its commercial activitics for
which it needs the support of political par-

~- - ties, civil servants and the army.

Political alliances are formed within it (in
many cases on ethnic bases) to control the
levers of the staté machinery and to share
political/economic patronage. In the period
from md:pl:ndtncc in 1962 10'the coup by
“Amin in 1971 pepsonalities dominated
' -Ugdtvdan politics. I the recent election both
the main parties promised similar things—a
mixed-¢economy

theme about rcmncihatmn and national

- rcmnstructmn

‘In such a folitical atmosphere p-Dhtu:lans
become ruthless and determined to win,
Pnnclples go out of the window. The UPC
" won because it was more efficient in its orga-
nisation than the DP and had the govern-
ment media, the army, the militia and the
civil servants on its side.”
" The British media make 3 great play of
Otote's past ‘radicalism’, But his record
shows anything but that. -Milton Obote
became prime minister when the country
gained independernice from Britain in 1962.
He soon became embroiled'in a dispute with
the head of state, the Kabaka (King) of

"~ Buganda. In 1966 Obote suspended the con-

15 and that was a legacy of .

Obote Mark Ii

stitution, abolished the Buganda state and
the other monarchies and took all power
with the help of his army chief General 1di
Amin, He proclaimed himself head of state
the following Apnl, banned political parties

and ordered arbitrary arrests, In the process -

he got rid of the left in his own party.

- . Jn 1969 in a_move to regain popularity he

announced a ‘move to the left’ and the
“Cominon Man's Charter’. The substance of

~ the plan was to nationalise all the import- -

export trade and take a 60 per cent owner-
ship in manufacturing industries. In spite of

‘the rhetoric used these nationalisations were

really an attempt by the state to enter into
partihership with multinationals. In fact,
some companies (including the Madhvani
Croup, the biggest Indian commercial
group in East’ Africa) had offered partner-
ship on a 50-50 basis. For them “nationalisa-
tions’ meant an injection of state funds in
the form of compensation, andstate support
for their enterprises. Their only ‘loss® was
offering directorships 1o Africans.’

In the same ‘move 1o the teft”, *Ugandani-
sation’, meant almost all of Tanzanian and
Kenyan workers, about 10 per cent of the
urban workforce, were expelled from
Uganda. And the right to sinke was
withdrawn—the reason being that now
Ugandans were tn on the decision making

they didn't need to strike. But his ‘move to

the left” and his vocal opposition to the Brit-
ish arms sales to South Africa led 1o the
Heath government getting rid of Obote. A
réeplacement was found 1 [di Amin.

Picking ap the pieces | |
Now, nearly ten years later, his party
managers say Obote i1s a chastened man.

‘There won't be any excesses and nothing

resembling a ‘common man’s charter’. Any-
way he hasn’t got a choice any more. There
15 very little 1o nationalise after Amin’s trail.
of destruction.

- Another legacy of colonialism was the
enforced creation of a peasant-based, cash-
crop economy designed quite specifically to
service British needs. Coffee, tea and cotton
employ the moest people and are a major
foreign exchange carner. The country’s agri-
cultural production rose at a commendable

- rate seon after independence. However,

after nine years of Amin, coffee production
dropped from 251,000 tonnes in 1969 to
120,000 tonnes 1in 1978, Cotton sudfered the
same tate: with production falling from the
1970 cutput of 76,000 tonnes to 15,000 ton-
nes by 1978. Needless to say except during

the coftee price boom ol 1976-77, export -

revenue declined accordingly.

Twenty months atter Kampala was libe-
rated, such basic commodities as salt, sugar,
rice, flour, covking 01l and soap are still not
generally availlable. The black market flou-
rishes and prices keep rising. A bunch of

matoke—plantain bananas, enough to last a

L

family for about four days, cost 80 shillinﬁ' i ]
in November 1979, 200 shillings last March
and 250 shillings today. Most workers earn )

under 1000 shullings a month. Meanwhilea -
few businessmen involtved in the black mar-

ket and the exchange market have become
rich overmght. _ _

To revitalise abandoned cotton ginneries,

wrecked sugar estates and overgrown tea
plantations, Obote has gone looking for new
capital. The Commonwealth Secretariat
and World Bank, who would give the green
light to 'm1d” donors, have been making con-
ditions of the orthodox kind: devaluation
and the creation of a favourable climate for
foreign .investment. Investors are being
sought, and ~participation packages arc
being offered to the former owners of enter-
prises seized by Amin., The two big Asian
families, Mehtha and Madhavani, have pro-
mised to rebuild their empires as 49 percent

- shareholders with the government. The Brit-
.1sh firm Mitchell Cotts which p.w'_r;ﬂd half the

tea ¢states in Uganda has been given the
right to start its operations again without
bringing n new capital.

Until now the ‘aid’ donors have refused to
move 1n unttl political stability has been
achieved. This Obote is likely. 1o provide.
The opposition DP is already bickering and
some of 11s members are likely. to join the
UPC as happened in the 60s. |

Perhaps the only good news in the politi-

. cal situation since Amin’s come-uppance

has been the formation of the Uganda
Patriotic Movement—a loose front of left
academics and trade unionists and former stu-

- dent leaders. It has campaigned-extensively

against the sterile politicking of the establi-
shed parties, against corruption and against
the type of politics based on religious or
ethnic difference.

It is led by Yoweri Museveni, who trained
with Frelimo when they were fighting the
Portuguese in Mozambique, His group
Front lor National Salvation lauached guer-
rilla attacks on Amin as early as 1972 from
bases in Tanzania. Moseveni's thinking can
be summarised as follows: *We shall have a
mixed economy. We will encourage the
African middle class, the nationalist ele-
ments, the national capitalist types, those

- who set up enterprises which are national-

ornienied and we shall discourage the com-
prador types, like the commission agents.
The middle class can be supplemented by
some state control in certain areas like the
financial instutions, insurance, certain big
mdustries’. :

Hardly original. Various forms of the
above has been tried in Tanzania and else-
where with little success.

Museveni has been lately under criticism
from socialists within the UPM. As vice- -
president of the Military Commission, the
administration in power before Obote’s vic-
tory, he has not found that life in the corrid-
ors of power has brought him any infiuence
on important national decisions, His party’s
election tailure is likely to increase critics of
his leadership, who argue in a pamphlet for
the UPM 1o return to the grassroots and to
build from the factories and the estates, A
breath of fresh air at last.

Bipin Patel
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Brezhnev's headache

An absolutely solid response (o the call to
refuse to work Saturdays. The first use of
police—fully equipped, with gas masks—to

. reak workers™ occupations of public build-

inpgs. Threats of protest strikes in the South
East of the country. Press attacks on the pea-
sant branch of Solidarity. The ‘Christmas
truce’ in Poland didn’t last long. What are the
rulers of Poland—and Russia—going to do
now?!

Hardly was the Christriras break over than
there were reports of new strikes in South-
East Poland. Six months after the move-
ment began last July, the power of the
workers’ new orgamsations is still the big-
gest headache the rulers of Poland-—or of
Russia—can remember having.

The scale of the problem facing the Rus-
sians can be seen if you ask a simple ques-
tion; Why have they not intervened
militarily yet?

They went into Czechoslovakia in 1968
when faced with political and social unrest
far less deep seated than that in Poland
today. In Prague, it is true, the intellectuals
and the students were questioming the one-
party state and were beginning to influence
many workers. But the ‘reform movement’
was still very much under the influence of
Communist Party leaders who deplored
‘anarchy’ and pledged loyalty to Moscow.
The official unions remained intact, even if
some bureaucrats were being replaced. The
intellectuals' document 2000 Words that so
infuriated the Kremlin did not actually
organise strikes, it only suggested token
work stoppages might be necessary.

The Polish movement-is completely inde-
pendent of all sections of the regime. The
official unions have been displaced by new
structures based, usually, upon reguilar

meetings of delegates from the workplaces.
Strikes take place all the time. The last
attempt by the regime to limit the freedom

of the Solidarity union—the attempt by the

court to deny its legal registration until it
changed its rules—ended with the regime

. having to vse a higher courtin order to cover

a humihating ¢limb down.
Indeed, Kania is finding that the only way

to avoid defeat when Solidanty pushes its -

demands is 1o pretend that his goals are the
same as the union’s,

The result has been consternation in Mos-
cow. The Russian, Czech and East German
press again and again bemoan the ‘anti-
socialist’ forces at work in Poland and espe-
cially in Solidarity—the same tone as before
the entry into Prague in 1968. Indeed, only
once before have the Russians faced a move-
ment comparable to the Polish one today.
That was in Hungary in Qctober 1956,

The Kremlin’s fears

Events are unfolding more slowly now
than they did then. But the direction is the
same. Seasoned bureaucrats are having to
make so many concessions to pgive the

appearance of being in control of things as

to threaten all the structures by which
they’ve got their way in the past. As the
structures are weakened, so other groups
like writers and journalists are beginning to
assert their independence from the regime,
thus making any eventuwal reassertion of
bureaucratic power more difficult.

If the Russians have not invaded, 1t is not
because they believe any claims from Kania
that things are well pnder control. It is
because they are frightened of intervening as-
yet, :
They are frightened, in the first place, of

the resistance the Polish workers may put

| up. Poland is a much larger cuunfrg than

Hungary or Czechoslovakia, and its people
have a tradition of armed resistance to
foreign domination. What is more, the
country is strategically well placed to mount
such resistance. The Russians do not want a -

~ repeat of Budapest 56 in a country with five

times the pnpit_lat_iun anda much larger and
more sophisticated working class, straddied
right across Moscow’s communication lines
with its forces in East Germany and the
supply lines for its high technology imports
from West Germany. They remember that
the Warsaw uprising of 1944 held out
‘against Hitler’s empire for 63 days and they

don't want to face similar resistance,

Pressure from below |

They are aware, too, that the crisis
throughout their bloc is much more serious
than in 1968 and even than in 1956, Last
year all the Eastern European countries
experienced their lowest growth, rates since

~ the war, and in a few cases there were nega-

tive growth .rates, real recessions. The
various regimes have announced ‘plans’ for
the next five years that involve at best stag-
“nating real living standards, at worst cuts in
real wages. People are grumbtling not only in
Warsaw, but in Budapest and Prague, Sofia
and Mostow. The Russians recall onlyitoo
well the strikes in their own huge auto fagto- -
ries at Topliattigrad, Gorki and Karma
River last summer. There have been strikes
and demonstrations since in Estonia and
reports of discontent among tens of thou-
sands of Czech miners close to the Polish

" border.

The Russians are in a dilemma. As niews

filters through to workers in the rest of the =

bloc of what Solidarity has won in Poland,
the pressure is going to grow for similar
organisations. But if the Russians move into
Poland and do face massive resistance, the -
cost to themselves can be such as to provoke
even more explosive disturbances behind
thewr lines.

9
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’I‘hat is why at the time uf wmmg thcy
have not moved. Instead, they have allowed
Kania a free hand to iry a different strategy.
It 15 one that relies on the threar of Russian
itvasioh ofi the
un co-opting the Catholic church and a sec-
tmn of the Sﬂhdanty l:adcrshlp at the same
time as scraping around in order to get

enough’ resources together to alleviate lhe _

worst food shnrtages

“The strategy 5 not a new one. It was, fur
instance, the one used by the former fascists
who ran Spdin to avoid a Portugnkse-style
explosion after Franco's . death.” They
offered a place in the political limelight to
the leaders of the main organisations of the

_ anti-fascist underground—the Communist

Party, the  Workers - Commissions; ‘the
Socialist Party, the Basque and  Catalan
nationalist parties——in return for kéeping
the workers calm. And they ensured that
rank-and-file workers were in a mood to
accept the deal by pointing to the {(exagge-

rated) danger of intervention by the.

::Elreme-ngh{ controlled | army

}

Preaching conciliation
in Poland the Catholic church espccmlly
has shown' itself willing 10 deal! with ihe

regime. In return for increased cecognition

for itself, it has begun preaching conciliation
between the authorities and the mass move-
ment. Early in December, as Moscow step-
ped up its pressure, the Polish bishops issued
a statement condemning ‘actions. which
might expose the homeland to the danger of

losing independence’. A church spokesman

spelt ont that the statement was aimed spe-
cifically .at the léading dissident group,
KOR, and the anti-Russian Confederation

- for an.Independent Poland (Guardian, 13
December). Cardinal Wyszynski ‘appealed
fof restraint and social peace’. Prayersalong -

thése lines were said in every church in the

- country (Guardian 15 Dctembcr)

. Shortly afteewards, a seglign of the Salu-
a;*xy leadership repeated th sdnie nwwggt
T}w best known leader. Lech: Wnlﬂﬂa told
réporters, *Society wants order ﬁghi BOW.

We hnv: to lcarn o nnguttate mther than '

stl:'tke
when the mrnmcnt arr:st:d some

| Cgthullc nationalist oppositionists, Solidsr-

itiktook no real action, altheugh it formed a
sab—cummlttﬂe in suppott of the prisotiers.

d when the cotirts deferred recognitionof
th: Solidarity peasants’ union, the industrial
Idgdership took no immediate : national

a '_':‘ﬂn——althﬂugh waorkers _in the South-East

pok token sirike action,’
iﬁuch calls for sn-clai peﬂce are very dan-
f,mus Solidarity has ‘gained its present
}&ngth because it has channelled behind it
dethe frustrations’ that ‘have grown up
er state capltaltsl rule—the résentments
‘millions of peoplé at economic hardship,
: :reaucratic bullying, continual speed-up,
petty corruption. I -t tells those bearing
such resentments to keep quict. it is weaken-
ing its own biase and prepating the ground
for Kanwt or the Ru%mni 1O move In e
destroy the movement ut-a 'later stage. It is

making the same mlst_ake that the Dubceki-
14

_one hand, and on the other .

themselves the bureaucratic ‘normalisation’
that Brezhnev wanted.
- Yet the chances of Kania’s strategy suc-

- ceeding are not very great. In the case of

Spain the transition to ‘democratic’ rule

 took place while the economy was still pros-

pering, and the ‘sacrifices’ demanded of the

workers was. not very great. Perhaps mare

impoitantly, the social peace was enforced
by a bureaucratised party, the Spanish

Commuunst Party, with tens of thousands of

dedicated, - disciplined, followers and
immense prestige after nearly 40 years of
underground struggle. Selidarity 1s not (yet
at least) that sort of bureaucratised, disci-
plined body, Iis leaders were unknown wor-
kers six - months ago and cannot cut
themselves off from the rank and file that
quickly, even if they want to. Although they

“bend one way under the pressure of the Rus-

siars, Kania and the church, they bend the
other. under the pressure of anger from
below..

" At the same time, the orgamnisation of eco:
nomic aid 15 not going as well as Kania
would wish. The West Europeans want to
help him out-—both because they are afraxd
an upheaval in Poland would damage their
growing trade with the Eastern bloc and
because their bankers want to get back the
money they've already lent. But the Rus-
sians are distrustful of any greater depen-
dence of Poland on the West. They fear that
this will begin to translate itself into political
independence from themselves, They have
been tTying to exploit the crisis so as to push
up Poland’s trade with the rest of Comecon
{currently only two thlrds of its trade with

the West).

ln 5u¢h mrchmstnnccs |t 15 hj’ nn mcans
certain even that Kanta will get the food he
needs to stop the quenes in the streets of
Warsaw turning nast}r \\"Ifh hmrt: stﬂkts
and, perhaps, riots.”

The odds are that hus nvf:rall stratf:g}r wrll
fail. There will be more uph:avals and con-
frontations. The regime will be faced agam
with the choice between dllutmg Hs own
power and nrgamsmg for r:pressmn Thc
Russians will get more and mﬂn‘: Jifh:r}f

When this point is reached the hkelthood
of Russmn mulitary intervention wlll pc very'
great indeed. The costs will be. h:gl;t to the
Russians, perhaps disaslmusly high, But
that does not mean they will nat intervene. I
only indicates that the crisis in the Eastern
bioc has reached a point where any option.
could open the door to revulutmnary
upheaval,

One fimal point. lf the Russians dmgu in,
the Americans are going to respondivery
differently 1o 1956 and 1968. They want an
excuse to escalate the Cold War stitl furthier
and to disrupt what they see-as the potential
danger of West Germany becoming too
dependent upon Russia for its supplies of
energy. Andso, although they will notmove
militarily, they will mount a huge ideologs-
cal barrage, portrayimg Russia as thﬂ g‘ﬂl-
test danger in the world, AL

It will be up to socialists to resist this
barrage by joining opposition to’ Rissian
imperialism in Poland to oppositidn fo' US
imperialism in Central America-abid else-
where, We will need to polish up the old
slogans: *Imperialisin Out, East'and West";
‘Neither Washington Nor Moscow, But
International Socialism’. :
Chris Hilnnan

v
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. EI Saluadnr
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Heagan S Inng range war

The revolutionary forces i m_ El Salvador have
siaged as national, insurrectionary offensive
as we go to press. We do not know what the

“outcome will be. What we do know, however,

is that it confronts Reagan with one of his
biggest headaches as he takes over. The revo-

Jutionary forces in Ef Salvador are inspired by .
the Sandinistas in nearby Nicaragua, but

according to most accounts, are more openly
left wing and more closely linked to the coun-
try's workers. Jill Poole and Dave Beecham
look at the background to the insarrection and
Reagan’s options.

At the beginning of November last year an
extraordinury document was circulated in
Washington. Entitled Dissent paper of Ef
Salvador and Central America, the docu-

- ment claimed to be wntten by officals -

within the Umited States State Depariment,
CIA and Department of Defence. It
opposed the majority view that the Reagan
regime-once in office should escalate Ameri-
car nvalvement in supporting the right-

wing government in El Saivadnr._ #ha_u!d
move further io isolate the Sandinistas in

- Nicaragua; and tn general should sfegfup its

opposition, both pohlittcal and m:htarj, to
any change in Central America. '_
Whether the document is genulnély whnl

© it pretends to be 15 sultin question’ whal; it

contains, however,is a snph:sucated ﬂnaly-
sis of an alternative policy, It arguea fhat the
Americans must strengthen ther. l[,cs wnh
Mexico-—as Reagan has now dnnu with
Mexican president Lopez Pﬂnlilu-—and
back reformist groups, as for examlﬂie the
Revolutionary Democratic Front { FBR} i
El Salvador (which retains cnnmdcrahle -
Christian Democrat and Social Democrat
influence despite the presence of several
revolutionary groups as well}), Thls would
put US policy in Latin America in Ime with
its major NATO partner, West Germﬂnjr
which has been diplomatically active in sup-
pﬂrtmg the opposition to the rulmg thug
regimes, And more important, it wuuld
avoid conflict with Memcu which cuntmues
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to suppurt_.th: Sandmlstas, 15 helping the
FDR (even though it subsidises the Salvado-
rean regime with oil) and has concluded a
major economic pact with Cuba.

_In place ufﬂcalatmg conflict and malitary
m\rnlvcm:nt the ‘dissent paper argues for
what it calls the Zlmhahuw: solution’, sup-

‘port for the FDR and a negotiated end to the
- aivil war in El Salvador-—as a clear indica-

tion 1o the other regimes in the'area, notably
Guateriala, that the US will not go along

~ with the mass repression, murder and tor-
" ture which have becomie endemic.
- But #°is what the dissenters reveal abouf

current ' US policy and plans that is most
important.’ It shows the considerable US
involvemient in supporting dictatorships
which ‘are carrying out a vicious policy of
repression virtually daily; it shows how the
Carter .government—--let alone the Reagan
one—ihas- believed 1in conniving with death
squads in-order to protect American capi-
tal's. €conemic interests and US political
interests, 1t shows in fact how Washington,
just as..much as Moscow, is playing .the
imperial game for much the same reasons
and mth very similar policy ﬂplmns

Bnmmg the right in El Salvador |
The document describes how the US has
intervened on‘a number of fronts to bolster
the right in El Salvador,illustrating how
closely the suuatmn there is monitored and
how the country is trcated as a virtoal col-
ony by Washmgtnn On the political and
economjc front for example, the document
dﬂ.mls US activities such as;

‘Expanding resource flow ?:.'m:l tighten-

... Ing. admuinistration of agrarian reform
programme to reduce its impact on tradi-
tional elite and to increase short term
benefits to target population ... Expand-
ing ort-term respurce”f “flow to private

En discourage. current ﬂﬂpltﬂl :xu-—"

dqs nd strengthen’ sector confidence ..
- Monitoring closely and moderating
.- latent and open differences among mem-
bers of governing Junta and the officers
cotps.’ - :

Other initiatives have come on the diplo-
matic front. The dissent paper refers partic-
ula:l:i to the Carter administration ‘closely
monitoring and feeding US and world
media coverage of the region and publicis-
ing widc{y US confidence in current process
in. El Salvador” —a process which last year
saw snmethmg like 10,000 killed, almost all
at th: ‘hands of the *security forces’.

Hdrc important, say the dissenters, is the
way in which the US has moved to streng-
thcn th: armed forces:

““Seting up supply lines and stockpil-

" ing material in cooperation with regional.

and extra-hemispheric allies, providing
| strategu: and tactical command adwvisory
N 'asmstw seeking to bring under unified
. cummand the paramnlﬂary units operat-

. ‘ing ig the country, establishing and/or.

. improving communications and coope-
_ rationamong armed forces and paramili-

tary organisations in Guatemala, El .

Salvador and Honduras .and making

. available US surveillance data pertinent
to military developments in El Salvador
to the armed forces.’

The 'document also describes how
Washington has controlled press coverage,
prepared contingency plans for military
intervention in El Salvador and Guatemala
and blockades of Cuba and Nicaragua. It
notes specificatly that the American govern-
ment must have connived at the activities of
fascist and right-wing terror. groups
throughout the Central American area;-

‘1t should be noted that US intelligence
has kept informed of the plans and.capa-

bitities of the paramilitary stnike force in

‘Guatemala. US intelligence has been in
contact with Nicaraguan €xile groups in
- Guatemala and in Miamij and it 1s aware

of theiv relationship with Cuban exile.

terrorist. groups operating in the LIS,
Charges that CIA has been promoting

and “encouraging these organizations .
_have not been suhstanlmted However,

no attempt has been made to pestrict
their mobiljty in and out of the US orto
interfere with their activites. Their
mobility and their links mlh the US—it
seems reasonabile to assume—cnuld not

.. . be maintained wuhuut the tacit consent -

. (or practical mc:::mpctencﬂ) of at least
four agencies: INS, CIA, FBI and US
" Customs.’ .

Tnughenmg The Allies . .
El Salvador has now clearly become the

~flashpoinit for American strategy in Central

America. The past few weeks have seen the
first really coordinated | 500 strornig guerrilla
advance across the Honduras border, The

. conflict between Mexico and the US over
. . attitdes ro the Salvadorean oﬂpqsltmn has
“become the most pressing public issue bet-

ween the two governments. |
Washmgtun has moyed to su‘:ngthen 1ts
position in other ways, El ‘Salvador and
Honduras patchcd up an l]-year-old dis-
pute on Dctuhe_r 30th, which dated from the
1969 “footbail” war (touched off by a match
between the two countries). The agreement
Was deslgned to strength:n the Central
'American Common Market and.the mil-

_1tary coordination between the various sta- .

tes, chlcﬂ}' Guatemala, El Salvador, Cﬂsta
Rica and l-lﬂ_ndl_u_'as

The Restraints on Reagah
From alf this it might seem as though it must

ﬂhly be a matter of minutes before the

Americans start pouring arms and men into
Central America: as those {amiliar figures,
‘US adwvisers’, have already been spotted
aiding the counter-insurgency forces. But
there are some rather important limits on
Reagan's freedom of manoeuvre even in
countties in Washington’s backyard which

* are virteal colonies. 'His team has been
blowing hot and cold. At the énd of Novem-

ber a delegation of Salvadorean business-
men went to see . Reagan's advisers 1n

-_NEITHEH WASHINGTON HOH MOSCOW -

Washington and was told that the nqw
adminigtration would provide i:ﬂl-'llbll
equipment if necessary. But m’ mu:l-
December-a Reagan Latin Ametica spacml-
ist, Jeane Kirkpatrick, remarked that the
Revolutionary Democratic Front wnuid

' probably win. The problem is that ﬂra.ry

time the Ameritans try to shore up the .
regime by injecting a ‘moderate’. Christian
Democrat, the junta lurches to the nghth
pushed by the actions of the military and a;
strong s:ml-fasmst organisation.

There is some similanty with what thq
‘Russians were trymg,m doin Afghanmaum
the I8 months leading up to the invasion:.
trying to broaden the appeal of a r:gtmn
with an ever-contracting political base. D

‘A much more fundamental constraint o
Reagan's overall strategy is the positipn:

adopted by Mexico, The Mexican ruling.
party. recognises the Salvadorean political .
and guerrilla opposition, a lot of the arms..

going to the El Salvador guerrillas come ..

threugh Mexico, and Mexico has a generous

aid programme to Nicaragua. But Mexicais |

crucial to the whole US strategy in Central
America (and indeed, to overall US strat-:!
¢gy) because of massive Mexican ail resuuri
ces now coming on sirezm. -

So it iooks as if Reagan will continue the”
Carter strategy for the time bemng, but with 4"
muoch greater investment of resources (il
support of the éxisting regimes in El Sal—h

vador and Guat:maiﬂ

The-~last word shauid perhaps,. gO m
General Pinochet in Chllﬁ, whﬂ mmmcnted

3

on Reagan s election:

‘In ,mumcnts when humamty faces. a..
.great crisis, It is a hopeful sign for all. :
. nations, like ours, that hope 1o see the,
. United States str:ngthen its h:aiicrshtpm :
wnrlu:l affairs.’ | . g

£

Spivador lnit yesr 10 demand tive pt comrades
arrasied brm_ﬁu-rdim
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The increasing crisis in:local government has
ied to renewed discussion of fighting the cuts
by means of Labour councils directly. con-

fronting the government by breaking or refus-
ing to implement the law, and defjnng the.

ruling class to de its worst. :

The .example most. frequently | quoted of
such $uccessfl defiance ‘of law and state,
alongsidé Clay -Cross- coancil in the early
1970’s, is that of the old Poplar borough coun-
cil in 1919-1925, They did break the law, they
marched gladly to prison, and they won at
least a few very important victories. Up until

recently, *Poplarism’, like the Taff Vale Jud-

gement, was part of the mythology of thé

labour mnvement. much referred to but little

‘studied. An excellent bogk by Noreen Branson

(Papfaru'm 1979-1923, Lawrence and
Wishart £2, 95) has cllanged that. Culm
Sparks, dlﬁcuﬁes what it can teach us.

The Labaur, Party, together with some pf:p;
ple who were to join the Communist Party

on its foundation a year later, won control .

of Poplar borough council in November

1919. They also won control of the local -

‘Board-of Guardians', who administered the
running of the ‘Poor Law’, as the equivalent
of social security was then called. It was the
first time they.had controlled the council,
and their victory was greeted with substan-
tial popular enthusiasm by local militants.
At the end of the first council meeting, the
councillors and five hundred supporters,
behind the local
around the bnruugh in triumph.-

The afrﬁa certainly needed changtng It
was a smk uf bad housing, bad heilth, inter-
mittent emplnym_ent _grasping employers
and general capitalist misery. Although the

people wha made up the new ma_lm:rty were

dnqdr;:d on lots of issues, they were almost alk

cnnwn;ed that s_qclahsrn wis a real pn_:}sslhﬂ- -

ity. They were largely manual workers. They
had been active as socialists and trade unio-
nists inthe area for along time. They had led
many of the-biggest local campaigns: strikes,
opposition to the war, support for Insh

independence, the emancipation of women.

While they might not ali-have been British
Bolsheviks, many thought themselves to be
" just that, and the ruling class certainly
agreed with' them. -

Meorie of them believed that it was possible
~ to build sociatism in one borough, but they
acted to use whatever powers they had to
improve the conditions of the workers.

They started a major scheme of local
unpnwemenh for example to the sewage
system, both to improve living conditions

and to give useful work to the growingarmy -

of unemployed. They instituted a £4 a week
minimum ‘wage for adult local emplnyees
women as well as men. This was a very

substantial improvement: by 1925, when the -

" above the national level. Thus,

Insh band, marched '

Poplarism 1919-1925:

Guilty and
proud of it

House of Lords ruled itillegal, the £4 a week
that a council charwoman got was roughly
78 per cent above that of other female
workers,

They opened new public baths. This
might not sound great today but, at a time
when the vast majority of houses had no

- bathroom, it meant a great improvement in

living standards. .

They raised the level of poor relief wetl
a family ol
ten {not uncommon at the time) got 54 shil-
lings a week everywhere else but 74 shillings
and six pence 1n Poplar. In addition, they
made many alterations in the hated ‘means
test”; for example, they refused to take into
account the whole of a child’s income when

_assessing family income.

"They used their control of the local

._govf:rnmf:nt_ machine to help workers win
local disputes. Thus, when in 1923 the dock-.

ers struck against a wage reduction, the
headquarters of the unofficial strike com-
mittee was in_the town hall; And the local
Board i;rf Gu ardlans broke the law hy paym g
oul rehe:f to strikers.

. They ﬂaned building council housing
and kept the rents below the national ave-

- rage. They improved the electrigity service
-and the library service. They appoinied

health visitors and distributed free milk to

' young :hlldgen

- Naturaily, there, were different responses
to all nf ﬂns de-pﬂnr.:hn g upon which side of

the class lines you Happened to be. On the .

one hand, locaf workers Bave the ‘council
whole learted support with votes and mas-
sive demnnslratmns: On the other hand, the
tocal Eﬂpll_,d'_llﬁlﬁ* the legal system, the

government, and Labour right-wingers like

Herbert Morrison, did everything in their

power to sthash them. There were a series of

confrontatins, the most famous of which
led tn the }atlmg of 30 councillors. in 1921.
The issue which they went to jail on was a
very complicated one to do with the equali-
sation_ of raté revenue between. London
boroughs. ‘But at its root was the fact that

- Poplar was spgendmg_large sums of maoney

finding wseful work for the unemployed.
When denied grants to help pay for it, they
simply refused to pay over money to London
bodies like the:LCC, the Metropolitan
Police and the’ heﬂlthau!huﬂues In the end,
their determined stand, their organisation in
jail - they torced thg authorities to aliow
them to hold Eﬂuncﬂ meelmgs in Brixton

prison - and, above all, the mass support

which. was Jpuilt up outside, forced the
government to release them and to negotiate
a cumprnmmﬁhich gave them the money
they had wanted in the first place.

Of theset ﬁlpﬁuﬂw}ulsnde was by far the

. most important. An example was the actual

arrest of the councillors. They made a politi-

cal decision that they would go to jail rather
than resist arrest, since they believed that

their presence m prison would be a more -
powerful mobtlising focus than their hiding

ut. In fact, in order to ensure that the
arrests could take place at all, the Sherriff
had to negotiate with the councillors, since
their houses were guarded round the clock
by spontaneously-formed groups of
workers. -

The most spectacular arrests were the
women councillors, who announced in the
papers that they had informed the Sherriff
that they would permit themselves to be
arrested at 3pm on Monday 5 September at
the Town Hall. There was a large crowd
there that day, and the women had to work
hard 1o allow their own arrest. Minnie Lans-
bury, for example, had been guarded round
the clock by patrols of ex-servicemen who
were of the view that she should not go to
jail. The crushing argument came from
Susan Lawrence, who retorted to a heckler
who asked why they should let the women
be arrested that:

‘We are here representing a principle
which we have a right to defend as well as
the’ men. If you prevent us going you do
us the worst turn you can’.

They pacilied the crowd and made their
farewell speeches. They then surrendered
and were escorted down the East India
Dock Road by a crowd of 10,000,

But the support spread far bevond

Poplar. Delegations from all parts of the

labour movement visited them in prison.
The pressure was such that even-Labour
moderates like Clement Attlee were being
forced into voting for the same sort of action
as Poplar in other boroughs. |
The stand of the Poplar councillars did
not change the world, and. eventually it

‘petered out into the sands of parliamentary
Labourisin, George Lansbury, for example, °

was 1o end upas theleader of the Parliamen-

‘tary Labour Party after Macdonald; split

away in 1931. Many others were to betome
dignitaries and ministers in various ineffec-

" tual bodies and governments. But, neverthe-

less, they did make some real gains and were
undoubtedly looked to by many workers as
one possible answer to their problems. They

certainly provided a better aliernative than

the miserable gradualism of Murrtsun and
the nght wing of the party.

But to what extent does the expcrience of
Pﬂplar provide any gmde inv the f'ghl against
the cuts today?

There have been important changes in the
powers of ‘local government since then
which make a simple re-run very much more
difficuli. Local councils no longer have any
direct responsibility for the maintenance of
the unemployed, so the most dramatic
weapon available to the Poplar councillors

in terms of making a real and concrete diffe- .

rence to the lives of workers, and thus pro-
viding a solid basis for support, has been
removed. Again, councils today are much
more directly dependent upon central
government finance via the rate support
grant. Thus the government has & very
strong weapon which it is notloath to use. In

":-"_'.'.‘-J-.il".*- b S, . ]
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. general,
machine means that any local council today

the centralisation of the state

has very much less room to manoeuvre.
‘Other factors have to be taken into
account as well, Poplar came under Labour
control not asan isolated freak but as part of
a general upsurge of working-class mil-
itancy after the end of the First World War.
Its heroic period was concentrated in those
vears which saw massive class confronta-
tions. As the class was smashed elsewhere,

- most importantly the unions with the defeat

of the General Strike in 1926, the possibility
of Poplar being able to fight as it did steadily
receded.

This was the first time that Labour had
won control of the local council. So the mass

of workers had a much greater faith i the:

possibility of it doing something than they
have today. Consequently, it was under con-
tinual pressure from the rank-and-file,
among, for exampie, the unemployed, to
actually deliver the poods. The counciliors
themselves were not practised in the bureau-
cracy of councils and prey to the wiles of
professional employees versed in deflecting
and stopping schemes of which they disap-
prove. Nor were any of the councillors sunk
in the web of petty corruption that is so
characteristic of all local government, irres-
pective of party, at the present time.

They were, in fact, people who had fought
the class struggle for years without thought

" On the way to the High Court, 1921

of personal advancement or the belief that

they were anything other than a menace to
society. This showed in their methods of
working. Not only did they accept jail as a
normal part of the class struggte, they posi-
tively relished breaking the bosses’ law.
When they were accused of malpractice (ie
paying high unemployment benefits) by the
District Auditor, they published a pamphlet
called Guilty and Proud of ft. And they kept

- im much closer touch with the local labour

movement than is usnal today. The decision
to go to jail was taken in conjunction with a
conference of all local trade unions, and the
eventual decision to back down from paying
high wages was approved by a mass meeting
of council employees.

Nor were they afraid to fight the nght in
the Labour Party and the trade union
burecaucrats. - For example, the dockers
strike mentioned earlier was opposed by the
TGWU leadership and Bevin, the general
secretary, used all of his considerable
powers to ¢rush it. Despite that, the coun-
cillors, including a local official of the
TGWU, backed the sirike to the full.

In addition, one of the leaders of council,
George Lansbury, was a nationally known
figure in the labour movement and editor of

the Daily Herald It was thus relatively easy

to mobilise support outside of the borough
when the council was attacked. These fac-
tors together make the prospect of today’s

Labour lefts repeating Poplar’s stand
remote. A much more likely outcome 15 that
reported in a recent issue of Socialist Review,

when Sheffield city council, after loud and |
militant noises and the mobilisation of same - ;:
sort of mass support, backed down and'sent
its supporters off home to wait for the next

election.

That, however, will nnt-'stup the id:a_

floating around. To the extent that Labout

leftists are keen on the idea and are serious

about working towards such a confronta~
tion, revolutionary socialists must work-

alongside them. And we will need to have
concrete ideas about what to do.

Given the current state of the Labour -
Party, and the fact that the political experi-
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ence of many of even the best membaers. will-..-
be in the round of petty bureaucracy and -~ ...

committee meetings, the Labour left’s initsal - . ;

response is likely to be internal to. the
Labour Party. They will argue that the first

-task is to pack the wards and manoeuvre on.

the committees in order to get the right

balance of councillors with théir hearts in.. .

the right place.

| Agamst that, we will havc to argue 1 that N B

the major task lies outside of the council
chamber and the ward meetings. Without
mass support from .outside, the Poplar

councillors would probably never have
taken their stand and. if they had, could still
have been rotting in jail to this day.

* In order tohave any hope at all of ‘doinga

Poplar’, it is necessary to start where the'’

Poplar councillors did. They began very -
modestly. Of the 30 councillors who wentto -

jail, nearly half were, or had been, lay local
officials in their unions. All five of the
women had been leaders of the suffragette -

movement in the area. The trade unionists

had built branches in a period when union-
organisation was a much more dangerous .
business than it is now. Some bad been victi-
mised for their activities. Many had led strr- -

kes. Most of them had fought for years a

hard, isolated, uphill battle.
When they finally defied the state, they

did so with the reputation both of people .
who had led real struggles and as people

who had helped to improve conditions for

working people. *
Local Labour Parties today do not, in
general, have that reputation. They are

more often seen as part of the establishment,
those responsible for the cuts, remote and

distant from the struggles of workers, While

people might vote for them at election timc_ﬂ,
they have very little of that organic relation-
ship with the working class that Poplar

" Council had. .
Labour councillors often use this.as an

excuse for not defying the government,

‘Where,’ they ask, ‘would the support be lf |

we went to gaol?

From them it is a hypocritical argumt:nt
because it is precisely by their do-nothing
approach that they perpetuate the weakness
of which they complain. For there can be no
doubt that systematic defiance by even one
Labour council would be of immense

. importance in building a mass movement

against the cuts.

But to make Poplarism a reality in 1981,
rather than merely a rhetorical camouflage
for bureaucratic inactivity, means doing the

work in the unions and on the estates that

made it a reality in 1921
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Dlrty mac sex for

 twelve-and-a- half grand

Catchmg a sur.:ahst with a copy of The Sunis
like spotting Mary Whitehouse in the front
row at The Romans in Britain. Just academic
interést you understand.... important to
know what. the enemy. are up 10,

Pt there is truth in that. The Sun does
nﬁ:r all have the biggest sale of any British
daily, reaching perhaps eight or nine million
readers, most of them working class, all of
thom ﬂpahl: of more pleasant forms of seli-
ahuse. ‘1§ you're not ope of them, allow me
to. r!:mim:i you of its mind-bending banality.
A couple of yecars ago, in the course of
rmmchmg these matters, I spent some time

* studying the Sun and found this memorable

weck of centre-pages:
Monday—Love and let die
Tuesday—How to be a cool lover
Wednesday—Super Chick
Thursday—Your love stories
Friday—Join the Knit Wits

These, a few million folk were being told,
were major issues of the day. And in asense,
they were. For the Sup exists as a diversion
for people numbed {uth: assembly line or
the kitchen sink—and there is no blggcr

diversion than sex..

Of course, it is a version of s¢x that no
socialists would wamt to accept, where
women -are women and men are on top,
where sexuality is *naughty byt nice’, where
every man’s dream and every woman's
ambition is a big pair of tits and where such
sexual ‘liberation’ sometimes seems worse
than sexual repression. Not that there’s
really any difference.

And so the Sun makes sex s starting
point tor everything—and b mean every-
thing. Have you ever s¢en any other paper
that could produce two pages of a man
walking a dog, two dancers and a couple
holding hands, and head them *China’s Sex
Revolution? or turn the resignation of Miss
World into the occasion of a cartoon attack-
ing Tony Benn and Michael Foot, the
latter—I kid you not—dressed in a bikini?
Or headline the -death of a young actress

“The Queen of Cleavage?',

This is dirty-mac sex, in which women are
the targets, the objects, the victims, the non-
human things placed in the shop window for
the consumption of male oglers, the lusted-
after Page Threes to be neatly positioned

and then mentalty ‘knocked off’, like sexual

coconuts in a shy.

This is the link between the picture of the
nude on page three, and the report of the
rapist on page six. Never mind the ritual
judgements on the ‘beast” or the *fiend’ or
the ‘monster’, observe how the Sun ticks its
lips. over his deeds: ‘The Bedsit Beast, Aged
{5—Boy rapist an prow! with meat cleaver’

The Sun both creates fantasies and feeds
them, and they are fantasies whose central
characters are always violent men and sub-
missive women, fantasies which men ike the
Yorkshire Ripper turn into facts for the Sun
to then reveal in all their salacious detail:
thus does the vicious circle send circulation
spinning.

The Sun is also rather keen on submissive
trade unionists, on workers who lie down
and think of England. And here it treads
awkwardly, for it is written, typeset, correc-
ted, printed, bundled and delivered by trade
unionists, many of vhem the very firc-cating
militants denounced daily on page two.

But it walks this tightrope with only the
occasional twang to disturb it. Why?

Why are so many of the Sun’s workers so
quick off the mark about their wages and so
slow about how they're earning them?

OK—1 know the standard socialist ans-
wer, so let me tell you a little story by way of
illustrating a controversial point.

- Last 14 May, the TUC and Len Murray in
particular were savaged by the British press

‘over the Day of Action. Quite rightly, a

leading official of the National Union of
Journatlists issued a statement deploring the
activities of his members who had hounded
Murray all the way to Madeira; be singled
out the Sun's veporter for possible discipli-
nary proceedings.
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The response of the Sun chapel to this
somewhat miscued strategy was interestingi
they went on record todefend their lumpen
brother and threatened the official with dis-:
ciplinary action of their own. .

But what was more interesting was the
response of one of the most active and most;
political members of that chapel: he knew,
he later told me, that the gning would be.
rough—so he stayed away from the ch.ap:l
meeting.

And he told this wuthnul the suggestion of
guilt in his face or in his voice. He knew, and
others like him know, that life on the Sun
might have its repugnant side, but at £12,500
a year it also pays more ills than any other
job he is likely to get, His spinelessness, and
the apparent cynicism and indifference of
the Sun's journalisis to that sewer they are
daily asked to swell, has a connection with
his bank balance.

Which brings me to my little point of
controversy. Another journalist of my
acquaintance—also highly pelitical, but of
allogether finer calibre and fibre—supggests
that Fleet Sireet journalists are, quite
simply, over-paid. | |

Their radicalism, their investigative
instincts, their willingness to rock boats—if
they ever had any—has been eaten away by
the good life. 1t is no accident that all of the
major investigative journahism of our day,
the Sunday Times apart, owes LIS existence to
small and impoverished sheets of the 1lk of
Private Eye. New Statesman, The Leveller
and, of course, Socialist Worker.

Instead Fleet Street journalists, offer us,
at the behest of the appalling Rupert Mur-
doch, a caricature of working-class
Toryism—authoritarian towards the weak,
grovelling towards the powerful, thankful
towards the rich.

But they aiso (and this, | promuse, is my
final heresay) are very, very good at it: never
has bullshit been so brilliantly presented. .

As for Mr Murdoch, [ look forward to the
day when the Sun shines out of his hearse.
Geofl Ellen




The hunger strike of republican prisoners in
Northern Ireland ended a month ago. But the
issues that provoked it have not gone away.
There are the beginnings of a new bombing
¢ampaign in Britain, Amd in Northern lrefand
the ‘dirty protest’ is continuing until the pris-

. omers are certain they have won real conces-

sions from the British govermment. Chris
Harman analyses the background to the Nor-
thern Irish war, and Kieren Allen of the Irish
organisation, the Socialist Workers Move-
ment, follows up with a breakdown on the beft
in freland.

November and December saw the biggest
mass protests in Northern Ireland since
the fall of Stormont back in 1972. A

the four year old ‘dirty protest’ of the
republican prisoners culminated in the
hunger strike, there were demonstrations
of the Catholic population throughout
the towns of the North, complete with
strikes in towns like Derry and Newry
and among certain Catholic workers in
Belfast. The scale of the protests forced
the Tories to try to compromise over
the prisoners’ demands.

Yet the ending of the hunger strike
produced considerable confusion. Most
republicans and many socialists outside
the prisons regarded it as a considerable
victory at first. Yet a fortnight later the
‘dirty- protest’ was still continuing, and
there were reports of threatsof a further
hupger strike.

The confusion arises partly from an
ambiguity throughout the H-block cam-
paign. [t was built around five demands
that were posed in humanitarian terms,
as if they were something different from
political status. Yet the basic aim of the
‘dirty protest’ was to stop ‘criminalis-
ation’ of the republican struggle and to
force recognition that the prisoners
were political. Of course, once the cam-

paign was underway on this basis, every.

serious supporter of political status had
to back it. But as the Irish socialist group,
the Socialist Workers Movement, has
correctly pointed out, ** “Humanitarian-
ism' has been cleverly used by the Brits

to cover their tactlcal retreat whiile

strengthemng their puhtmal rule.” The
Tories could easily promise more humane

. conditions, without budging an inch on°

c:runmahsatmn
The confusion has daeper ‘Tootis,

however, than this ambiguity alone, To -
see what these are, it is necessary to

reiterate some of the basic facts about
the Northern Ireland situation — includ-
ing some which were all-tco-¢asily for-

gotten in the urgent strugpgle for soli-

darity with the hunger strikers. These
concern the conditions under which
the struggle is taking place, and the
obstacles these place before more than
partial success, unless the whole strategy
of the struggle is recast.

The northern state

Any account of the struggle has to bégin

, with an analysis of thé Northern Irish

state, It is not possible to wish away the
sectarian, artificial character of. this
state — as do the TUC’s ‘Better Life for
All’ campaign, the CP’s demand for a
‘Bill of Rights’, or the proponents nf a
‘two-nations’ theory.

The Northern state and sectarianism
are inextricably interlinked, The parti-
tion of Ireland could not. have occurred
60 years ago but for the ability of the
Northern Ireland industrialists and land-
owners to mobilise behind them the key
sections of workers in the Belfast area.
And that mobilisation depended on
traditions and institutions that had pro-
vided Protestant workers with advantages
over Catholic workers since the time of
the industrial revolution.

There already existed a sectanian
pattern to employment. Jobs in the core
sections of industry, especially skilled
jobs, were the almost exclusive preserve
of Protestants (even today .there are
virtually no Catholic workers in the
shipyards or main engineering factories
of Belfast); Catholics were forced into
‘marginal’ areas of employment — bar-
_teﬁding, transport, generzl labouring.

'Unemplu}rment amnng Catholics was"

always, in boom or slump, about twmel
the Protestant level.,

The new state was fﬂrmed on the.
basis of this fundamental divide within
the working class and set out further to
deepen it. Significantly, partition was
preceded by the driving from the ship-

yards of thousands of Catholics and of -

Profestant opponents of sectarianism,

Emmployment in the police, the special -

constabulary, the. civil service, the

judiciary;, local - government, even, in -
some arcas, refuse collection; became -
dependent upon ‘Loyalism’ — ie, upon
being- a Protestant who backed the

sectarian divide, the British connection
and the Tory-Unionist government.
The aliocation of jobs in industry,

the state and local government was
very much determined by the inter-

locking structures of the Unjonist -

Party and the Orange Order — a mass

party, tying the individual futures of a -
wide stratum of Protestant workers to.

the state and their employers. A net-
work of cadres existed-within the wmk-

ing class itself, opposed not just to

revolution, but even to the most minimal
reform, capable of drawing on to the

streets in annual disglays of Protestant
supremacy one worker in four or five,

only challenging the authorities if they

seemed likely to tamper with Pmtestant '_

ascendancy.

The other side of Orange pmﬂege -

within “the Protestant population -was
discrimination 'and repression against

anyone who happened to have been
born into a Catholic family. They weére
discriminated against in terms of employ-

ment and housing, deprived .of equal
electoral rights (via gerrymandering and
plural voting), subject to repression,

including physical attack and imprison- .

ment without tnal, by the overwhelm-

ingly Loyalist pullce and the 100 per
cent Loyalist’special cnnstahulanr, every

time they tried to pmtcst..

The state was initially establlshed to

prntect British interests. That is not to
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say that Orangeism was simply u con-
 spiracy of the British ruling class — there
wis often a certain ténsion between the

7 ivie, But in the turbulent years after

l'j:.

' .
. .
Tao - -

World War One Orangeism provided

) ‘Britain’s rulers with a means for protect-
" ing manyof their interests while making

concessions to the Irish national moveé-
ment. _
Some of these interests were econ-

- - omie — the textile, shipbuilding and
- engineering ‘of Belfast were significant
* parts in the overall structure of British
- capital, - Others were to do with the
' ‘military-strategic needs of British imperi-
- aliam — a presence in the North East of

" ‘Ireland was seen as crucial in protecting

these as late 25 1947 in a Bntlsh cabinet
pnp:r.

*It is a2 matter of first class strategic

‘importance that the North shouild

- continue to be part of His'Majesty’s
dominion. ..}t will never be to Great
‘Britain’s ad\fantag: that Northern Ire-
" 1and should become part of a territory
outside His Majesty’s jurisdiction.
indeed, it seems unlikely that Great

" Britain would ever be able to. agree
with this even if the people of

" * " Northern Ireland desired it.’ {Quoted

Guardian, 6 December 1980)

- State structures are rarely a simple
reflection of thé immediate economic

‘or strategic needs of ruling classes. They

lean on institutions that persuade

“sections of other classes to participate
in capitalist rule. And these structures
‘take on a life of their own, tending to

persist ¢ven when the e¢conomic or
strategic needs that creatad them have
md AWLY. ‘

In the case of Northern Ireland, it is
probably the case that with the final

- dismantling of the old structures of the

British empire in the 1960s (colonial

"~ independence, the abandonment of. the

:F“’ F'ﬂ""’,

: “"ﬁﬂh'?i-ﬁt"ff'-ﬂ.r‘,ﬂ"ﬁ‘i?ﬂ'

“ -’32 county basis. Economic and strategic
- interests scemed to be pressurising the -
"rulers of the North and the South to-

‘Bast of Suez’ claim to a.share in global

1 . ~‘hegemony, the collapse of the sterling

m} that the need for a direct presence
in Treland dmppua;ed

- Economically, the South was becom-
_.ing moge important than the North, and
mtmd an established capitalist class
.. which saw.the need for stability through-
< ¢ut.-the island. The economies of both
Nt-tth antd South were increasing inter-
’-tocked ‘with the operations of British
" il - m’ultmatmna} firms who wanted to
pll.n their operations on an integrated,

wards -ane another and away from the

map -drawn in 1921, An unprecedented

.. mResting actually took place between an

" Orange ~ Unionist
. . Southern counterpart,

premier and  his

But the state created by the Brifish
presence would not simply go away:

When in 1968 and 1969 the Catholic

section of the population campaigned

for elementary civil rights within that

state (hardly anyoné raised the question
of the border.at that time), the state
apparatuses responded as they always
had previously By resorting to the crudest
repression, culminating in August 1969
with all-out armed attacks on the
Catholic ghettoes by mobs of Orange
bigots backed up by the special con-
stabulary (the ‘B-speclals) and the
police,

Faced with state structures that no

~ Jonger suited their immediate needs,

British governments sought to refurm
them. But they shied away from any-

thing which would have led to dissolntion:

of those .state structures, fearing that
the result would be a threat to the re-
maining British interests in Northern
Ireland and to the credibility of the
British state as a whole.

So in 1969-70 the British Lahnur'

government sent in troops to supervise
reform — but also to prop up the sec-
tarian state against those who wanted
the sort of serious reform which would

have undermined that state. By -1971-

72 the main function of the troops was
to aid. the Uniomst state against its
opponents — above all with internment
in the sammer of 1971 and the cold
blooded shooting down of anti-intern-
ment damnnstraturs in Derry early in
19'}'2

M Sunday 1972—no more ambigulty in the role of British troops |

It was the failure of reform that gave
birth to the Provisional IRA. The
seguence of eventis is important, The -
IRA was an insignificant force until the
assaults on the ghettoes in August 1969.
It was only as it became clear that
reform could not do more than scratch
the surface of oppression that young
people began to turn to the IRA, and to
give new life to thosé in the IRA (the
later Provos) who wanted a’ serious
military struggle, '

Critics of the Provos (including some
socialist critics) tend to view republican-
isn and the demand for an end to parti-
tion as an antiquated romantic national-
ismn imposed on. the civil rights struggle
(such, for instance, is the tone ‘of many
of the contributions in the recent volume -

. of essays attampting Marxist anal]rses

of the Irish situation, Dividedl Nation,
Divided Class, edited hy Austén Mnrgan

and Bob Purdy).

This is to forget that it was the -

failure of an alternative perspective to
republicanism, that of the early civil
rights  campaign, which drove so many
activists towards the Provos. ‘A central
element in the republican tradition — its
view of the partitionist state a& a source
of their oppression — tied in with their
own all-too-practical experiences.

The mass of the Catholic population. -

never went that far. They hedged their
bets, often identifying with particular

- actions of the IRA in defence of the
- Catholic enclaves against British troops

and Orange sectarianism, but electorally
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 backing the Imain par't}' cominitted to

the reformist road; the SDLP. Republi-

- can abstentionist candidates never got
‘more than about five per cent of the

votes in nlectmns in -urban nationalist
arcas.

After the batfering the case for re-
form had received in 1970-72, it
seemed ' to receive a great boost in
1972-4, First, within weeks of Bloody
Sunday, in the wake of a huge wave of
pratest North and South of the border,
Stormont, the ‘Prutestant Parliament’,
was replaced by direct rule from London:
Orange sectarianism no longer handed
out the orders at the top of the state
machine, even if it continued to man

" most of its subordinate structures. |
The British government went so far

is to  negotiate directly a (shortlived)
ceasefire with the Provos and to grant
political status to republican prisoners.
And then in 1973-4 a jeint- Unionist-
SDLP ‘executive’ was Impﬂﬂﬂﬂ on the
province. it seem:d to many that reform
had won.

But the elunm;atmn af certain ele-

ments of the old state structure (single

party “control of national and local

government) was not the same thing as

dismantling the sectarian structures
built into the very existence of the
state. The sectarian division in terms of
jobs remained; the police continued t{o
identify (and be identified) with the
traditions of Loyalism; the courts

- continued to treat Lovalists rather less

harshlty than republicans, and the

British army showed (especially in the

argument over housing allocation that
brought the Provo truce {o an end less
than three weeks after it was agreed that
it regarded placating Loyalism as more
important than placating the Catholics.
The more reform was endorsed of-
ficially, the more the cadres of Loyalism
within the lower middle-and working
classes resorted to sectaxianism in an
effort to halt reform. The period of
reform was also the period of systematic
assasgination, of the rallying of the UDA

- and the UVF, of two Catholic deaths to

each Protestant one, _
It culminated in the last ditch stand

| of Loyalism against reform in the
the Loyalist strike

summer of 1974:
which closed down most Northern

" Ireland industry while the British army

sat back and did nothing. The British
government and state were not prepared

. to smash the Loyalism which had tied

the majority of the Northern -Irish
working class to their rule for so long.
They preferred to witness the collapse
of the laboriously constructed Unionist-
SDLP coalition.

The best testimony to the failure of
reform i8 what has happened to the

Catholic party most associated with it.

The SDLP remains as respectable, as
‘moderate’ and as middle class as ever,
But it has been forced to split with those
like Gerry Fitt. who put.collaboration
with the Uniopists — even when the

Unianists would not collaborate —above
reform, and to campaign now for an
end to the ‘constitutional guarantee’ of

Britain to the six county statelet,

The impasse

The need to destroy a state structure is

- one thing, The ability to do sois another.

The experience of the last 12 years is
that the Catholic population in Northern
Ireland has little choice but to confront
the whole six-county set-up if it is ever
to end institutionalised discrimination
and repression. But the expérience is
also that the struggle cannot go beyond
a certain point without running isto a
seemingly insuperable: obstaclé; - the

.oppressed population are a minority
within the state, and their very success

has prompted the majority to harden its
opposition to them., 'I'lus above all, was
the lesson of the success of the Loyalist
strike in ° 1974. Nothing whirh has
happened since has indicated that this

obstacle is weakening.

Of course, if the British troops were
to withdraw, the Protestants would be

forced to face the reality of being on

their own alongside-a majority in Ireland
as a whole who resent their privileges,
and would eventually change their
tune. But that is to beg the question.
While the British troops remain, the
attitude of the Protestant workers
remains a factor confining opposition to
the state to a minority within it — and

to a minority which discrimination keeps
away from the real centres of political

OT €CONOIMic power.

" Hence the impasse into which every
method of fighting the sectanian state
has run — whether that of constitutional
reform, of armed action, or, for that
matter, of mass agitation. |

The impasse is not a new thing; we
noted in the old IS journal hack in
1969:

‘There were always limits within-

which the Civil Rights movement
had to operaté. These were the
limits of what could be achieved by

- mass mobilisation within the boun-
daries of the six counties., against
an opposition made up in the main
of the Protestant working class.” (IS
(old series) 40)

The impasse could only be broken
either by breaking the hold of Loyalism =

over the Protestant working class, or by
drawing the nationalist majority in
Ireland as a whole into the struggle by
spreading it to the South.

Protestant workers

There is a view that the first option can

beachieved merely by preaching Catholic-
Protestant unity in trade unions, tenants

‘and community struggles. This underlies

the (differing) perspectivées of the
Communist Party, the Militant group
and Sinn Fein the Workers Party. We
argued against such a perspectrvc bm:k
in 1969: -

‘While the long t:rm goal mar ‘hﬂ“

Cathulm-hutﬁstant ‘working claas

unity, this will not be achieved by a

| mech&mcal cnmmg together around

economic¢ demands, At the moment
the Catholic worker regards hig total
oppression...as more important than
economic issues, the Protestant: wor-
ker his ideology and -marginal privi-
leges, Long term unity can. only
~come through a political movement,
based in the main upon Catholic
workers, that fights the social and
political structure of Orangeism, and
by its success poses the Protestant
worker with real achievements, not
just abstract propaganda. But these
will not be achieved without forcing
back the Orange repressive apparatus
—against the desires of sectionsof the
Protestant workers.’ {ibid) - .. - -

The argument was and is correct. In
12 years of turmoil, which have seen the
fragmentation of the old Otrangn Union-
ist political machine,
section of Protestant wnrké:rs has moved
away from Loyalism. The splits from
Unionism have been to the right, not
the left.

Indeed, so powerful has heen thc hold
of Luyahsm that many socialists have
moved to a position of cle:fu'.ung the
Protestant workers as a mupuhtluc
bloc of ‘labour aristocrats® who can
never be drawn to non-sectarian, socialist
ideas, It is pointed out (for instance in
Mike Farrell's The Orange. State or
Geoff Bell's The Protestants of Ulster)

that attempts to challenge sectarianism -

inside the Protestant working claas with

. class-based politics have always, in the.

end, come to nought, The unphcatmn is
that this will always continue to h: the

CASE ..

Bui recngmtmn of the mmense-

obstacles to class politics . amang the

Protestant workers should not l,ea.d toa

complete writing off nf thr:m m this
way.

Their privileges are mnrgmai pnvﬂeges -

and by no means evenly. dmtnbutl:d

. within the Protesiant pﬂpula.tmn There

has always been a large unskilled P'mt-
estant working class and quite consider-
able numbers of Protestant unemployed.

no significant -

r'-\.'ri‘:_'..
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The Protestant slums are slums — with,

" - for- instance, half the houses in the

1907,
ployed protests of+1932 — even if they
“have not been able to stop the majority

Shankhill area having no bath in 1971,
half no indoor wc, a third no hot water,

" The wage rates fnr Protestant workers
‘in Belfast may have been higher than in

Dublin or in most British cities in 1901;
today they are considerably lower,

~ The industries in which Protestants
have been most privileged —shipbuilding,

engineering, textiles — are in a deep

state of crisis today after prolonged
decline even in the boom years of the
1950s and 1960s. The shipyards for
instance, now employ a mere 6000
workers where once they employed
20,000, i is true that the decline of
industry i the Belfast area, with its

~ Protestant majority, is matched by the

wretched state of the majority Catholic
areas of the West, where very little
industry developed in the first place and
unemployment levels can be as high as
‘40 per cent (the official Strabane figure
today). But within Belfast and East

~ Antrim the toll of the last year has hnt
‘the traditionally Protestant industries,

. Finally, to say that those arguing for
class unity and struggle among the
Pratestant workérs have always been.

ﬂcfﬂtad in the end, by Loyalism, is to -

rucnsmse that they have existed. On
occagions they have been able to lead
‘massive’ struggles — ;.m the “strikes of
1919 1944, and in the unem-

of these workers being rapidly drawn.

".away again by Omngeism.

-As well as these high points of class
struggle - there have been _reformist

-orgapisations (the trade unions, the
. Northern Ireland Labour Party — now

virgually defunet — and the CP) with a

- comkiderable base within the Protestant

woirking class. Such nrganuatmns have

| aﬁen been dismissed on. the grounds
that they accepted the border and did

not ; challengé the fundamentils of
Loyalism. As an a,rgument against those

‘who see the way out through the ‘Better
‘Life for All’ campaign the point is fair
- enough. As a complete evaluation of the

political life of the Pmteatant working

. ¢lass it is not,

- The reformist organisations have tried

to co-exist with Orangeism, to avoid
conflict with it, while gaining marginal
improvements for workers through coi-
lective action. That is why, when the
chips are down, the initiative has always

- yemained with -the "Loyalist right. But
that does not mean that the reformisis

are the same as the Loyalist right, any
more than social demcecrats anywhere in
the world who ptepare the way for the
far right are the same as the far right..
Of course, all the components of the

Protestant ‘working-class act politically
-« xpgainst a3 background of relative privi-
" Jege, justified by-ideology-of Protestant

supremacy. But they do not all respond
in the same way to this background.
Since 1969 the Loyalist organisations
‘hﬂ:: had things very much their own
way, driving out of the community or
forcing - into silence those wha would

counter them. But that does not mean

that things wiil always be l'ike this. Work--
ing class consciousness s nﬂﬂt afixed,
static thmg, with only ane dlmenmnn -

It varies with. the relatiofiships. of wor-

kers to one another, to the world of

prodyction and to the ruling class. The
rhythms
workers -into struggies that contradict
many of their- previous  experiences.
New ideas take hold of sections of the

class, that can challenge the ideplogy
they have previously professed. Whether
" these new ideas win‘out over the old

depends on how effectively those who
‘hold them intervene in the struggie.
The Loyalism that has hegemonised

the Protestant working class has been a

Loyalism in crisis, continually gplinter-
ing and resplintering as-British govern-
ments have responded to the Catholic

struggle by refusing {0 allow Loyalism .
complete: control over the six-county
statelet. - And now this fragmented -
Loyalism faces the most severe economic .

attack upon the conditions of Protestant

workers since the slump which drove

Protestants and Catholics to fight the
police alongside one another in 1932.

 Protestant workers will not respond

to the crisis by automatically looking

to forms -of united class struggle. The

immediate response to increased un-

employment can be a further slide to -

the right, as  they cling ever more
tightly to theirresidual privileges. But'it

would be a foolhardy prophet. who
denied any pnmbﬂlty of a class response: .-
there have been militant strikesinvolving
Loyalist workers {the loiry drivers, the -

firemen); there have been contingents of
Protestant workers on unemployment

demonstrations in Britain. Out of such

responses new e¢lements of class con-
sciousness can emerge, however feeble,
to compete in the ideological battle with
the various fragments of Loyalism,

Given the grip of the Loyalists on the

Protestant communities, it is likely that

of capitalism  itself . force

factories,

| stmggle will have to r:umu frnm ﬂutslda g
But this does not exguse’ mdﬂistn wha ' 4
may be- forced themutlves to operate o

from- within the Catholic’ ghettoes
from explaining fo Protestant workers

what needs to ba dane, how to cnnfrﬂnt -
* the problems which: th:ms poses for,

them — and to do so in i language whmh[

the best Prutestant wurkers can under,

stand. ;
Unfnrtunately this had from uutslde

| has not been fnrthcummg in- the last

1§ years. Thosé on the republican side —
inciuding almost-all the secialists on thq
republican su:lr.: —have failed ah_vsmally

when it comntes to addremg themselves
.to- the pruhlems of Protﬂtant workers,

Nothing ha; been said about the prob-
lems thc:y face' — how to: fight -over
wages and conditions; the: run-down of
s, {he destruction of jobs; the
role of the state in encoursging thesc

o thmgs, the role of Loyalism in prevent-
| --mg real-oppusition o them, .
. I the struggle to split a section of

Protestant workers from Loyalism, a

particular unus lies on . revolutionary
socialists iri’ Great Britairt:" Many Prot-

 estant workers have close connections
. with workers in the lowiands of Scot-
~land, and much of the Protestant work-
. ing class is organised into British trade
- wnions. Historically, a rise in the témpo-
. of class struggle. in Britain has uften
-+ found its reflection in mllltancy among
+ - the working class in Belfast. The prob-

lem is that British trade union lesders
have been content to use this milifancy
simply to recruit members, without in
any sense encouraging -Prcitm_ant mili-
tants to fight sectarianism and: the

Loyalist organisations within their own

workplaces and uniof branches,

[t is up to socialist, rank and fﬂe
trade umumsts to develop a differemnt
approach = to draw Northerg. Ircland

Protestant workers into combine_com-

i - . v - . : - - . .
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The Proves gfaw as a resuit of the !ailure of reform in mpruu
appreciatively the situation in the Catholic ghettos

The immmlialn raspnnsa of Protestant workers to increased
mmplwment could ha a furthnr slide to the right

._Ji._;-,

_ mittees, -anti-unemployment* demon- |

strations, battles inside the unions ~ but

_ at the same time to argue out with:them

the hature of Loyalism and thr. m
county state, -

" The South |

In..}969 our (quite correct) pessimism
about the Protestant working class was
-accompanied by an optimistic view of
the ability of forces in the South to
come to the aid of the Catholic minority -
in thé North.

‘It is what happens in the rest of
Iretand that alone can provide some

long term solutions to the probiems of

the North,” we wrote. South, ag well as
North, we argued, continued ‘to be sub- -
ordimate to British capitalism’ with the
consequence .that workers and ‘small
farfmers faced ‘the lowest levels of social
welfare in Western  Europe, the con- -
centration of industrial development in
the East, the failure to invesf in house-
building on an adequate scale, an emi-
gration rate a quarter of the birth rate..’
This was accompanied, we argued, *by a
tradition lof radical -republicanisms and
opposition to the division of Ircland, an
anti-imperialist if not an antl-capltallst
ideology, particularly strong among
workers and small farmers.’ -

A sequence of causes and effects was
hoped for, in which the rebellion of the
Northern ghettoes would produce a
radicalisation of the Southern wmkm-
leading them to clash with their- ﬂwh
‘ereen Tory government’ and te chal-
lenge the hold of Britishimperialism over
the whole island.

The picture was not completely fﬂu I
It was féar of turmoil in the South that -

forced the British government to imposé
limited reform -in the North in: 1969, -
and to dissolve Stormont witl!iiﬁ-.-wi_:]':_.'j
of Bloody Sunday in 1972, Conecern -
with the stability of the South still
plays 2z part in preventing the launching .

by the Tories of an all-out Orarge =

pogram on the 1920-21 scale, which
alone could smash resistance in the
Catholic ghettoes and destroy the IRA’
ability to fight.

But, at the same tune ‘it has to h:
admltted that spuntanenus responses in-

- the South to what has been happening

in the North have not been the magic
key for unlocking the Northern impasse.”

In fact, there has been a shift in con-
‘sciousness'among ail classes in the South.
away from active concern with the.
Northern guestion. Quiside the border
areas . and the traditional republican
regions of the West, there is almost a -
wish that Northern Ireland did not exist.;

Belfast can seem as remote from Dablin - ;.

as it does from London, .

That this applies to workers as well
as to bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie
‘'was shown in the period of the hunger
strike, The first demonstration in Dublin’
‘involved only a few thousand loeal
people (as opposed to demonstirators
bussed in -from the North). - Although

. this improved as things moved towatdsa
_ climax, there was no automatic idéntifi- ~

cation with the Northern protesis.
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In Dublin and Waterford, for instance,
only a minority of workers in 2 handful
of factories responded to the call for
token strike action.

There has been an objective basis for
this shift in attitudes over the last ten
years. Irish capitalism has been able to
thrive in the interstices between the
more advanced capitalisms of Britain,
the European powers, and the US,
despite .the world-wide prevalence of
crisis. - While British (and Northern
Irish) industry has stagnated for a
decade, Irish industry has boomed. The
number of industrial jobs had already
grown from 246,000 in 1963 to 283,000
in 1971. It grew in every year from
1971 to 1979, and even in the last year

~ has fallen by proportionately much less

{by 5000 jobs) than the corresponding
figures for Britain or Northern Ireland.

A recent repﬂrt on the Southern and

" Northem economies noted that both

had grown at roughly the same per
capita rate in the period 1971-8. But
while in the North growth ‘stemmed
mainly from public spending,’ with the
industrial sector continuing to decline,
in' the Sputh-grnwth came from the

- "Common Markst and industrial sectors.”’
| {Quntc:l Insb Times 23 December

1980) .

It is true I_:ha_t much of this growth
has been in multinational firms; but
Irish capital too has grown, gaining from
its collaboration with the multinationals,
And certainly, there has been. a decisive
shift from the old pattern of Irish
capital’s development being cramped by

.- ity entanglement with Britain. The links
it makes today are as likely to be with
_ _Jmesa or American capital as British.

Itno longer makes sense to speak of the

.South as simply a n:u-culuny of Entlsh

lmpenahsm

‘The changed fortunes of the Irish |

ruling class have had important impli-
cations for the population at large. The

. old indices of backwardness have

changed markedly. Ireland today is a
predominantly wrban scociety. The old
bugbear of emigration is no longer the

+problem it was. In the 19705 immi-

gration — chiefly the return of Irish

My

people who had had to seek work abroad
in the 1950s - actually exceeded
emigration, For the first time since the
famine the population of Ireland
started growing. Some of the most
visible scars of the long years of imperial-
ist domination began to fade.

The workers have experienced an

- expansion of job possibilities and their

wages have risen so that they are pro-
bably as high as those in Britain in real
terms, and higher than those in Northern
Ireland. They no longer see the botder
as something that necessarily stunts their
prospects, The basis has been I2id for a
reformism which accepts the border
and British domination of the North,
while fighting for improved conditions

for workers (one expression of this is

the new stance of Sinn Fein the Workers
Party which has jettisoned its old repub-
licanism to rejoice in the industrial
development of the Southern state).
Hence the lack of an active interest in
the North among many groups of wor-
kers and the unwillingness to strike over
the H-block issue..

The rural population too has experi-
enced unprecedented prosperity, via the
EEC Common Agricultural Policy. The
traditional small farmer base of republi-
canism in the West has been considerably
eroded.

This does not mean that the tradi-
tional slogans of Irish nationalism no
longer have any resonance, They remain
part of the dominant national ideology,

propagated in the schools, through the

Gaelic sporting events, embodied in the
main political party, Fianna Fail. It is
still the case that an opinion poll can
show 20 per cent of the population as
agreeing with “the goal” of the IRA. But
nationalism is- no - longer an active
mobilising force in any class: only 2.8
per cent ‘strongly support the Provos.’
(Figures quoted in Irish Times, 23

‘December 1980)

- The decline in the base of active
republicanisin was shown graphically in
the. H-block campaign. Those who
dominated the H-block committees
watered down the demand for pelitical

status in order to try and broaden the .

base of support. In practice this did not

. gain many active allies but rather merely

led to increased reliance upon the .
traditional = bearers. of the ‘national’

~ ideology — the church and sections of

Fianna Fail. These in furn did not do
more than the minimum needed to
maintain their ‘nationalist’ ¢redentials,
while laying the basis for z deal to get
the British government off the hook,
Southern socialists cannot ignore the
‘border, just because nppns:ltinn to it

- does nnt gain autumatiﬂ support. The

oppression of the Cathuhc wotrkers in

“the North and the divisién' in the
~ Northern wnrkmg class necessarily

weakens the Southern working class.
The more the forces of repression are
successful in the North, the easier it is
for the Southeérn ruling class to increase
repression. The close interconnection

between British and 1Irish ‘capitalism

makes it impossible to ignote one in
the interests of a pure st‘ruggie ‘apainst

| the ﬂthcr

But support for the Northiern struggle ‘
will never be gainéd by mere national-
istic tub-thumping. It needs fo be built

‘for in the South as class support, as

something which grows out of the self-
activity of Southern workers. Signifi-

cantly, apart from -the traditional

republican areas of the border and the

-~ West, it- was where socialists had been

active around economic issues inside the
workplaces that there was'some response
to the call for strike action in solidarity
with the prisoners. S

The vans

The Provos cannot be dismissed simply
as a nationalist hangover from the past
somehow imposed from outside on the
Northemn situation. The Provos grew as
a result of the failure of reform to
improve ‘appreciably the situation of
those in the Cdtholic ghettoes,

But that ddes not mean they can
lead that struggle to success and that the
job of socialists is' merely to cheer them
on from the sidelines, giving them advice
on. how they cnuld be a httle more
successful.

The Provos come from a l;:ertam

| political tradition -- the 190 year old

tradition of Irish bourgesis nationalisin.

- And this leads them to policies that

cannot overcome the 1mpassa uf the

- North.

First there is what might be called
‘elitism’. The republican tradition is one
of conspiracies, aimed at restoring the
‘nation’ by means of military action by
the minority who make up ‘the army of
the nation’,

. AR other factors are regarded as sub-
ordinate to the operations of this mili-
tary force. A mass movement may nn
occasion ‘be useful — but only if i
provides volunteers and funds for the
‘army’. It can just as well be a hindrance,
by diverting attention. from the need for
military action. '

Hence the pcmﬂm phenomenon nf
the Provos failing to build mass political
organisation in the Catholic ghettoes at
the times when they have been popular




there: if you want your most able cadres
to be planning armed operations, you
don’t expose them by giving them a
public political role.

In the same way, the traditional
republican judges political ideas by their
ability to gain support for the military
struggle. If adopting a left wing posture
can gain support among -a certain
audience (for instance, if addressing a
socialist audience outside Ireland) then
a left wing terminology will be adopted.
If, however, it is the support of a right
wing audience that is being pursued (for
instance among Irish Americans) then
the stance will be a traditional Catholic
nationalist one and ‘Marxism’ will be
denounced.

Alongside theé military elitism there is
necessarily another characteristic of the
movement — its cross-class basis, For
traditional republicanism what matters
is raising the widest possible base of
support for the armed struggle, and it
does not matter from what class this
support comes. So while there is one
small capitalist in the Ireland or the US
who will support the national struggle,
no programme will be put forward that
might conceivably antagonise them.

So although the Provo’s programme
talks about the goal of a ‘democratic
socialist republic’, this is posed in the
vaguest way which would antagonise
virtually no one whb might possibly
support them.

It is this cross-class nature of the
republican organisation that makes it
mote or less incapable of talking coher-
ently about the problems facing Prot-
estant workers or workers in the South.
For to de so, you have to offer some-
thing tangible — a class struggle for jobs,
housing and decent working conditions.
And that has to be waged not merely
against the state, but also against some
of the bourgeois nationalists to whom
the Provos look for suppart. An obsessive
concern with the daily struggles which
do take place inside any workplace — in-
cluding the Protestant dominated ship-
yards and engineering plants of Belfast —
is beyond the comprehension of the
Provo leadership (and some socialisis
outside the Provos, who dismiss such
talk as ‘economism’).

After all, why be obsessed with the
best ways of waging the class struggle
if you believe salvation will ultimately
come from a highly armed, highly dis-
ciplined, secret military organisation?
So the Provos have little to say to the
Protestant workers in the North, apart
from inviting them to accept a nationalist
rhetoric which they have been brought
up to fear and hate. Although the Provos
are not a sectarian organisation, they
must seem it to any isolated Protestant
worker who is having doubts about
Loyalism, since all they offer 15 a
destruction of the basis of Protesiant
privilege without any vision of a class
struggle for socialism fo replace it.

Things are scarcely better in relation
to the Southern workers. Although
there are many individual Provo suppor-
ters in the factories of the South, no

attempt is made to organise them into
systematic intervention in everyday
struggles over wages and conditions, 50
when it came to the day of action over
H-block, the initiative had to be taken’
by other, socialist organisations or by
individual trade unionists sympathetic
to the Northern struggle.

What has been said so far applies most
obviously to the traditional republican
leadership within the Provos. These are
mostly Southern based and are in direct
line of descent from the petty bourgeois
nationalists who fought the British
before partition and who attempted to
maintain the republican struggle after it.
However, there is a certain contradiction
within republicanism today. This tradi-
tion finds its main base of support today
among overwhelmingly working class
volunteers from the Northern ghettoes.
These see things much more in class
terms than do the traditional leaders
and do, from time to time at least, find
themselves influenced by non-Provo
gsocialists who succeed in initiating mass

- movements within the ghettoes (for

instance, in the H-block campaign).

This has found expression in what is
sometimes called the ‘left Provo’ trend
in the North, But this is not an organ-
ised current, Despite talk of the need to
take up class issues and private grumbling
about the Southern traditional republi-
can leaders, it continues to coexist with
people who see things quite differently.
The ‘left’ still tolerate the subordination
of everything to the military siruggle,
and the need fer a cross-class alliance to
gain support for it. Hence the spectacle
I4 moenths ago of one of the leading
left Provos in the North, Gerry Adams,
telling the press: ‘There is no Marxist
influence  within Sinn Fein. I know of
no one within Sinn Fein who is a Marx-
ist or whoe would be influenced by
Marxism.’ {frish Republican Information
Service, 3 November 1979}

The domination of militarism within
the movement is not some ‘accident’
that can be overcome by debate. It is, in
a sense, the principle of the movement.
It is the armed struggle which attracts
recruits and determines the whole
structure of the movement. Being able
to suggest a successful military tactic is
more important within the movement
than being able to argue for a tactic to
mobilise masses. Indeed, the only real

alternative to mititary struggle that has

ever been cenceived of by the movement
is the other side of military struggle —
negotiations by the leaders of the move-
ment with its foes to arrive at a military
truce,

Yet, without a class perspechive,
there is no way in which the impasse in
the North can be broken. That is why it
is so foolish for socialists to behave as if
all that is possible is to be a sort of
civilian support force for the Provos.

This does not mean dismissing the
feft within the republican movement out
of hand. It does mean recognising that
the left will be impotent while it remains
entrapped in the traditions and organis-
ations of republicanism,

Prospects

For 11 years the pattern has been this:
the British government has been unable
to follow a policy of consistent mass
repression, Stormont style, against the
Catholic ghettoes and therefore has been
unable to smashif™the cadres of the
republican movement; but neither have
the ghettoes been able to marshal the
forces needed to smash {finally the hold
of Orangeism and throw out the British
security forces that sustain the six-
county statelet. Each side has made
limited, temporary advances, but neither
has been able to sustain these positions
against the reaction they have provoked
among the mass base of its opponents,
The British could not keep up the
swing to all-out repression typified by
internment and Bloody Sunday. The

republicans could not keep forcing the

British povernment to the negotiating
table — and with it the establishment of
special status for prisoners —asin 1972,
Each has more or less paralysed any
initiative of the other. This is now re-
flected even at the military level, with
the Provos tving down large numbers of
the security forces, but in turn being
held back by these forces from anything

like the level of shootings and bombings

of seven or ¢ight years ago.

Such a war of attrition takes a con-
siderable toll on both sides. On the
republican side this is measured in
terms of the hundreds of imprisoned
volunteers. On the British government
side things are slightly more complex.

-
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The war has not had anything like the
same impact on British society that the
Vietnam War had on America: it has not
meant a million British conscripts going
to risk death, opening many up to radi-
cal ideas, It has not provoked massive

anti-draft campaigns in Britian; it has

not led to riots on the campuses and
among black people in inner city areas;
it has not forced the British military
budget to rise by a third — as the US
arms budget did at the height of Viet-
nam, fuelling inflation and driving the
great financial interests into the peace
camp. .

After 11 years of the war, a hard-
fought campaign by socialists inside the
British working class. movement could
not get more than perhaps two or three
thousand people out on the streets of
London in support of the five demands
of the hunger strikers. Thisisnet a result
of any failures to take ireland seriously
by the British left; it is because the war
has not had the impact an British society
that would create hostility to it, almost
regardless of the actions of the left.
What was so crucial in the American
decision eventually to withdraw from
Vietnam — the gaping division within
American society - has not developed
in Britain out of the war in Ireland. In
such circumstances, lreland is not a
radicalising factor in Britain which

w ”ﬁﬁﬂ%; ﬁ'sa-f.-a-_.&;'
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leads people to question other aspects
of "capitalist society; rather, it is only
when people have questioned these
other things, that they begin to under-
stand the significance of what is happen-
ing in the six counties.

Marx is often guoted to the effect
the British revolution depends on the
Irish revolution. If this means that no
revolution could achieve final success in
Britain which did not witness the smash-
ing of Loyalism and the six-county
statelet, it is absolutely right. If it means
that the Irish struggle is the detonator
that will explode British society, it is
probably wrong. At the time Marx
wrote, the Irish immigrant population
occupied roughly the role now played
by Afro-Caribbean and Asian imimni-
grants — it was a large, super-exploited
nationally oppressed section of the
British working class, to be found con-
centrated in the major industrial areas.
The struggle against Irish national
oppression was coennected to the struggle
Lo overcome racialist division within the
British working class, with aroused Irish
workers playing a vanguard role in the
revolutionary stiuggle of the class as a
whole,

Such are not the conditions today,
We have to fight for solidarity with the
struggle of the Catholic workers of the
North against oppression — if only
because the structures that oppress
them can be expected to throw their
weight well and truly on the side of re-
action if any broader working class
struggle develops in either Britain or
Ireland. But we should not expect the
fight to be an easy one or to develop
any great momentum of its own.

There seems to be a certain weariness
with the war in Ireland developing in
governing circles in Britain. The cost of
the war is still minimal, as compared,
say, with the cost of the missile pro-
gramme, That was why in the mid-
seventies it did not seemn to worry the
ruling -c¢lass at all: they had to station
and train their army somewhere  and
Ireland seemed a good enough place,
especially as it enabled them to develop
the most effective anti-subversion force
in Western Europe. The cost of ‘aid’ to
Northern Ireland was more resented --
but there was the compensating know-
ledge that much of the aid flowed back
into the coffers of British firms operat-
ing in the six counties,

Today the much greater depth of the
economic ¢risis means that at jeast a
section of the ruling class is thinking

~ that it can no longer afford either the

war or the aid. It is looking to cutting
its costs anywhere it can, and would be
as glad to rid itself of ‘the dreary steep-
les of Fermanagh and Tyrone’ as the
hospitals of South London. Hence the
indications that the Tory government is
looking once again at possible ways of
disengaging itself. This could explain

- the visit of almost all the leading ele-

ments in Thatcher’s cabinet to Dublin
last month, and the mysterious 80
minute-long private discussion hetween
Thatcher and the Irish Premier Haughey.

Yet attempts at limited disengage-
ment are not going to produce the
victory the Provos desire. The govern-
ment wants to repeat its tactics in the
hunpger strike on a larger scale. The
Tories would like a compromise which
divides the opposition within the
Catholic ghettoes, which gives the
Southern government greater responsi-
bility for ensuring the stability of the
North, and which reduces the ability of
an Orangeism that no longer fits their
interests to blackmail them. But they do
not want anything that would seem like
a2 republican victory and which would
drive the Loyalists to all-out confront-
ation. That is why Thatcher has insisted
the changes being discussed in Dublin
were ‘institutional’ not ‘constitutional’.

Past experience indicates that, what-
ever British governments want, any
change imposed on Northern Ireland is
likely to end in turmoil on the streets.
lan Paisley has already been trving to
exploit the Dublin talks in order to
assert himself as the spokesman for
Loyalism and to put rival organisations
in the shade. If Thatcher and Haughey
move it any direction when they meet
again in a few months time, the Irish
issue is likely to be at the centre of
British politics again.

Chris Harman

Who’s who on
the Irish left

The divisions and groupings on the I[rish
left follow the dominant international
pattern. But the basic characteristics of
most parties stem from their attitude to
the national question and the struggles
of workers in a country that is attempt-
ing to industrialise rapidiy. As a result,
the Irish left throws up some strange -
varieties of socialists.

The Irish Labour Party (ILP) was
founded by James Connolly, but has long
since left behind any connection with his
politics, In the mid-seventies i1t partici-
pated 1n the most right wing coalition
government that Ireland has ever seen,
As a result, its left wing has either been
expelled or has defected. Only the
Militant tendency is left behind.

{ts politics on the national question
is still taken from the Tories’ favourite
Irishman — Conor Cruise O’Brien, That
amounis to saying: direct rule and the
British army must stay as the best
solition. In the South, it stands for more
repression and more efficient police
operations against ‘subversives’. It con-
demned the H-block campaign as ‘IRA
godfather propaganda’.

Its links with the trade unions are
fairly tenuous — although the mass of
Irish workers automatically ‘affiliate’ to
it through union membership, The
unjions do not have anything like the
same weight in its structure as in the
British Labour Party. During the one
day general stoppages against the level




of taxation on workers,.it condemned
political strikes as “undermining parii-
ament’, '
Despite some recent electoral gains
around the FEuro elections — mainly
because of its fielding of personality
candidates — the Labour Party is set for
a dramatic decline. It has isolated itself
both from the militant sections of the
Southern working class and from those
with & concern for the national question.

Sinn Fein the Workers Party {SFWP)
has underpone the most dramatic chan-
ges in the last decade. In the late sixties
it was seen as the socialist republican
force in opposition to the right wing
motivation of the Provos, Today it has
been increasingly drawn to a ‘two
nations’ position. [t supports a revival
of a majority-rule Stormont regime in

the North. It is rescolutely opposed to.

political status for the prisoners,

It has adopted a conscious policy of
infiltration as a political method. That
applies not just to the unions, but
also to the RTE, the Southern tele-
vision station, and the 1DA  the South.
ern Industrial Development Authority.
In the union it has won a real foothold
in the bureaucracy, Its political influence
managed to direct the tax agitation
away from an attack on the hand-outs
to the multinationals and on to the
farmers. It has no perspective of building
anything like broad left organisation in
the unions; its total strategy is winning
non-elected full time posts.: As a result
it supports the National Understanding
on pay, and opposed the recent oil
strike — where soldiers scabbed — as
‘uitra-left’,

However,in republican polttics, policy
documents do not mean an awful lot.
The Provos are clearly seen as the
fighters against British imperialism and
the most consistent agitators for a united
ireland, .

In fecent years something of a left
wing tendency has emerged. But it is
not an organised force. The left wing
elements in the leadership argue for
greater involvement in social issues and
generally oppose the trade wunion
bureaucracy. But they also stick rigidly
to a stages theory on the national
question — ie first you get a united
Ireland, then you can fight for a social-
ist republic. They see the working class
as a sort of battering ram to back up
their struggle. The idea is: if we support
workers in their struggles, then they
support us in the campaign against the
Brits. They dismiss Orange’ workers in
biock as Orange near-fascists.

In recent months they have been
forced to look at the most fundamental
issue for republicans: the relationship
between the military campaign and a
mass movement. During the H-block
campaign, military attacks-. severely
diminished. But many in the Provos
- were still for the bombing of Britain if
all else failed’. They have still not distin-
guished themselves from the right
wingers on the military question — nor
called for the right to organise demo-
cratically inside the movement,

.against the Orange state.

The Irish Republican Socialist Party
(IRSP) emerged on the left as a break-
away from the SFWP, with a perspec-
tive of uniting the class issue and the
national question. Despite many claims
to the contrary, they have clearly failed
to do that,

They have not developed any consist-
ent industrial strategy or organisation.
Their involvement in class issues is
minimal except in some local areas. As
a result, there is often little to distin-
guish them from the left of the Provos.

They have however survived, despite
the most massive harassment from state
forces on both sides of the border and
the armed attacks of Loyalists,

The revolutionary left gmﬁps in
Ireland are tiny. There are two main
groups of roughly equal size.

The Peoples Democracy (PD),
formed from the fusion of the earlier
PD with the Fourth International
section, is mainly a student or ex-
student organisation. Its primary involve-
ment is in the national question and to a
lesser extent the women’s issue, It has
maintained absolutely no trade union
work and generally tends to dismiss it
as ‘economism’.
~ In the recent H-block campaign PD
had some influence in arguing that the
central focus of the campaign should be
on exposing Fianna Fail and the SDLP.
They regard both organisations as the
equivalent of reformist organisations
because of their positions on the
national question. As a result one of the
major slogans of the H-block campaign
was a demand on Haughey to ‘end his
silence’,

Its recent turn arose with the publii-
cation of The frish Industrial Revolution,
There it argued that underdevelopment
in Ireland was caused not by imperial-
ism, but by the ‘laziness’ of the Irish
bourgeoisie. It therefore welcomes and
campaigns for the introduction of the
multinationals, for the development of
state industry and for sacrifices by
workers in return for a greater political
voice in the running of the econocmy,

Although in absolute decline in the
North, it has grown in the South through
its ability in rural areas to present itself
as a4 more serious and consistent re-
formist party than the Labour Party
and through its appeal to a section of
the working class that has distanced
itself from nationalism,

The Communist Party has always.

been tiny except around the Belfast
area, It has been hounded for years by
cold war clericalism and as a result has
defensively adopted a straight pro-
Russian position, Throughout its history
it has vacillated between trailing the
republicans and lurching into sheer
economism,

In the North it argues that working
class unity will be built around economic
issues and campaigning for a Bill of
Rights. But it has never seen the econ-
omic . struggles as struggles directed
its leading

trade union members have welcomed
Paisley on platforms against the cuts.

it has recently turned to supporting
tlre demands of the hunger strikers. But
its militants have opposed taking
industrial action on their behalf,

In the South it has a small base
around the car industry, It generally
adopts a more militant position than its
erstwhile allies, Sinn Fein the Workers
Party.

The Socialist Labour Party (SLP)
originated as a breakaway f{rom the
Labour Party. 1t was joined by a number
of revolutionary groups who had
‘tendency righis’ within it. At cone stage
the Socialist Workers Tendency - the
predecessor the Sociatist Workers Move-
meht — held over a third of the positions
on the national executive. Teday the
revolutionaries have left — mainly over
ifs attitude o the national question.

It has one representative in parliament
-~ Noel Browne who 15 completely
immune to party discipline. He opposed
the hunger strike, whereas the party
formally supported it.

Generally, it is characterised by a
totat lack of any sort of strategy and by
the diversity of its internal views. [t has
become a small electoralist grouping
which places its primary emphasis on
propagandising over actions like contra-
ception and divorce. '

The Republicans have moved sharply
to the left in recent vears with the basing
of the struggle on the nationalist work-
ing class. But for republicans the only
issue of real importance is the national
question. As a result they contain with-
in their ranks every shade of opinion
from revolutionary socialists to right
wing anti-communists.

The Provos proclaim themselves to
be ‘democratic socialists’, believing that
the new Ireland will be based on a
democratic repional government styuc-
ture. They oppose Russian-style “social-
ism' as *state capitalism’.

The Socialist Workers Movement
(SWM), the fraternal organisation to the
SWP, has managed to build a small toe-
hold in the working class movement
through its involvement in rank and file
groups. It argues that only the working
class can solve the national questiion, as
part of its struggle for workers’ power.
It believes that the Protestant working
class ‘cannot be ignored while a united
Ireland is being established, but that
socialists must seek to involve them-
selves ‘in their struggles around un-
employment, wages etc. without hiding
their anti-imperialism,

Puripe the H-block campaign the
SWM succeeded -n initiating unjon
groups such as Corporation Workers
Against the. H:=blocks which brought
about limifed industrial action, It
argued that Southern workers could
not be appealed to on a simple natiomal-
istic basis — but asta class with a direct
political interest in the national struggle
Kieren Allen
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Her story of the future

AS late as 1973, 1 still thought there were no

women science fiction writers, and went
around asking why. An avid reader of SF
since the mid-60s, [ devoured velumes of
Asimov, Heinlein, Sturgeon and the rest
with only a slight sense of puzztement that
amid all these marvellous possibilities for
science and technology, even with the occa-
sional appearance of a female space pilot or
head of state, somehow women were always
the same. So, It seemed, was the family -
Mum, Dad and the Kids (with the occasio-
nal preservative Whore) adapting 1o the
aftermath of nuclear disaster, colonising
outer space, ordering robots about, and so
on. | f
In fact people were always the same: dear
old lovable Human Nature soldiering on
through the wuniverse {sometimes in alien
disguises, sometimes maturing in a robot’s
metal skin) across eons of the future, usually
accompanied by not-so-dcar old Human
War and Capitalism. Somehow, I felt, there
must be other imaginative possibilities.
Then, in 1973, an Austrzlian told me
about Ursula Le Guin, and 1 have hunted

" the shelves for women SF writers ever since.

They are still hard to find outside specialist
shops, and | managed to miss some now
uncbtainable classics, including Joanna
Russ's The Female Man, [ had been late find-
mg out about women SF writers, for not

.. onty had the ferment of American radical-

ism in the late 1960s produced a whole new
generation; it had drawn attention to pre-
vious genecrations who had often hidden
under male or *neutral’ pseudonyms (Fran-

" _ cis Stevens, Leigh Brackett, C L Moore, etc.)

Women were not the only hidden groupin

. the world of popular science fiction in the

- 1940s and 1950s. Mapgazine editors, with

their fixed picture of a young, white male
authience, sometimes insisted Jewish writers

. take Anglo names. Aggressive European

males were the only acceptable type of sci-
ence fiction hero, and racialism was subli-
mated in Bug Eyed Monster stories, Some
women, like C L Moore and Anne McCaf-

_ frey, wrote rollicking male adventure stories

to order, while some wrote ‘the housewife’s
angle’ stories, like Judith Merriltl {once prai-

~ sed for her ‘warm and colourful rendering of

the minutiae of the future’),
Some brilliant and versatile women wri-
ters, ltke Marion Zimmer Bradley and Anne

- McCaffrey, were names I had passed over

because their writing was presented as ‘fan-
tasy' for the post-Telkien market. Both

Bradley’s Darkover series and McCaffrey's

Dragonriders of Pern are based on strange

. but plausible hypotheses and the undoubted
- truth that one society’s knowledge may

become anather’s magic and superstition.
But Ursula Le Guin has (lke Fritz Leiber

and some other male SF writers) written

purely mystical fantasies in the Tolkien style

- which 1 have not read. (My ten-year-old son
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describes Egrthsea as ‘a good read, but

pretiy pointless!’)

Le Guin's best work, and that of other
women SF writers, has begun to realise the
possibilities in science fiction which were
only hinted at before the mid-60s. For sci-
ence fiction 1s at its best g thought experi-
ment, an exploration of fture possibilities
in all their social and psychological richness.
Vonda McIntyre has written:

‘Only in 8F can one deal with socicties
that have not yet evolved and problems
that have not yet surfaced ... 5F is a tool
for emotional and psychological explo-
ration just as surely as the sailing ship
was for exploring the world,”

Or as Pameta Sargent puts 1t

‘Science fiction opens the mind’.

in the last fifteen years, many minds have
been opened by the tremendous and exciting
unleashing of women's imagination on the
future in science fiction, And when women
drop the bonds of male convention and use
their own experience as the starting-point
for imagination, wonderful things happen.

Ursula Le Guin’s best books are The Left
Hand of Darkness and The Dispossessed. In
The Left Hand of Darkness she imagines a
planet on which the people are alt of one sex,
a combined male-plus-female physically,
and the reactions of a male visitor from a
‘normal’ world. There is a complete absence
of gender roles. ‘One is respected and judged
only as a human being. It is an appalling
experience,” is the first participant obser-
ver's reaction. Controversy has raged
around the book. Some people consider sex-
ual identity such a basic part of human per-
sonality that 1ts absence would create tragic
problems for the inhabitants as well as for
visitors. Stanislaus Lem (a Polish SF writer
much admired by Marxists) has said that Le
Guin “could not create, or did not know how

to create, the cruel harshness of the individ-
ual’s destiny in such a system.’

The Dispossessediells of twin planets, one
captalist, the other colonised by the mass
emigration of an egalitarian movement
founded by a woman, Odo. The description
of Anarres, the poorer, egalitarian planet, is
remarkable for its planned reconstruction of
human nature. There is no property, no
family; even the verb *to have’ has been
abolished by Odo. Such a world is concei-
vable, even workable, despite the problems
of scarcity. It is not socialist, but anarchist
(Le Guin s more explicit about this int the
related short story, ‘The Day before the
Revolution’.) There has been, and appa-
rently can be, no revolution on the capitalist
world, Urras,

Le Guin's idealism and pacifism emerge
more clearly in other works, but at her best
she has provided marvellously fertile
ground for argument and discussion. She 1s
magnificent when she contrasts the alterna-
tive possibilities with the greed and sexism
of capitalist society - and in The Word for
World is Forest, 1ts racism and militarism.

Several women writers have explored the
theme of maltriarchy, and not just as Utopia.
In Marion Zimmer Bradley’s The Ruins of
Isis, a married couple from the planet Uni-
versity travel to the c¢losed matnarchy of
Isis. He is an archagologist, but has to pretend
to be her assistant; she is an anthropologist
who believes that on her own world she has
achieved equaflity, The matnarchy of Isis is

‘extreme, and the woman Cepdriisshocked -

surely the men of the *maleworlds’ don't
treat women as badly as women treat men
here? Or do they? (* A man, for assistant? But
how surprising ... Don't you find it ... dis-
tracting?’) A men’s revolt overthrows the
matrarchy, but not in favour of male domi-
nation: new ways of living are slowly emerg-
ing when Cendri and her husband leave.
Another theme popular with women wri-
ters is the cyborg or part-human, part-
mechanical person. Anne McCaffrey's The
Ship Who Sang deals with a human female

‘brain encased in a space ship shelf who

forms semi-permanent relationships with
her male pilots. In Joan Vinge's beautiful
‘Tin Soldier’ both ships and pilots are
female, men having proved biologically
unsuitable for space flight. In ‘Fireflood’,




Vonda McIntyre describes creatures spe-
cially adapted for space missions which
never took place.

The possibilities of alien sex and biology
were tong ignored by male SF writers, who
tended to assume that all intelligent life muost
pair off and copulate hke earth mammals. In
" 1962, Naomi Mitchison came up with some
rather peculiar alternatives in Memoirs of a
"~ Spacewoman, and it 15 a favounite theme of
*James Tiptree Junior'.

*Tiptree’ . is the brillians woman writer |
nearty missed because of the pseudonym.
For years Alice Sheldon concealed her iden-
tity and her sex, turntng what had often been
a necessity for earlier womeh writers into an
utterly subversive tactic. ‘Tiptree’s’ stories
were written as f from a man’s point of
view, with women usuatlly seen through the
eves of a (moderately) sexist and aggressive

male. The male identity was accepted com--
pletely - men recognised themselves onlvtoo

- well in Tiptree’s heroes. Robert Silverberg

wrote: ‘Tt has been suggested that Tipiree 15
female, a theory 1 find absurd, for there is
something inejuctably masculine about Tip-
tree’s writing.’

Eventually, Tiptree/Sheldon weote an
outright feminist story, *The Women Men
Don't See’, in which two women choose
abduction by aliens rather than remain on
Earth - and it was nominated for a major
award because it showed how sympathetic a
man could be! In 1976, Alice Sheldonfinaily

owned up and knocked the breath nut{ﬂ'th: :

sclence fiction pundits.

*Houston, Houston, Do You Read?” bj’_ S
James Tiptree/Alice Sheldon, is the best .
story evelr written on the theme of. the
women-only world. Tiptree' J male startmg— g

point, s mamtamed in this story. of three

men, lost on an early space flight, who are’

rescued three hundred yeais in the future,
after a. genetic plague has eliminated men

from Earth. The reactions of the men-1ti1sa
world of chatter, an ant heap. a headless
chicken, an abomination mn God’s eyes or a
happy huntmg ground for the Big Prick - are
perfectly balanced with those of the women -
protective concern, curiosity, and finally

relief that there are, after all, only three of -

them. In the end, a man asks bitterly, *Just

. telt us, what do you.call yourselves? Wom-

en’s World? Liberation? Amazonia? A
woman smiles and replies, ‘Why, we call
outselves human beings. Humanity, man-
kind. The human race.’

Even if women never do have to shoulder
the burdens of humanity alone, we do not
know what possibilities lie in the future -
either this or thé far side of socialist revolo-
tion. ‘Whatever revolutions we make,
whatever future we shall be able to build,
women's imagination has clearly a bhuge
contribution to make.

MNarah Carlin

Polemic

Workers and the
Nicaraguan revolution

Linnet van Tinteren, who returned from Cen-

tral America in May last year examines some

aspects of the class struggle in Nicaragua
today. She takes issue with the analysis

offered by Mike Gonzales in previous issues of
Socialist Review on the nature of the Sandi-

nista Liberation Front (FSLN) and the Coun-
cil of State first convoked on May 4, 1980

What is Sandinism and where 5 1t taking
the country? Most of the workers and pea-
sants who, as the FSLN admits. made the

successful insurrection in July 1979, were

ready to be accommodated under the
umbrella heading of *Sandinism’. Junta and
other FSLN members ranged from Marxist
to social-democratic or liberal, and there
was a strong tendency. on the Latin Ameri-
can leit, to see thestruggle purely in lerms of
national hiberation from Yankee imperial-
Ism |

Since then a new struggle has begun, bet-
ween the Nicaraguan bourgeoisic and the
workers and peasants, and the uneasy coali-
tion on which the FSLN perspectives were
based last year has split irrevocably along
class lines.

Industrial Militancy and the FSLN response

The FSLN response to widespread indus-
trial militancy at the start of (980 was incon-
sistent and changed in the course of time.
In January, construction workers buitd-
ing the new centre of Managua demanded
wage parity with others in similar work and
recognition of their union, SCAAS aflilia-
ted to the trade unmon orgamsation CGT(),
which is dominated by the Moscow-oriented
communist and sociahst parties. 'The FSLN
had backed a competing union, atfiliated to
their own CST, the Sandimsta Workers®

Federation. 1,500 of the wurke[;i; demon- .
strated on 14th Januoary, 1980, shouting the

= slogans, *Workers and Peasants to power!
Down with the Bourgeosiel” They struck

and rapidly won wage increases, a canteen
and store selling basic foods, and the unifi-
cation of their union reprcqtntdtmn “with
SCAAS. '

Then 400 agricultural workers struck for
wage parlty with similar warkers at. the
Amalia sugar mill, ‘and this was followed by

strikes 10 other mills over pay and condi-

lions, often led by rivat groups to the FSLN.
These workers won pay riscs with promises
of more later, and a new admimistralive
council of represematives from differemt
sectors of the mills. Health workers fol-
lowed with demands tor wage party and
more money tor health programmes,

On the 7th February, 1980, 5,000 Mana-
gua lactory workers marched 1o the Minis-
try of Labour, demanding rises ot up to
100%.,

In late February, the workers of Fabricex,
a part state-owned, part private factory,
who had previously mobilised successtully
1o expel the residual Semoezist administra-
tion, struck tor wage increases and revalued
Jjob rates. Eventually, 20 other lactories
came out in solidarity and they worn 105

wage rises, loans and a commitment to bet-
ter conditions. The gold mines were already
nationalised by the FSLN.but workers
struck in three mines for wage increases and
regutar ‘supplies, winning new pay-scales
which they helped to tormulate.

Also, in February and March peasants
dissatisfied with the extent of agrarian
reform, seized large areas ot fand beyond the
previous limits of what was owned by Som-
oza or Somocistas, This defied the state
Institucio Nacional de Reforma Agrana,

(INRA) who they also pressed to distribute

previously expropriated land. When this
spread to the San Ramon arca the FSLN at
first senmt in the army to try 1o end 1. Then
cume the government decree of March 2nd.,
which announced the permanent expropria-
tron of INRA-held lands as well as legalising

the expropriation of other lands.

At first, the FSLN's concern was chiefly to
"raise production at all costs and they resis-

ted worker pressure, imprisoning and pub-
licly vilifying som¢ members of the rival
FQO(Frente Obrcra) and Stalinist groups as
the réot of the problem, clatming these to be
CIA manipulated.

Their change of approach emerged clearly

. with the Caracol strike, where the demands

of the workers and ransed production were

‘bath achieved by giving the workers thesr

heads and dispossessing the owners.
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Since then they have tended to Iauppan'anc'l
encourage occupations of factories or lands,

though opposing strikes as attacking recon-

striction. The Caracol occupation has been
paralleted by others in Polymer SA Plastics,

~ Standard Steel. SOVIPE, Nicarao, and Hur-

tado leather,

On the 2nd Man:h 1980, the povernment
decreed for itself new powers (o intervene in
support of warkers' actions and investigate
decapitatisation by bosses. At the resulting

news coference and in the FSLN political
journal ‘Poder Sandinista’, emphasis was -

laid on the paramounicy of workers' action
in  enforcing the. ‘decres. Further

series of wage sirikes in. June, notably. in
CANAL (cement) and Plynic (timber) were
quickly settled by some concessions. Fac-.
tofy occupations in July:and August.were. .

foliowed o August 23rd.by a speech by H.
Ortega of the Juma, anppuncing three mea-
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- New ' racama:endatians m incrense; po]im_-. ;
: pawers have qmta rightly met firm appoaumn

from all soclalists. .

- As anybody who has ever been in court wil.fl

know, there are lies, damned lies, and police
evidence. But even with the most sophisticated
téchniques of fiction, the striking thing about

| the cops is their total incompetence. A recent

report suggests that the CTD manage to clear

up a staggering total of 2.5 (yes, the decimal
point is in the right plaife-—twn-pnillt-f've} per
cent of crime.

" These statistics—proverbiglly as reliable

as police evidence—emerge from a. Home -

Office Report cglled The Effectiveness of
Policing. Topether with other regent studies,
they build np 2 damning indictment of the
cops.,

* 93 per cent of shui:!ifting is detected. But
only because only those who are caught in the
act ever come to police attention. The inte-
resting question is liow the seven per cent

.caught scuttling out of Tesco with a tin of

sardines in their pocket ever get away with it.

* 80 per cent of crimes of violence aré cleared
up. This is because the assailant is msually

- known to the vlcllm.

* Iﬂ per cent of hurglaries are cleared up.
Most of these are because someone caught in
the act will then canl'eaa to a string of ather
offences.

* Overall, 40 per ceat of reported crime is
cleared up. This is about 3 quarter of afl cri-
mes actually. committed. Of these reperted
offences, only abagt 25 per cent are cleared up

" by detective work, That means, if you do the

sums, that we end up with the CID clearing up
that famous 2.5 per cent of crime. -

s T

and the developing reapﬂaaiw:naas of the
FSLN junta to workers' demands, rather

tl_1an to their own, as the threat it was,

This came to a head on 22nd April,
when Robelo of the MDN left the junia
Robelo particularly objected to the com-

position ol the new Cauncil of State.
The new Council of State consisted of

47-50 delegates, only nine of whom repre-
sented the bourgeois parties and COSEP,

the kederation of industrialists, landlords, -

estate owners and merchants. Most of the
Expﬁnsmn came from.giving more seats 1o
the elected delegates of mass organisation.

After this, the bourgeoisie resorted to

increasingly dirty tactics: sneak raids and
murders and a propaganda campaign accus-
ing the FSLN of being anti-Christian,

against individual freedom, of shipping

- basie grains to Cuba efc..and demanding

parliameniary elections. On August 23rd
the FSLN rejected demands for elections as

a manoeuvte to atta::k the revolutionary

process.

Tﬂ' s_ummariae and review the position of

et ‘m i T L TRCTR B
: . ';_-t" = _ _.'_-"':-. FL A

the FSLN: it is not a direct inatrumehhaf“_

* worker and peasant power in Nicaragua, It~

has #ot turned Nicaragua over to a govern-
ment of people’s soviets. It has not dispos-
sessed all private property and industry. 1ty
constrained by the need to rebuild and raise
praduction at home and remain at p:at:e fvar
as fong as possible with other countries. The
Councit of State does nor . contrel. the,
government and the junta hastwo mfm’bm"s
who are not Sandinistas. Tht:rf hHS’ b-l:r:n- a.:
class struggle going on for months i: N'H:a*ri _
ragua and workers’ action as well aa,ﬁnurr"
geois recalcitrance has farced :ﬁlﬁr:és ﬂmtﬁﬁ_; |
FSLN in a longseries of confrontagions, The. -
general patiern of choices: whlﬂ'l umqngeﬁ' :
was support tor worker dctlﬂn a;;ﬁ‘a‘i;ussmn ;
to worker demands, g
If there is anywhere in. LHHII ﬁm:m‘,:a,
where a successful st rugglcfﬂfﬂ:ﬁﬁﬂhhi tible- -
ration is being followed by . a‘"'cmltmmng
class-struggle and where: “timi aﬁim
ideologies of the past are beingrephiced ﬁ;m,_ i
new workers’ COMSCIOUSRCSS: hnrﬂfdigtﬂm&-
tous experlence that cuun{ty i.s ﬁ'm ._

But the walley en the heat is not much more
use. . The average copper on foot patrol can

~expect to intercep( -a street robbery every 14

years. .
This is all bad news for your average -::up,
since fewer arrests mean slower promotion

and, of course, much less chance of a back-

hander.

But there is a much more serious question

‘at siake, Since 1950, expenditure on the police
has risen fivefold in real money terms. There
are twice as many cops as there were thirty
years ago. And as spending increases, so do
the number of crimes. The correlation, as the
table shows, is so striking that we have to ask
is there a causal link.

"“Of course there is such a link. Not only does
the whole structure of the police necessitate
an increase in crime inorder to ensure individ-

wal promotion and bureaucratic growth, but .

such a force is bound to be ineffective.

The classic Marxist theory of the state is
that it is “a special body of armed men’. This
means that it is necessarily sepgrate from the
society it polices. Such a separation is essen-
tial if ordiriary human beings are to be disci-
plined into attacking their
brothers. But crime takes place inside society,

So, in order to have any hope of clearing up
crime, the police must rely on people inside
society. There are two sorts of such people:
paid informers and ordindary citizens. Paid
informers are only any use against ‘professio-
nal crime’ and their effectiveness is not
related to the size of the police.

- Ordinary citizens, on the other hand, will
volunteer information to the cops only in so
far as they believe that the police are doing a

. worthwhile and useful job. But a larger police

force, and harsher legislation, mean that more
and more ordinary people are subjected to
some sort of police harassment. So they are

sisters  and

to create crime and the less: llw

ol q...g..-l +':'.“-F|

~able to clear it up. . -"-.**:

That is why Marxists argm‘: tﬂ;#rl i&
be no police force under Hewn, A e mot,
that some individuals will nala"'f ;lﬁ-
social acts, although social comditicn g
mean that their number will he greatly
reduced. Rather it is that the only eﬁel‘.'th't
way to stop such people is if the mass of the
population reject them and are rta@y topres

. veit them where necessary, Thus:the oy

effective method al’ policing is hy tbe citi:ens
themselves, .

Capitalism, of course, t:anlluk w this
sensible strategy. It needs the police for’ qnltl.t
different things: smashing strikes and demon-
strations and defending the existing uﬂief
against its enemies,

...... As Pelice speading
£083 WP crime Mm g

. Sarless atonses reoonind Iy Palien




~~ TUC bureaucracy

- In Congress House
no-one can hear you scream

When the Tories came to power last year the
experience for the whole of the top burcau-
cracy of the trade umion movemcnt was a
. little like walking along the pavement and
- finding a trap door open in front of you
" rather than solid ground. All of a sudden the
elabbrate courtship from 1he government
. vahished, to be replaced by a sense of isola-
. tion which has grown stronger rather than
. weaker in the succeeding 18 months. Lt did

- not take long for certain irreverent TUC

. staff who'd been to see The Afien to coin the
" phrase ‘In Congress House No One Can
- Hear You Scream.’
. The problem tor the trade union
* leadeiship—collectively —has been that
. fhey have had nothing whatever to say {let
‘alope do) in the worst post-war economic
crisis. Their total irrelevance 1s best iflus-

", trated by the recent fate of a *clever’ initia-

" tive on new technology produced by onec
* Pavid Lea—the man who gave us'the Con-

'1~ | '~ cordat on St Valentine’s Day 1978. TUC
. .. and CBI staff drew up an agreed document
. - which welcomed new technology, admitted

: jt:jbs.wduld have to go, but said that changes
. should be negotiated. All good 1960s stuff.

Unfortunately a number of employers, espe-

cially the Engineering Employers’ Federa-
tion, don't want anything to do with
negotiations before bringing in new machi-
nes and sacking workers, least of all with
nationat rules containing a TUC “checklist’.

So the CBI rejected the *yomt' document
al a recent meeting, leaving the TUC to issue
press statements denouncing ... ‘the real
Luddites.” This was the sum total of the one
real TUC initiative to have taken place since
June 1979.

The Grain

In this context the extraordinary events sus-

rounding the Isle of Grain dispute, the difte-
rent unions” stances, the TUC response and
the final sgualid deals can be rather more
easily understood. It may seem slightly daffi-
cult 1o recall now that the AUEW, the
EETPU and the CEU were technicaliy
within two days of suspension from the
TUC over the scabbing in the laggers’ dis-
pute. The ‘compromise’ deal advanced by
the GMWU in fact conceded a large part of
what Duffy, Chapple and Baldwin
wianted-—and virtually everything which the

2ntral Electricity Generating Board had
wanted when it launched its offensive
against local bargaining on bonus payments
in July 1979.

The reasons for the big blow-up and then
the subsequent ‘reconciliations’ were hardly
to do with the laggers at all. They were first
of all to do with the Chappie/Dulty atternpt
to asseri their right to go their own way on
anything and, in particular, to spite the two
big general unions. Secondly. the issue for
the FUC’s own bureaucracy was above all
defence of the Bridlington procedures. Tak-
ing an overall view, the rules on inter-union
disputes are about the only thing the TUC
has 1o call its own at the moment; If Chap-

.ple, especially, had been allowed to flout

them, Lea Murray and Co might just as well
have stopped turming up for work.

But behing these two issues of personal
politics on the general council and the "auth-
ority of the TUC", there are several related
developments which illustrate the state the
trade union bureaucracy has got itself into
after the first year of the Thatcher govern-

ment and the lack of direction a1 the officzal

level in the trade anion movement,

The EETPU

Several of the more tmportant moves con-
cern the EETPU. Swociglise Review readers
do not have to be told about the projected
merger with the AUEW-—-but the electr-

‘cians have also been guietly swallowing

other erganisations, notably the UK Associ-
ation of Professional Engineers, 4 manager-
ial union chiefly involved in aerospace, and
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

the Steel Industry Menagemenl Associa-
tion, which ‘organises’ executive grades n
the steel corporation. Both corganisations
have been notable in the past for their
dubious union credentials, UI{APE Tor
example attempted to recruit in TASS areas
at the time of the Industrial Relations Act,
notably at C A Parsons in Newcastle where
there was a long dispute mvelwng dereqee
of the law. :

Clearly these mergers represent a sngmﬁ- '
" cant step for the EETPU, which is now. it 2

strong position to attract the Eleemi;}a]

Power Engineers’ Association and it.s ﬂff—
shoot the Engineers’ and Managers’ Asmc:-
ation, which could represent a big Ihreat 10
the recruitment plans of TASS emﬂng Engie ..
and mid'dle r

I'.'IEEI'IHg
Managers,

industry junior

A
’

Amalgamation Skirmishes S T
But meanwhile TASS has not been maetwe
Its latest moves to frustrate thé forced
AUEW amalgamation without TASS,
involved the courts and the legal machinery
by which unions are registered. Ken Gill, the

. chief motivator of the legal moves, appears

to have won his case and blocked a revision

“to the rules for the time being. At virtually
the same time, the Financiaf Tintes carnied a

story about TASS full-time officials object-

ing toa change in the rules by which they can

be removed from office by the executive or

the general secretary. We can of course only
speculate on the motives of those invalved—

but there are strong precedents for full-time
unelected officials brought to office by the
Communist Party becoming totally unac-
countable, and TASS may need totally ‘reli-
able’ full-timers in the not too distant future.

Moves by other AUEW sections are less
;omplex and subtle. The construction sec-
tion, the initial scab union at the Grain, was
the first to go along with the TUC formula,
largely because it could almdst be swallowed
overnight by the TGWLU without anyone
noticing, if it were not protected by Brid-
lington rules. Duffy's decision to pull away
from a confrontation with the TUC may
have been marginally motivated by the fact
that his election was taking place at the time;
but more to the point, an AUEW unprotec-
ted by Bridliinglon would have hesn wide
apen to the T&G 1n the car industry. espe-
cially as the T&G since the Robinson affair
at BL has been looking for a chance Lo
strengthen its hand in terms both of bargain-
ing and membuiship. The T&G stands to
. .se more members than the AUEW
through automation and robot assembly
lines.

The TGWU *conspiracy’

A large part of the press comment on the
way the TUC has been moving has coucen-
trated on Moss Evans and the TGWU vote.
In particutar, in the aftermath of the threa-
tened Graip suspensions and the TUCs eri-
sis over Poland, the papers latched on to the
fact that it was the T&G that had moved
Sidney Weighell of the NUR off the TUC's
Transport Industry Committee to be

8-

" replaced by its own man, and that the T&G
had been prominent in moving Frank Chap-
ple off the Finance and General Purposes
Commutice. |

There is some substance to the view that
the T&G has been asserting itself in the
vacuum of union leadership. Ever since his
role in the steel strike (which we documen-

- ted in Secialist Review 1980:4) Moss Evans
has been coming more to the front than

 previously, particularly in the Labour Party
_: Interrial afgumﬁus But this has more to
7du—epparentj?—w1th the decision of Alex
'_K]teeﬂfend other T&G full-imers to push
for gertain pﬂllelee, such as support for the

ﬂetehe; 10th demonstration outside the

.F['emmnferenee than with Evans” ability to
meve into the driver’s seat vacated by Jack

Jenes. et

What is in fact mostinteresting’about the

apparent T&G push for power 15 that it
reveals the lack of.cesitralised al.lthenl}'
within the T&G itself as well as within the

TUC as a whole. Evans’ role seems more to

bc as a slreughtfnrwerd sell-out merchant—

~for example in capitulating over the Leyland
Seemh-;.r Review

scabs’ charter {see
1980:5)—than as an authoritative leader

~within the union. The regional efﬁelats and.
national offiéers have in the meantlme been

enhenemg their role.
This could be quite important in a nega—
tive sense for the ‘broad left’. The T&G as

The Mancunian way

The recent strike by Manchestetr council
Housing Department workers shows that at
least the rank-and-hle in local government 1s
prepared to fight back agamnst the cuis.
The dispute began when the Labour-
controtled Manchester councit, elected on a
mandate of no cuts, started to push through

- their third successive round of cuts since
June 1950,

The Housing Department management

introduced a re-structuring document which

amounted to about the same sort of thing as
British Leyvland’s ‘slaves charter’. The decu-
ment gave management the right to priori-
tise areas of work at 24 hours notice and
introduced complete labour flexibility
throughout the department. This went hand
in hand with massive de-skilling, giving
work previously donc by protessional offi-
cers to clerical grades and increasing the role
ot new technology,

The document was introduced over the

heads of the unions. There were no negotia-

tians and management announced it to the
membership at office mectings they had
organised. Al the same ttme, they sent per-
sonal letters to ali cmployees over 50 offer-
ing them voluntary redundancy.

A week before the management offensive,
the NUPE housing branch had unanimously
re-atfirmed its policy of not covering tor
unfitled vacancies, and the membership

such is not the force it was under Jones, In
terms of a blog, but as a bureaucratic instru-
ment it has thus become more useful on
certain issues, particularly as some of the
higher-ranking full-timers—Ilike Kitson—
are long-standing ‘left” officials, a fact which
has of course not prevented them putting the
knife into disputes like Adwest this year.

A cripple. alliance

This far we have a picture of a ‘shell-

- shocked” TUC and, for the most part, a

leaderless, rudderless union burcaucracy

- which can’t do anything much with the
. employers, because of the hardliners in the

CBL can’t to anything {much) about unem-
ployment, because it’s afraid that orange-

jacketed marchers will swarm in and take up
Ainitiatives in all directions.

How far is this totally pethetle state of
affairs hikely to continue?
. The only real initiatives seem to be cOm-

ing from the right. By forcing Murray to
play go-between, the right-wing basically
. got what it wanted from the Isle of Grain,
ncluding most probably being able to
blame it5 closure on the ‘left's’ peace for-
~ mula. Meanwhilte the right-wing in both the
~Iron and Steel Trades Confederation and

the National Unmion of Railwaymen seem to
be playing around with the. idea of re-
creating the ‘Triple Alliance’—along with
the NUM.

were 1n no mood to take the new document
lying down.

. But the management forced the pace by

victimising ten workers for refusing to cover

- unfilled vacancies. NUPE responded to the
 sackings by calling a strike meeting, and the

NALGO rank-and-file pushed a very reluc-
tant branch leadership inte support for the
strike. The membership in the Housing
Department were determuined to. fight and
there were strong indications of support

. from other council workers.

Unfortunately, the local leadership and
full-time officiais were not so determined.
No strike committee was elected and instead
the leadership was made up of representati-
ves of the departmental Joint Consultative
Committee. This quickly became bitterly
divided, with those NUPE members who
supported a rank-and-file approach in a
decided minerity. The majority, who had
opposed the strike in the first place, pro-
vided no sort ol leadership.

Up until very near the end of the strike,
this was the sort of leadership that prevailed.,
At all times they were trying 1o stitch up a
deal with management. One attempt, to get
a mass meeting to return to work with a deal
that did not even guaraniee the re-
instatement of the 10 victimised workers,
was thrown out by angry members.

On the other hand, the NALGO Action
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" “This is not the only bloc to have formed
after the collapse of the social contract. The

~ . civil service unions have their coordinating
committee, the public sector unions have a

liaison committee and so on. The new alli-
ance is fiiore. notably politically, however,in

the sense that, like its famous predecessor,

which was founded in 1913, it is an alliance
of the right wing, desngn:d to htﬂduﬁ rathcr
than lead any militancy. -

It is carly days yet, but'if the:new alliance
does get anywhere it will surely. be in trying
to prevent any effective pmling of resources
and strength between miness, stulwnrkcrs
and rail workers. As with the burst of mil-
itancy from' the Wales TUC earlier -this
year—of which nothing more has been
heard—the operation scems to be mncerned
with ‘diverting any militant movement in
South Wales into safer channels.

We can expect more of these sorts of deve-

lopment, however-—given that a number of

union-leaders will be coming under conside-
rabie rank and file pressure, often from their

_‘right-wing’ bases, 10 do something about

jobs. Now that the TUC seems to have abdi-
cated completely, the vacuum may be filled
by powerful sounding but ephemeral athan-
ces of different groups of bureaucrats. The
task as always wilt be to see what's actually
there on the ground.

David Beecham

oo,

Group and the NUPE Rank and Fil¢ Orga-
nisation were able to organise very effectiv-
ely. They provided the backbone .of the
attempts to organise picketing and support
from other workers. The pathetic official
leaflets were bundled up by the meémbers
and dumped in the union offices. Rank and

- File ieafiets were handed out instead. Suc-

cessful- speaking tours were organised In
Sheffield, Leeds, Liverpool and London. A
one-day strike and demonstration was orga-
nised at four days notice and it was suppor-
ted by 3000 council workers. The Rank and
File public address system took overand led
the demornstration.

Support for a more militant stance was
clearly growing and the officials moved
quickly to end the strike before it got out of
conttol. They cobbled together a new deal
which did give the ten workers their jobs

‘back and managed to force it through a

mass meeting.

This was amajor sell-out. Support for the .
strike was growing and money and messages

of support_were flooding in. A more Jeter-

. mined stand in Manchester could have pro-

vided a focus for a national campaign
against cuts in local government.

Asitis, Manchester council have achieved
all they wanted and more.
*NALGO Action Group and NUPE Rank ﬂﬂd

File have produced a pamphict which analyses
-the: strike in grear detail. 'Lessons of the
- Strike’ can be obrained ar 30p per copy. 10

copies Jor £1.50, both post free, from.

Flat 3. 13 The Beeches, Didsbury, Manchester
M20. | '

Maurice Vallely.

For a homosexual, the first necessary stepis
self-recognition. The process of coming to
accept onéself as a homosexual can be very
difficult and involve much agomising. Hav-.
ing ‘come out” to oneself, the next step is to
come out to friends, family and employers.

For many this last step is left to the police

and the courts, after conviction of one of the

many offences for which the law “reform” in
1967 made no provision.- Coming out will
often mean dramatic changes in your hfe,

involving husband, wife, children and

neighbours. To not be able to make that

choice with due preparation can have horri-

fying results. .
But precisely those pressures which make

it most difficult for gay people to come out

make it most difficuit for them to organise

to change their working conditions. The
struggle for gay rights at work then has two
components: organising agamst the

- employer to prevent victimisation; organis-

ing ‘athong fellow employees in order to
make coming out a sympathetic experience.

Tlle Linions .

Because *being a hummexuat involves what
you do n your private life, few gay people
see it as having anything to do with therr
workplace experience, until they get the
sack. Queer-bashing jokes in the staff can-
teen, fear of recognition provoking too
sharp a reaction from boss or fellow wor-
kers, and the-possibility of carving out a
tolerable existence in the pubs, home!
foreign holidays, all combine to prevent gay
people from forming the links between thewr

-oppression and organising at work.
Gay rights organisations, whie making

genuflections towards the trade unions 13
the same breath as the churches, hiave never
recognised the workplace as a point of
major influence. Gay work in the labour

movement has always been undertaken by a
small group of gay trade unionists and the .
- supporters - of " the rank-and-file groups.

Given the brief period during which this

work has been done, the successes are noi-

inconsiderable, and sections_of the class
have proved to be more'sympathetic to gay
rights than was expected.

The NUJ was the first union to pass an

anti-discrimination clause, including biased

reporting, but no case has ever been taken
up. despite the almost continuval stream of
anti-gay abuse from papers, both national

~and regional. There has not been a case, ™
“however, of obvious sacking, so there has

not yet been on opportunity of putting the
posilion to the test,

The National Union of Students was the
first union to pass a positive motion, and to
campaign around it, although the NUS Gay
Liberation Campaign has had a chequered

‘caréer, and can present little positive’'proof
of advance. ‘The clearest case of discrimina-

tion concerned a student lﬂachcr ‘Geoff

Bﬂ%:ﬂnn. who was prevented from under-
“tak

aking his training course unless he had a
medical-psychiatric examination.
own umnion, and less from the NUS execu-
tive, and his success in fighting was a result

of the activity generated from within the gay
- movement and from socialist students.

NALGO was the first large trade union to
pass a gay rights, motion, following active
campaigning by the small group of gay peo-

The -
case provoked unwilling support from his |

feacaerid o LR

Al B e d g g e =,

L S e .

ple in NALGAY supported by the NALGOG -

Action Group. The best example of a fight

" was provided by lan Davies who, when

sacked after a conviction of gross Iﬂdﬂtﬂ'ﬂﬂ}
managed to produce a mass walkout from
his fellow workers, However, the shallow-

closencss of the
vole on the -
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banning of Scarborough as a conference
- venue, after the town council refused to
accept a booking from the Campaign for
Homosexual Equality.

Within the NUT coentinual attermpts by
Rank & File Teacher and the Gay Teachers
Group have stll not achieved a debate at
conference, although non-discnimiration
clauses have been negotiated locatly with a
- small number of employers. It i1s possibie
that the enthusiasm of the fighters round the
case of John Warburton, an ILEA teacher,
while not achieving his re-instatement, at
least has held off other employers from tak-
ing the same lLine.

NATFHE has been somewhat more suc-
cessful, though in the sacking of Gordon
Wiseman mn Salford, the fact that he belon-
ged to Equity instead of NATFHE was
enough 1o prevent the majority union in the
college and the authority taking any action.

Within the Civil Service the situation is
far from clear, for the ‘secunty’ angle is
pushed whenever questions are asked. How-
ever considerable work has been done
within the CPSA, SCPS and the IRSF, all of
which have shown themselves amenable to
debate. But probably the greatest single suc-
cess within the public service was the passing
of a motion at the NUPE conference this
year. This however has not led to any active
campaigning on NUPE's part. Within the
rest of the fabour movement it is a sorry tale,
not wortth telling,

Gay Rights At Work

The evident lack of progress led to the cal-
- ling last year of a4 conference of gay activists
in the labour movement around the theme
of Gay Rights at Work. 35 people were dele-
gated, 25 branches sponsored amd more
than one hundred people attended. This
provided the basis for setting up a commit-
" tee which has produced a pamphlet, badges,
provided speakers, produced action sheets
around specific cases of victimisation, and
orchestrated motions through a number of
union branches.

- Hawever, tensions exist between the three
possible directions which any campaign for
gay rights at work could take:

¢ orienting around fighting tribunals and
appearing respectable, but spending vast
amounts of money on lawyers’ fees;

#& orienting on the official machinery, work-
ing at their pace and accepting their leader-
ship in specific cases;

® orientine around the rank and file, trying
to build the self-activity of gay people, but
incurring the suspician of the leadership and
endangering individual victimisations
through over-politicising.

This has prevented one single general
campaign emerging. And the limitation of
resources has prevented the campaign really
reaching bevond a small laver of malitants
into either the real depths of the white collar
unions, or anywhere in the manual unions.
Workplace activity remains minimal and
the majority of gay people unaware of the
importance in their lives of the protection

A

which unions could provide for them. The
majority ol cases involving direct anti-gay
victimisation (always difficult to prove any-
way} still concern people who are non-
unionised, have not come out to theirfellow
workers, are unprepared to put up a fight,
and put their trust in tribunals.

The Rank and File
Two components to successful gay work in
the unions are essential: there has to be a
caucus of gay mulitants who are prepared to
undertake activity, including writing letters
(o union papers and gay papers, pushing
motions through branches, working around
gay organisations and meeting places, creat-
ing entough stink to get something going.
Secondly, there has to be a rank-and-file
network which can generalise cxperience,
has some experience of how the union ope-
rates, and has an agitational machine. So far
only a tiny proportion of gay victimisations
are fought and only a very few gavs come
out at wark, Just as only a tiny proportion
of workers have the confidence to take on
the bosses, or the Tories,

Our work must stilt have two broad
currents:
® winning the bulk of working people to an
acceptance of the rights of gay people, and
the understanding of how bosses use anti-
gay fears - to undermine workplace
sohidarity;

® winning the bulk of gay pecple to the
realisation that their interesis are inextrica-
bly inked with the interests of the class as a
whaole, and that gav liberation, as with any
other liberation, has to be achieved at the
point of production.

You c¢an heip
@ Pass the motion below through your
Branch and 1o higher union bodgs.
® Order pamphlets, badges and eaflets for
general distribution
® Invite a speaker 10 motivate work in the
branch
® Let the commitiee know of any case of
victimisation which needs to be fought.
#® Support the demonstration in Manchester
on 21st February with banners.
® Support the conference on March Zﬂlh in
Sheffield with delegations.
John Lindsey

This branch recognises that gay people need
positive encouragement to defend themselves
against victimisation at work. We call on the
union to publicise the work of the Gay Rights
at Work Committee, undertake to distribute
its material through the branch, and agree to
sponsor the conference in Sheffield on 28th
March 1981.

Danations to 7 Pickwick Cowrt, London SE9

Getting

it together around

the dole

In our last issue Andy Strouthous from Tyne-
side told about the problems of organising the
unemployed. Now Stuart Fancy, from South-
East London writes on the methods they've
used to build the Right to Work campaign
there. He bears out many of the points made
by Andy.

In the summer we leafletted the dole and
sold Seciafist Worker. We found that while
the paper sold very well to the over-23s we
didn’t make many gains with the youth.
Quite a few were interested in. the 1dea of
protest by the unemployed, but they weren't
prepared to commuit themselves to go on the

- march.

But what we did i'm:! was that by working
on a social basis we did get contact with
about 15 uncmployed who we
managed to get to various pickets. But what
was happening was that you could get one
group to one thing, another to the next and
so on, We didn’t seem to integrate the
various groups of unemployed youth. The
basic fact is that people do things collectiv-
ely when they are in their soctal groups, and
are very wary of going off on their own w:th
people they don’t know.

"~ We did finally manage to get three on the
Right to Work march for one week. The
march sufficiently interested them 1o be wil-
ling to do unemployment work when they

got back.

What we find with our events sl lhE}" re
organised for the youth they don't work—
this was the problem with a lot of RARs
events. They must be organised by the
vouth. -

It was decided to organise on a more
sociual basis and try to get the various groups
of unemployed we knew together. So far
we've organised a couple of gigs, which have
been well attended. So far things have been
working quitc well, We sent a minibus full
up to a South East TUC demo 1n East
Londoen and mobilised a lot of people 10 give
out leatlets.

We've also got a trades council backed
group calling itself Greenwich Action
Group on Unemployment (GAGOU). They
are friendly and not sectarian, have been on
Right to Work pickets and wem to
Brighton. But despite a very energetic begsn-
ning they have been reduced to a small
group who spend so much of their time try-
ing for council and government grants that
they don't have time to campaign amongst
the unemployed. At the beginning GAGOU
was very energetic, working around the dole
queucs, but they got dispirtied became
inward-looking and reckon now that if they
get an unemployed centre they’ll be able (o
organise from there.




Ask the kids

There are ¢lements of truth in all three
options which Dave Evans presents us. with
on paedophiha (SR 1980:11) :
® Children do have the ‘right’ 1o break out
of the forced pareni-child relationship

® Paedophile relationships-are bound to be
e.:ploitative

& Adult attitudes mwards sexuahty are qult: -

different from those of chiidren. |

[t is also-true that the PIiE tnal wilt be.an
attempt to assault the whole sexual libera-
tion movement on the ground on which it s
weakest and most . divided: that many
women have a different position on the
question of age of copsent from many men;
that nt is still difficult to raise any questions
of séxuality within the labour movement.

But we must not be tempted into idealistic
support for an oppressed minority, nor idea-
lise romantic relations.

We must recognise that any talk of ‘tree-

dom’ without economic independenﬂe is

rumanuc :

We IS rcmgmsc that yuung pﬁﬂplﬁ
themselves will have .to struggle for their
hberatlpm and that we must sypport the
NUSS as the best means of. achigying it.

Pacdophilia is the love of children h}r

adults. it says nothing about the opimons of -

the children on the question.
dohn Lindsey

 Paedophilia harmful?

Having read David Eﬁ;hsf ;ﬁispcllihg,- tﬁhe_' .
in the December /January SR, {

myths’
should like to try to dispel David Evans’
misguided indignation. The use of a bad law
against members of Paedophile Information
Exchange does not automatically turn’ the
defendants into ‘martyrs’. {The forecast
‘wave-of press-orchestrated hystena’ and *8-
week orgy of slander® doesn’t seem to have
materiatised anyway, but that is beside the
point.) -

Unfortunately, many socialists imagine
that any group that opposes the dominant

morality of capitalist society is automati- -

calty .good and progressive, and that all
good revolutionary sociahists should sup-
port tti. This attitude is often incredibly
harmful, as-the ‘oppressed’ groups may well
be genuinely dangerous td society at [arge or
to a vulnerable group (in this case clitldren).
In such a case, the sight of socialists leaping
to defend such *martyrs’ can effectively ahie-
nate large numbers of people from social-
ism. It is correct that we should question our
handed-down sexual morality,so let's consi-
der seriously whether paedophilia is a harm-
less sexual preference that dnes No-onec any
harm.

Sexual, like other r:latinnships, should

not-be explontative or mampulative. They're

more difficult 1o regulate than other rela-

tionships as an exploited partner is under

emotional pressure not to compiain. As
there 15 no. way that society can or should
check upon individual relatiosships, the

only way to minimise exploitationistotryto

ensure that sexual relationships are based on

- equality and that people involved im them

have access to any information fh:_y may

want or find useful in protecting their inte- -
. rests.

Economic eéquality s wvitally
important—womern have often been-forced
into sexual relations with men in order to
obtaincivil rights, a meal ticket; respectabil-
ity, the right ta keep their children. .. !
An adult-child relationship cannot be
equal, economically, 1niellectualiy or emo-
tionatly. In an adult sex relationship, hope-
fully, each partner has a- good idea of what
the other expects and experiences, and so
can judge whether or not they: want to give
it. -An adult 15 1n a2 better positioo than a
child to judge another adult’s motives:amnd
character simply through being. aware of a
wider range of possibilities; having met;
read about, heard about .mors. peaple-and
situations. Any parent and apy adult who
can remember its own childhood should rea-
lise the vulnerability of children to emotio-
nal blackmail; 1f adult women -can. be
emotionally blackmailed into pretending tor
enjoy unwelcome sexual -advances then so
can children. - .
It is also necessary 1o take intor ﬂcmun!
that a .child .'i5 unaware of.the .re-
mierpretation of self and experience thi-hap-
pens.at puberty. Adulishave aresponsibility
to protect children from relationships that
are likely to be traumatically re-understood
some years later, even if apparently enjoyed
at the time, Children, as a-groupzare depen-
dent on adults, as a group, for Todd, shelter
and eduycation/socialisation thar enables
them to achieve an intellectual and beha-
vioural status with which to cope with socie-
ty's {any J‘S{}EIEI}’ s) demaﬂdi ' ‘anti
obligatrons. : -
1 als¢ would argue that femlnfsts must
oppose paedophilia. Girls arc -more- threa-
tened by paedophikia “than - boys, both
because of the different nature of maie and
temale sexual feelings and because ‘of the
risks of pain and actual injury, pregnancy,
cervical cancer and VD {which is more diffi-

cult to detect early in fernales). -Adult-

women often have difficulty ensuring men's

_coopération with contraception—what
chance have nine and ten-year-old giris?

From the parents’ point of view, legitimised

'pacduphlha would mean constant fear and

worry and would make it more difficult to
share the burden of ¢hild-care.

Barbara Finch

Camden

Slander!

Dunt:an Hallas ONCE  again slanders the
Trotskyist movement 'in his article “The
return of the workers’ bomb' (SR 1980:1.1)

Quaoting the lines of the old song:-
‘Degencrated tho' it be .
It°s sull-the workers’ property’. :

Hallas alleges that *Other sel styted
‘erthodox’ - Trotksyist - groups, including
those an the tradition now represented by the
IMG in -Britain-adopted the same general
view.” This 15 a he.
.- May. { remind you of the correspondence
from ‘Tribune'- on the subject in 1960-61,
reprinted in A Socfafist Review by IS m 1965,
There, in the finaf letter of the series (p. 187-
81, John Damels and Ken: Coaies, of the
[nternationalist Gmup which preceded the
IMC: virote: ' :

*We are sorry Lo see [hdl Mr Gerry

He.al:f no longer attaches any importance to

the mtcrnatmndl Eﬂlldﬂrlt}f of th: working

cldss '

What he has fa:la:d 1O TECOENISE N BIVITIR
hls blessing 10.Mzr. Khruschev's H-bombs, is
that though 1t s true that the social systems
ol America and Russia are different, the
implications of H-bomb ownershup are the
same. ‘ |

*H 15 ludicrous to own H-bombs without

being prepared to be the tirst to detonate -

them: There i5 no point it the Russian lea-
ders watting for American H-bembs to
tonch down on Moscow before they issue’
orders 1o derolish ' London and New York.’
The first 1o sirtke 1s the most likely to sur-
vive, even though this likelihood is statisti-
cally instgneficant.

*Perhaps Mr Hﬁd]}’ thinks that the Ruu-
sians -have paténted selective H-bombs,
capable, in the words of the old song, of
preserving the workers by ‘dropping them
leatlets .while we bomb their bosses.’

‘We think that in the absence of such

‘You can overkill
us 50times,
hut we can.only
overkill you

49 times.”’

MISSILE MADNESS

SWP pamphiet by Peter Binng on
the new weapons system and how

-, they threaten your life. 40p [plus

10p postage). Bulk orders £3.25 for
10 pest free from Socialists
Unlimited, 2&5 Seven Sisters Hual:l

] London, N4,




miracles of Soviet science, actions of the
Russian workers to disarm their leaders
would do more to heip us disarm the mad-
men (sic) of Downing Street and the Penta-
gon than any amount of dialectical
sophistry by Mr Khruschev.

*As tor the dialectics of Mr Healy con-
cerning whether or not the Soviet H-bombs
are healthy or degenerate workers™ bombs:
we think them more likely to lead us into
primitive Communism than the other sort.’
John Strauther '
Liverpool

Gratuitous sectarianism

The article on Missiles in the 1980: 1) edition
of Saecialist Review contained a piece of gra-

tuitous sectarianism aimed at Manchester

Against the Missiles (M AM). As I was recor-
ded as vour Manchester contributor these
remarks have been wrangly attributed to
me. |

The article claimed that the uneveness in
the missile campaign in Manchester stem-
med mainly from *bureaucratic manoeuvres
by the ruling group’ in MAM which local
groups must ‘1gnore or perish’, This 1s rub-
bish. As [ pointed out to Peter Binns when
he rang me, one sighificant reason why the
campaign in Manchester is uncven is the
lack of a consistent input by the SWP. .

The SWP has both the politics and the
organisation to offer the leadership and con-
sistency which the campaign needs. Tragi-
cally the large majority of the members
locally (and [ suspect nationally) still see
the ssue as peripheral to the class strruggle
and. dominated by brown rice and sandals
persons. o

The vacuum in leadership which this atfi-
tude leaves has been filled in Manchester by
precisely those groups which the article

sneers at. 1t 1s to the credit of those groups

and individuals that MAM also has a policy

“of encouraging local groups rather than try-

ing to substitute tor them. Ttdoed no good 1o
the campaign and no credit to the SWP that

it 15 seen to be standing ouside the action,

making the sort of carping and il founded
nbes contained within an otherwise good
article.

Chers are of course valid constructive
crilectsmes which can be made of MAM s
there must he For similar groups elsewhere,
INthe SWP expects anvone mn the campaigns
1o take amy notice of itseriticiams then it will
first of all have to convinee 1ty members (o
gt their hands dirty building the campagn
where 1t counts.,

Les Kay
Corend Trenee e e Mossifes.

~Anti-sex, Anti-ga}*, ageist ...

Wo woere shocked and angry to read. in the
ariscle on Stalimism i the 1980: 11 1ssue of
Neegirnt Bevien: _

Oy eaniscd Stahinist politics today may
re nomore than a few ageing hacks in the
“aw Commumst Party masturbating
aver pactures of their hero in full mibitary

. 1epalia,’ |
Shere s notlhing wrong with wanking;

there is nothing’ wrong with old people
wanking; there is nothing wrong with fan-
tasising about a man, whether in uniform or
not, while wanking. There is certainly

nothing peculiarly Stalinist about . To sug--

gest that there is, is anti-sex, anti-gay and
ageist, ;

When we criticise Stalinists we do so on
the basis of their political not their sexual
practice, and we should not make cheap
jibes linking a perfectly vahd lform of sexval
expression with reactionary politics.

We cannot forget the treatment of gays in
the Soviet Unicn under Stalin and since.
And we wonder whether the SWP has now
adopted the Stalinist line that masturbation
detracts from revolutionary fervour and
therefore should be discouraged.

We notice that this article was writien by

Ian Birchall, who was responsible for an
article in the previous issue of Socialist
Review equating homosexuality with self-
indulgence, and in issue 711 of Socialist
Worker manages to link sodomy (and the-
refore homosexuatity) with French
capitalism.

Manchester SWP Gay Group

A serious flaw

Saciglist Review 1 lively, informative and
provides uscful political analysis of the
worid, But there bas been one glaring excep-

tion to this general excellence. [ refer, of
course, to an article published some months
2go by one Colin Sparks. It was called The
Politics of Sport. Sparks, 1o judge by his
other writings, 1s a talented, If superficial,
poputariser of other people’s ideas. In this
case, his ideas obviously came from a book
catled Sporr: A Prisoner of Measured Time by
Jean-Mane Brohm,

I do not object so much to your publish-

ing the article, scandatous and anti-Marxist

though it was. Much more important 1s that
you have not published any firm Marxist
reply from your readers, The only possible
explanation is that you have suppressed
them, siice I do not believe that you have
not been deluged with serious defences of
competitive sport by the hundreds of SWP
members who, at Skegness and other places,
prove by their actions their dedication to
this ideal. .

It 15 a serious flaw in an otherwise very
open magazine that this sort of manipula-
tion should still exist.

A. N. Hake
Fast London,

* Many readers of the Review have expressed
outrage at Sparks’ ariicle, and a number of
them have promised that they would write a
reply.

Unfortunately, so far none of them have
done so. Ed.

BOOK REVIEWS

Taking the lid

off the box

On Television
Stuart Hood
Pluto Press, £2 03

Maost critiques of the mass media—for the
past decade at least—have been written
from a left wing point of view. But that does
not automatically make them useful for
socialists trying to understand the media.
Many are wrtten for an academic market
with a view 1o enhancing the status of Medi-
a/Cultural Studies. Many are written in
mystifying and tortuous prose and owe
more to the French philosophicr Althusser
than 1o Marx.

Stuart Hood™s book s entirely hiffe-
rent. It1s written from an uncompromising,
Murxist viewpoint. {1t is lucid and complet-
cly free of jargon. It is essentially a popular
ook, but no less thorough in 115 analysis of
television ranging from the images on our
screen to the orgamsations that produce
those images and their relanonship to the
state. Perhaps most importantly, the book is
based on first-hand knowledge and expér-
ence of how the system works. Durning the
‘left’ phase of the BBC in the early sixties
under the directorship of Hugh Carleton
Greene,Stuart  Hood somehow  slipped
through the security net to be employed in a
fairly influential position in the
organtsation.
~ Television programmes, Hood argues,

are produced in much the same way as cars

. on an assembly {ine. The men and women

who make them have little control over their
product and experience a similar kind of
alienation to workers in any other branch of
industry. Hence when decumentaries and
current affairs programmes are put toge-
ther, maintaining the ‘de's’and *don’ts’ of
television ‘grammar’ becomes the over-
riding concern ol the director and the cam-
era crew. Hood is quick to point out the
ideclogical implications of the ‘common-
sense’ rules about what camera angle should
be chosen and how a shot should be framed.
Here s one graphic example:

‘...A cameraman filming the memonalto
the-victims of Bloody Sunday in Derry
was observed 1o frame a shot in such a
way as to aveid an unaesthetic gap on
either sitde, of the monument—a gap
‘which would have been filled with des-
tracting activity from passers-by, Tight
framing did, it 15 true, cut out external
activity, but it alse eliminated an inscrip-
tion below the official one, an inscription
added by the IRA to commemorate the
*victims of British imperialism™.

At the same time he attacks those who
argue pessimistically that the media system
operates as a monolith, churning out 1deo-
iogy which ordinary people have no choice
but 1o swallow whole;




-

;
!
w7

‘It is a view of the workings of the mass
media which can provide no explanation
for the wave of strikes of the winter of
1978-79, when the anti-trade union views
explicitly expressed on television by such
programmes as Netiemvide did not pre-
venl large sections of workers from going
on strike and holding out for a very long
e,

rable part of the television audience
rejected the ‘preterred reading” of the
events they saw pictured on their $creens
and judged both the events and the teievi-
sicn representation of them inthe hight of
their own experience as workers and
trade unionists—in the light of their chass
CONSCLOUS NESS.

*When the programme-makers talked
of *the public’ and claimed that “the pub-
lic' did not approve ot the strikes, a sec-
tion of the audience refused to accept
that reading ot the situathion, They brack-
eled themselves out of ‘the public™ into
which television attempied to incerpo-
rate them.’

“This can only mean that a conside-

Hood goes on to censider the develop-
ment of the BBC and ITV and to discuss the
possibilitics for the future. Despite the
availability of new technology he argucs
that under the present system those who
fondly believe a different kind of 1elevision
is possible are misguided because ‘the con-
straints sociely lays on the use of any
medium of communication are political and
that in order to change the way a medium
like television is used, we {irst have to
change society’.

But even under socialism, he adds, with
the production ol television programmes
tirmly under workers’ control, ditficult
ideclogical problems will still have to be
confronted and choices made. Creating a
new kind of television for a new society will
be anything but plain sailling. |

It is ditficult to do justice to all the useful
and interesting ideas crammed inte this hietle
baok which is just over one hundred pages
in length. [ strongly recommend that comra-
des rcad it for themselves.

Jane Ure Smith

The m'otoréyclist’s guide to
permanent revolution

Trotsky for Beginners

Tarig Afi and Phil Fvans

Writers and Readers Publishing Cooperative
Limtired, £1.95

[ must confess 1 should have reviewed this
book months ago but I've been rather unen-
thusiastic about it. This 15 no retlection on
the book itself but rather on the Beginners
series up to now. ['ve actually got most of

‘the other Beginners books and I've gquite

liked the two 1've read all the way through,
those on Marx and Lemin. I gave up trying to
finish Frewud for Beginaners as | tound the
drawings rather ugly and the text confusing.

As a method of introducing people to a
difficult subject [ think comic books are a
really good idea. But in order 1o work they
hkave 10 be good entertainmcent and up to
now I’ve found the Beginners books lacking
in humour—theyv've had a sort of *worthy’
feel about them. In Marx for Beginners.the
first of them. I found that though Marx’s
ideas were presented simply they were also
presented it a very dry and static fashion. 1

~wasn't really surprised when [heardit’s a set

book for students in American colleges
along with Milton Friedman's Capirafisin
and Freedom.

Rius, the author ot the book, has, 1 bel-
eve, quile an unrevolutionary idea of what
Marxism is. For example, on page 35, he
writes that Marx inspired muany great peo-
ple. who in turn influenced millions of
others. A fair enocugh remark. but amongst
these so-catled great people inspired by
Marx, Rius lists Pope John XXII1 and
General de Gaulle.

Trotsky for Beginners, however, goes 2
long way in convincing me that the Begin-
ners series is an excellent idea and ['m sure
Phil Evans and Tarig Ali's book willdoalot

to popularise Trotsky's work. To be com-
pietely partisan aboutit, Phil Evansiillustra-
tions are largely to thank for the book’s
success. They actually made me laugh when

reading it—they have absolutely none of-

that ‘worthy' fecl that spoilt A and Z%s
‘Lentin for Beginners' -

Credit should of course go to Tarng,
though, for providing a clear and unpatron-
ising text. [t isn™t an easy task to 1ackle a
subject as big as Trotsky, but any book that
sxplains the theory of permanent revolution
by means of a mororcyclist doing an Evel
Knievel-type leap over stages of caputalist
development deserves to be  circuiated
widcly.even if 1t does mean it might end up
as i set course in an American college.

If there is a criticism | have with the book
il’s not so much with the text but with the
bibliography at the end. [t's annoying that
Duncan Hallas™s book on Trotsky's Marx-
ism 15 not included for it 1s [ believe the best
possible complement to Tarig Al and Phij
Evans' book. |
Peter Court

Unnatural death?

l.ong Life—expectations for old age
Magnus Pyke

J M. Dent

We have all heard of racism and sexism, bug
what about ageism—discriminating against
any citizen on account of age?

In this book Magnus Pyke highlights the
plight of old people in society today. The
book is full of amazing facts and figures.

In Britain now the proportion of the

population over the ape of sixty-live 1sabout
14 per cent. L1 per cent of people over 63
suffer from disabilities of the joint. 80 per
cent of diabetics are over the age of 30. Most
of the new cases turn up in people between
the ages of 60 and 70.
* Tn England and Wales about 400 elderly
pecople die each year from hypothermia.
Hyvpothernua is commeonly due to poverty
angd you won’t find many rich peoptle dying
of it. In a properly run society 1t would not
happen.

An important recent study has shown that
elderly people need an ambient temperature
of 21 degrees Centigrade (about 70 degrees
F). Another study carried out in the 1970s
showed that in England and Wales the tem-
perature of the living rooms of 10 per cent of
elderly people was lower than 12 degrees C
(54 degrees F).

In his book Pyke has this to say:

*The installation of central heating in the
bedrooms of susceptible eiderly patients
would safeguard them during the damp
and foggy nights of winter. Tt s sensible
and proper in 4 cold and rainy climate
such as that of Britain that the houses of
the elderly should be equipped in tlus
way. After all, we do not expect children
to go about without the shoes they need
to keep their feet warm. Why, therefore,
should their grand-parents be expected
10 sleep in bedrooms which are not ade-
quately heated”

After a long life of labour, elderly people
ought to be able 10 enjov the relaxation of
retirement. But many ::i. xd people are
unhappy for good reasons: for many it
means loneliness and poverty. Workers who
were earning-a basic wage of £75 per week at
64 find themselves at 65 with a measly pen-
sion of £28 per week.

In Britain the oldest are the poorest.
Elderly women are poorest of all. For nearly
everyone, then, retirement is a hinancial
blow. Can an old person who dies of coldor
undernourishment. or of a tall on a rickety
staircase, really be said to have died a natu-
ral death? Poverty and neglect stll claim
their victims today as they did in the nine-
teenth century. The suicide rate among old
people rematns the highest ot any age group.
in his book. Magnus Pvke may nol advocate
a socialist revolution, but he does highhight
the contemptible way in which old people
are treated under a rotten and cosrapt
Ry slelm.

John Appleyard.
31
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Russia’s silent spring

The Destructien of Nature in the Soviet Union
Boris Kaptaro
Pluta, £2 93

[t 15 easy to he dismissive or cvimcal abotit
gcology-lreaks. All ot us harbour our van
parttcular prejudices. Tar maselt, it privba-
bly started in CND o the carly sixties with
all ot those people urginyg us o pick up our
lIitter on Aldermaston marches. My prepu-
dice was re-mnforced around 1968 by the
emergence i the USA of the “ecoloay o e-
ment’. This, according to my Amerntcan tro-
ends. was “detinitely somethine got up by
Johnson and the CIA totake people’satten-
tion off Vietnam'. That seemed to me an
extremiely logleal position o adopt.

Of course. the fact that 10w as to tarn inte
a campaign which challenged at many levels
those who actually controelled the deselop-
ment of society was not envisiged by what-
ever manipulators were al 1ts hearl,
~ The response of the tevaolutionary ett has
been verv unclear, Weo have not thought
through our athitude on environmental
guestions. For mstance. how can we tail w
make a clear connection between ealthy and
safety at work and beaith and sateo i the
community an general?

The factory Tumes whose extraction from
the waork-shop we consider muost important
are simply expelled mto the general atmos-
phere which we all breathe, The dumping of
poisons and the pollution of rivers and <eas
must be a prime concern for afl socilists,
We shall inhent the earth butwhat state will
it be n?

But things are different in the Sovie
Union, arent they? Any reader of Sevier
Weekiv can {et]l vou sa, But then any reader
of Neowvier Weoklv can also tell vou how
wondertul the Russian psychiatric hospitals
and how therapeutic the labour camps it
Vorkula are.

And then, along comesa man calling him-
self ‘Boris Komaroy™ and publishes o bouwk
which details the destruction ot the enviren-
ment in the Sovier Uion o such o clear-cut
manner that no-une could doubt the hon-
gsty of his account. Tuke. tor instanee. the
figures quoted for the atmospherw pollution
of cities. According to "eltici] Ngures over
one hundred Russian cimes contain an
atmospherte pollution lesel that s 1imme-
diately dangerous to health, One thousand
are at a bevel that shoubd, by Russian stand-
ards, be considered as 4 warnmg  zome.

The rivers and seas are abso o a perloos
state of polluton. In order o prodouce a
small pereentage of the durdble cord used
arrcraft tvres, the burcaucracy huse mow
totally poliuted vne of the world's largest

indand seas—lake Bakal, The wiocy of

these “planners’ s such that while, in urder
to produce this cord they necd clean water,
they have munaged o poilute ther only
source of clean water—the lake itsell

The Sea of Azov noew produces only one-
minetieth of the fish catch of A vears ago.

34

T Tie vaoastal resarts of the Black Sca. the
Famed hohiday resorts of all Russian roman-
con, e now polluted with ol Swimnunyg
ity areds of the Black Scia 1 now cons-
dered harmiul By offical Sovier standards,

To guote trom Komarov’s conclusion
shaould he enough:

Mare thin 85 per cent of the population
his morway to get real intormation about
polluteen: and o thes think ar all about
eoogy, L usadlly only atter they have
contracted some faorm of Ieng cancer and
have been granted sufficient recuperd-

tion time i a hospital bed,

‘But the avant-garde of the people. as
same ol the representatives of the ruling
etite call themsehves, pereeives ecologicul
problems  onlyv drom  the  hgures of
various documents, The green fences
around their suburban housces cffectively
sereen them from cennomic and erviron-
mental crises! Five to <x per cenl of ¢l
society has aceess G natural prodocts,
sprectal dnnking water and special swim-
ming poals with tifterad <ea water (with-
cut oil o phenoll”

Ihe eftects of capitalist despoilation are
abvrous 1oous atl i the West. L The state
capitalists of the Fast have once again
proved themselves das eguals,

Jim Seott

For Marxists only

The World Econemic Crisis: US imperialism
at b

Yam Firr Alevandre Faire ad Tean Picrre
ook

Zod Prosso £10.95 {Hdbky £3.95 (pbk)

The Feonomic Crisis apd American Sociciy
Nerereed Curstedly
Hasied Riaobwell T4 65

Mator internauonal crsts has been with us
PO Sev e veirs oy, Yoo artempts at expla-
nation are <tll tew and far between, Under
sich circumistances vartaalhy any book on
the subirect = weleome. Unfortunatels Jhow-
sver. netther of these two works provides un
grdceglectte account of what s happening,

Fhe Woerkif Feonomic Crivis soa collecton
ot meere or less journalistie accaeunts of how
178 capntalism has respoended in terms ol
international policy as the crisis has begun
tev let i,

They are, by oand karge, disappomting,
The single exception s an imoroducoon by
Noam Chomsky, He provides o luouwd
dveonnt oF S effors to reassert 11 intlerna-
tomal power—an excellent antidote ta alt
those who see things in terms of a simple
decline of LS influence.

Cherwise. the book never guite comes o
terms wirh its subject matter, Facts (someti-
mes trom rather dubious searrcest are given
which simplhy contradiet clatms made else-
where, Tor esample. Yann Fut nows an
passing that the world™s majer row materl
and tood producer i the US: tims does o
stop wll three wuthors reproducing the
upcyguad exchange argumetti—the clam
that the explottaten ob the Third Waorld
countries tikes place because they are the
nuier rica materigl and food producers and
are foreed to sell these things at reduced
prices.

Thie ~vwenthie” argument wsed o back up
sach conehiasions s slrangs andeed. Vigier
Attemipts togugount for the effecr of techno-
lascal change on the rate ot probit—but 4l
e suecesds 1 doing s producing two ur
Lhree pages of yibbersh,

The pieces by Fucand Vigier are the muost

disuppomtmyg, The world economic crisly
tor them s hittle more than a conspiricy by
the TUS) West Grermany, for mistapge s seen
as o mere than a puppet of the Americans.
Lins hardly explinns the unwillingness over
the last vear of West Germany to supporl
the trade boveoott of Kussi which was sup-
posed to Tollow the occupation of Atghanis-
in. And the implication is that evervthing
reactionany in Europe comes from the UUS-
German bloce—which must be surprising
news for those i the varous parts of Oen-
trat Atrica where French troops stll operate
or those tuced with British troops 1in Nor-
thern Treland.

Castels" book o mare senous effort,
Some sectlons ob it are very good indeed—
his aecounts of the orisis o the ¢ities and of
the changes i the tamily as marred women
are pdled into the worktforce, for example,
Fle also provides o weaglth of usetul factual
malerial, Where he tarls 15 0 his attempts in
the first part of the book 1o provide an
account of the dyvnamic of the sastem that
wollld fit the difterent elements ot the crisis
together. The fatture, like so many others
betore, v o talure 1o explam comvincingly
the interaction of Mars™s “theary of the ren-
deney ol the rate of protie to fall” and s
counmtervarling factors’

The resubu s that in the latter half ot the
ook arbitrary asseraon tends 1o replace
Marxist argument fhe even, at one point,
goes against the labour theory of value by
clatmimg that technical change which increa-
ses procductivty also oreates new vialue),

Despite these eriticisms. the ook s worth
loctking at for those with somwe prior know-
Iedee of Muraist coononnes,

Chris Harman

Correction:

After criticising  the latin America
Bureau for inaccuracies in our previougs
1sue, we got therr address wrong our-
selves . Their ook on unions in Latin
America, Uity fv Strewngrh, cun be
ohtained from LAB, PO Box [54,
Laondon NW 1, price £2.50,
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Love and Death without laughs

h

‘Stardust Memories
Director Woody Allen

. Woody Allen’s latest film Stardus:
. Memories has certainly got up the noses
. of the critics. “Allen is currently the
E - victim of what might be called delusions

of inadequacy,’ said one. ‘Not only

E . repulsive, but boring,’ said another, ...
" underneath the fictive Woody Allen lies

a self-indulgent, sneering, self-pitying
snob.’ They claim the film will almost

‘1 - certainly fail at the box office, in

America at least. Given that Woody
Allen has enjoyed unremitting critical
acclaim for the past six or seven years, it

.is difficult to see why some of these

people have suddenly become so in-

" censed.

The story revolves around a film
maker, Sandy Bates,' who is no longer
satisfied with making comedy films. He
wants to turn his hand to more ‘serious’
projects, but his audience keep insisting
that ke should continue to make finny
films. ‘You want to do mankind a real
service?’ intone a group of super intelli-
gent alien beings Bates accidentally
encounters,“Tell funnier jokes.’ Conse-
quently he feels rejected and misunder-
stood. .

Clearly Stardust Memories is Woody
Allen’'s most autobiographical film to
date, in that he is attempting to use it to
come to terms with his current predica-
ment as a film maker. But many of the
critics seem to have made the elementary
mistake of saying Sandy Bates /s Woody
Allen, and consequently they have no
choice ‘but to see the audience, Bates’
fans and critics, as themselves. And
admittedly these people are given rather
a rough ride. In fact they are portrayed
as a bunch of idiotically shallow, pre-
tentious and sychophantic creeps.

Woody Allen is laying into the world
of Art, with a capital A. ‘We're in:a
society that extols many of the wrong

one of these that gets extolled is artistic
accomplishment., The artist in society is
such a privileged and looked-up-to
character...’

The attack isn’t altogether success-
ful, perhaps because Sandy Bates is

¢ Jargely allowed to stand apart from what

is being laughed at, and to gét away with

t all the funny lines. But never mind. It
b does seem to me that the whole world
E: of film-buffery, critical pontificating and
t: film showings ‘where the director will
£ be on hand to answer questions’ is well
 worth having a go at.

But there is a contradiction. AHen

§ may not like the world of Art, but at
% the same time he cannot relinquish his
- own notion of himself as an Artist.
¥ Hence the gradual transition over the

years to more ‘serious’ films. The

i questions about Life and Death, Sex,

traits,’ he said in a recent interview, “amd

God and Art which formed the basis for
the humour, both verbal and visual, in
his early films arc now posed with some
seriousness. Sandy Bates rails at his own
impotence in the face of a world where
there is so much suffering, but can find
no explanations. Ultimately the ques-
tions ring hollow because Woody Allen
has no politics with which to provide
the answers:

I guess, like Sandy Bates fans, I end
up saving the early films are the best.
The photography isnot nearly so beauti-
ful, and they lack the inventiveness
and technical refinement displayed by
Manbattan and Stardust Memories. But
the humour is subversive. The frepetic
Woody Allen character of Sleeper,
Bananas and Love and Death is the
little puy wreaking havoc with the
system and exposing all its ludicrous
aspects, much in the tradition of the
Marx brothers. The insights come via
the humour, Annie flall, a kind of half
way point between the early and late
films, relies on its zany humour to say a
good deal about relationships.

Nowadays Woody Allen is unwilling

" to rely on comedy to provide the in-

sights in the old way. It is not that Szar-
dust Memories ardid Manbattan are not
funny. They are.

There is one crazy scene in Stardust
Memories where he chases a pigeon
around his apartment with a fire extin-
guisher, shouting, ‘Who says they’re
harmless? They’re rats with wings.” But
the jokes are for light relief. The attempts
at profundity are what he really wanis
us to heed. As a result the films hang
together uneasily and what seemed like

a good film in the cinema leaves you
feeling empty when it is all over.

There is one other aspect of Woody
Allen’s recent films that makes me feel
uneasy. That is his treatment of women,
Sexual relationships have always been
shown to be difficult in the films, but
up until Awnnie Hall the difficulties
arose because everyone's neuroses got in
the way. The Woody Allen character
had just as many hang ups as the women
he tried to relate to. '

Now the emphases seem to have
changed. There is more concentration
on women as beautiful objects; they have
almost been absorbed into the world of
Art. At the end of Manbagttan the
central character tries to list the things
that mean something to him. It comes
down to Beethoven, Shakespeare and
the face of the woman he loves. The
idea is replayed in Stardust Memories as
Sandy Bates tries to identify his one
moment of complete happiness, We see
it as a lingering shot of Charlotte
Rampling’s face with Louis Armstrong
playing in the background. But beneath
this beautiful exterior the women in the
recent films are shown to be a seething
mass of neurotic anxiety. The character
played by Charlotte Rampling winds up
a complete mental wreck, We are shown
an extremely disturbing sequence, in big
close up, of her drug-swollen face as she
mutiters about low the doctors find her
attractive. Women are paralysed by their
anxieties. The Woody Allen character
may be beset with doubts, but his life
goes forward nonetheless.

In the end, I suppose I think in 2l
sorts of contradictory ways Woody
Alen is an interesting film maker, All
his films, with the exception of the
completely serious Imteriors, are worth
seeing. He's pot a good line on the Nazis
and he supporied the recent Screen
Actors’ strike in Ametica. Let’s hope his
political insights develop in the future.
Jane Ure Smith

Women as beautiful objects—Chariotie Rampling and Woody Allen in Stardust Mamories




‘THE SOCIALIST ABC

isfor
Trotsky

the hero who
had to take all
of the blame

#
In the whole history of the working
class movement not one person em-
bodied the combination of the heroic
and the tragic to a higher degree than
Leon Trotsky.

Trotsky as President of the St
Petersburg soviet was central in organ-
‘ising the October revolution. He built
‘the Red Army of millions. Jointly with
Lenin he headed the Communisi Inter-
national which led millions of workers

around the world. But Trotsky ended

his life as a hounded and isolated revol-
utionary, with very few followers and
very little influence on events.

V. Y

In 1906 Trotsky had developed his
theory of permanent revolution that
guided his thoughts and actions until
the end of his life, The kernel of this
theoty was recognition of the inter-
action between international capitalism
and the national backwardness of Tsarist
Russia. This intersection, Trotsky argued,
meant it was necessary to combine the
coming peasant democratic revolution
to destroy feudalism in Russia, with the
proletarian socialist revolution, the
revolution in one country with the
international revolution. Trotsky sur-
passed even Lenin with the insight of
this theory, arguing for the inevitable
impact of the revolution in Russta on
the international labour movement, and
the inescapable defeat of the Russiazn
proletariat if the international revolution
failed to come to its aid.

The October revolution was a positive
affirmation of Trotsky’s theory while
the isolation of the Russian workers after
the defeat of the German revolution was
a negative affirmation.

I 7 S —

A new chapter in Trotsky’s life began
with his fight against the bureaucracy,
for workers’ democracy in Russia isself,
and against the transformation of the
revolutionary International into a depart-
ment of the Stalinist state. Expelled
from Russia in 1929 Trotsky ‘was
hounded by Stalin’s agents all over
Europe, most of his family were mur-
dered, and he was forced to spend his
last vyears in Mexico. Yet Trotsky
never wavered, and his most brilliant
writings are produced in this period.

The Stalinist leadership led to a
continuous series of defeats of the

international working class. Again and
again semi-revolutionary ot even revol
utionary situations that could have been
transformed into victorious revolutions

‘ended with victory for reaction.

The worst defeat of the international
working class was in Germany in 1933
The significance of Hitler’s victory in
opening the door to intemational re-
action was as great as the victory of
the Bolsheviks in 1917 in opening the
door to international revolution. But
the Communist International wunder
Stalin made no criticism of the ‘social
fascist® policy of the German Commun-
ist Party which helped Hitler come to
power, by proclaiming the reformists
rather than the fascists as the main
enemy. Again and again Trotsky’s
analysis proved correct. However, this
in no way helped Trotsky in spreading
his ideas and achieving any significant
SUCCESS.

P - S

In the face of the monstrous machine
of Hitler, crushing the bones and the
souls of millions, infernational Stalinism
was transformed into a religion, the
opiate of the people in a heartless world.,

At the time it was extremely painful
to reject Stalin — as painful as an addict
trying to stop taking a drug. I remember
my friend getting a pair of shoes from
the Soviet Union and really kissing them,
not because he was stupid but because
of the terrible pain and fear of the
future. In January 1933 Hitler came to
power. In February 1934 the fascists

smashed the Austrian working class and
in the same month they went into armed

action in Paris (although they were
rebuffed). Every morning when we got
up the first thing we did was to look at
the newspaper to see where the workers
had been beaten vesterday. The atirac-
tion of Russia and the mass Stalinist
party was almost irresistible. it isolated
the Trotskyists. They were persecuted,
including physically, by the Stalinists.
I remember how the Palestinian Com-
munist Party published a leaflet de-
nouncing two people giving their names
and addresses as Trotskyist fascist police
spies. The result was that the two were

arrested immediately by the DBritish
police.

But the physical persecution was not
the main thing. [t was the feeling of
helplessness in the face of the massive
Nazi military machine on the one hand
and its opponent in the form of the
Russian Red Army, between Hitlerism
and Sialinism.

PrlNN———
What about the Moscow trials? After

all, the accusation that the leaders of
the October revolution, the majority of

Lenin's Central Committee, the Presi-

dent of the Comintern, and the main
leaders of the Red Army were all Nazi
agents must have looked sé stupid as to
undermine the credibility of Stalin and
help Trotsky. In fact it did the opposite.
The fear of Nazism and impotence in
the face of it was encouraged by the
Moscow trials and helped Stalin not
Trotsky.

Trotsky’s rational thinking in no way
satisfied the craving of defeated workers,
In every new crisis what was necessary
above all was a mass revolutionary
party to transform the situation into a
victorious revolution. But again and
again such a party was not to be, and
more and more it became difficult to
build such a party. The pain and the
impotence, leading to greater impotence,
greater pain and greater defeats, benefit-
ted Stalinism on the one hand and
fascism on the other,

T

In the tragic series of defeats of the
Trotskyist movement (better perhaps to
say Trotskyist circles), the historical
and the biographical can hardly be
separated. Theleader of millions in 1917-
1921 became a leader of tiny groups. He
himself paid with blood for the defeat
of the movement and his ideas. It is true
our history is full of martyrs who gave
their life for the cause; from the 30,000
in the Paris Commune to individuals like
Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht.

- But Trotsky paid a higher price than any

one of those, they were murdered only
once. He was murdered again and again.
Of his four children two died in Stalin’s
concentration camps, one was forced
into suicide in Berlin and one murdered
in Paris. Trotsky’s first wife languished
to death in Siberia, and finally Trotsky
himself was wmurdered by Stalin’s
ASSASSIN,

To the shallow observer the last 18
years of Trotsky’s life look like an arid
period. History will prove that the basic
ideas of Trotsky remain 2 most import-
ant heritage — his defence of inter-
aationalism, his defence of workers’
democracy and opposition to all bureau-
cracy, his complete confidence in the
unlimited ability of the working class to
achieve freedom. In this sense the future
belongs to Trotsky and Trotskyism.
Tony CLff
interviewed by Simon Turner
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