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Valiant,

Thatcher’s visit to Washington under-
lincd how a new policy 15 emerging
within Nato, Stridently self-confident
hoth of its own strength and Russia's
weakness, 1L seems determined toextend
Nato's terms of reference from Europe
lo the whaole world. especially 1o Central

America and the Middle Fast which were

particularly referred to and no doubt
there are other areas in mind too.

The basts of this new stridency 1s not
difficult to fathom. The western three
quarters of the globe 1s certainly in the
midst of 4 huge economic crisis, but the
crisis itself is a product of world capital-
ism and it has plunged the economies of
Russia’s allies into an indebtedness that
only the Western hanks can bail out.

Escalation of the West’s world-wide
mihtiry stance and the developrnent
and deployment ol new weapons will
force the Russians to follow suit, despite
their lack of resources and technology.

According to the Reagan-Thatcher
camp, this will lead to an increasing
ability by the West to intimidate Russia,
perhaps even leading to a complete
collapse of its political structure,

The new Reagan administration has
therefore begun to make moves
several areas that were suspended under
Carter —most notably over the neutron
bomb and chemical weapons, but pra-
bably more importantly elsewhere. The
science fiction nightmare of death-ray
weapons has moved a httle closer by
last month’s announcement that the US
has successfully buillt an air-mounted
high energy lascr weapon. How long will
it take betore dozens of computer-
ruided weapons such as these are put
inlo orbit around the globe?

The Neutran Bomb
[l 15 the neutron bomb that will attract

the most concern over the coming
months.

Whal are the unplications of this
weapon”?

It 15 an atom bomb in which most of
the power of the homb appears not
blast, bul in the form of a huge dose of
short-teriit  radiation from sub-atomic
particles — mainly neutrons, lt kills
pcople, even penetrating concrete and
steel to do so, but leaves most of the
hardware intact.

fts supporters c¢laim that as a ‘limited
blast’ weapon it will make an allout
nuclear war fess likely. They argue that
it will merely replace existing tactical

Nato’s new line

staunch,

nuclear weapons which possess a larger
blast and give out much more long-
term fall-out. Therefore it will not so
casily lead to escalation—or so the
argument goes.

There are several things wrong with
this arsument. First of all it 1s based on
an unreal assumption of a8 massed Russian
tank attack in central BEurope. As we
have shown elsewhere (in the SWP
pamphlet Missile Madnesy), the Russians
do not at present have the strength to
undertake such a blitzkrieg. Sccondly,
eyen if they did, the West's current
provision of moere than 200 000 preci-
sion-pukded weapons would be more
than enough to stop them. Finally it is
an attempt to divert attention from the
real role of Nato’s tachical and short-
range nuaclear weapons, which is not so
mtich to stop a mass tank invasion as to
break up any mass armoured force
before it couid be got together in the
first place.

In which case the tactical nuclear
weapons would be used not after an
attack and on Western soil, but before
any attack was possible and on Fastern
soil. Such attitudes can only fuel the
Kremhin's tendencies to adopt more and
more desperdte measures.,

Split in the Alliance

So far the fruits of the new Reagan-
Thatcher line are confined largely to
rhetoric. Tt is one thing to proclaim
things and quite angther to he able to
carty them out. And that contrast has
begun to be exposcd very starkly in
rccent weeks.,

For a start the much-heralded
December 1979 Nato decision to up
defence expenditures by at least 3 per
cent in real terms for memhber countrics
has so far been largely 1gnored.

bt Internatiornal {7.2.81) has re-
vcaled that so far only Britain, Luxem-
burg and the USA have followed the
recomnmendation. France too has in-
creased 115 arms hill but only shghtly,
while Belgium, Canada and Germany
have ¢nded up wilh more or less static
sums spent.

In no fewer than five member
countries [taly, Netherlands, Norway,
Portugal and Turkey (and almost

cerfainly in Denmark too when the
figures become available) a swmaller
percentage of the Gross National Pro-
duct was devoted to arms in 1980 than
n 1979,

This will undoubtedly produce major
strains  within Nato and a marked
reluctance on the part of many to go
glong with the Reagan-Thalcher pro-
posals to extend Nato’s role west to El
Salvadar and east io the Iraman Gulf.

The strains are appedring everywhere,
In Germany a significant section of the
Social Democrats are openly al odds
with Schmidt over deployving cruise and
other medium-tange nuclear weapons
and over the nuclear power programme.
The state’s violent attack on February’s
huge 30 000 pius demonstration against
nuclear power can only deepen this rift,
Meanwhile the industrialists— particu-
larly in machine tools —are increasingiy
waorried by the moves to initiate a trade
ambargo against KRussia, West Germany
is at the hub of an mcreasing volume of
Fast-West trade and supplies Russia
with much of its advanced technology.
They will fight tooth and nail to pre-
serve this trade —against the new Reagan-
Thatcher linc if need bc.

Even in Bnitain sections of the ruling
class are in revolt over certain aspects of
the new milifarism. Faced with the
possibility that the Trident submarnine
programme could cost as much as
£7000 million, the Ecenomist has ftor
tnstance been leading a chorus of ruling-
class complaints that if it 15 taken up
then other more imporiant objectives
may have to be abandoned.

In short, the pew Reagan-Thatcher
line will produce hupe tensions within
the Nato alliance. Stressing the import-
ance of getting out of Nato could
become an mcreasingly imporiant di-
mension for revolutionanes within UND,
and one in which solidarity with the
victims of Thatcher-Reaganism, such as
the revolutionanes 1 El. Salvador,
15 increasingly necessary.

Pete Binns
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Losing friends

An vnpleasant budget is nothing new from this government. The raising ol taxes on things like
beer, fags, petrol is something we've grown used to. What 15 new is the bewilderment, even
hostility in ruling class circles. Two years ago the C81 led the cheers for Howe's measures.
Now its criticisms differ little in tone from the Labour opposition. And it seems thut privately
half the Tory MPs and half the cabinet agree. For they can see that although continuing along
the path of monetarism and deflation will hart workers still more, it can no longer help big
industrial capital to cope with the world crisis. So what has gone wrong with Howe’s strategy

from big business’s point of view?

‘A thoroughly disorganised government’. A
Financigl Times headline a tortmight ago
summed up the feeling in ruling class circles
that things are tar from going right. That
was shortly after the miners had delivered a
considerable body blow, proving that
although 1he working class movement has
been Iying low it 1s far from defecated. And it
was shortly before ICI announced a massive
cut in profits, The budget has done little to
alleviate the feeling of unease.

From our side of the fence, watching the
heart searching in government circles 15 a
strange experience. We know only too well
that the miners and the water workers have
been exceptions. By the end of last year, one
manufacturing job in nine had been des-
troyed, and vyet there has been nothing like
the VTS struggle which sent a Tory govern-
ment reeling, a decade ago. The CBI has
been able to boast that wage settlernents are
running at half the figure in last ycar’s wage
round, and in engineering average scttle-
ments are below the government's “private

sector norm’ of 10 per cent. Within days of

the miners' victory, the teachers’ union had
put a knife in the back of the civil servanis

and hospital workers by accepting 7% per
cent.

The Tores” ditticulty s not our resistance
but their system. The ecanomic crisis 15 so0
serious that the cuts in living standards, jobs

and social services pushed through so far

cannot alleviate it
The government programme of two years
ago assumed that holding down the supply
of money and cutting government spending
could force companies, nationahsed indus-
ries and public dauthorities to cut the fat
{anything that provided more than the min-
I necessary to keep profitable produc-
ton gaing) trom their operations. Subsidies
Lo mndusiry would be slashed, social services
put in a straigacket, ‘excess” workers sacked
and wages kept down s0 das to preserve
profitability.

The hall of this programme which dama-
ges s has been carried through with a ven-
geance. But inflation s still close to the
ligure when the Tornes came w power, and
it the meantime profitable firms have been
hurt to the point where they can no longer
keep auiet.

The government has discovered the hard
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the hearts of its leading figures. They have: - EI Iéii ﬁai ggj 5;;12 ;WMW e :;

..~ Shirtey Williams were all menibers ﬂf
.- something called the Campaign for Demo-

. support fer the extinction of humanity.

“fiberalism and democracy. The late unlas

T

- bomb party is the place for. ‘e
Toynbee %9

a long History of working together. George .
Brown, William Rodgers, Roy Jenkins and

cratic Socialism (CDS). This was set up-
after the Scarborough Labour Pariy con~ "
ference of 1960, to win the party back to '. :

‘The new party is being presented as the
last hape of those who believe i in decengy, "

mented Sue Slipman {who still writes l:hat
she accepts ‘the politics of the British Hﬁmi
to Socialism’) elaims it can ::r-e&te;a Mw
political space’ for these values. F{l’ﬂ;"

Toynbee is telitng readers of the Wﬂmﬂﬁ’*. ; m

Page of the Gugrdian that the new pre- .

although the same Polly
announced onty last autumn that she m:g

4]

rejoined the CND. o mane
But a quick jook at the records ui‘ thizf : T

neither decent, liberal nor demacratic,
William Rodgers was the key figure of the
original Social Democrat Erouping. At the
first meeting thore was much gloom. Meet-
ing in the flar of a journalist caled Ivan
Yates (now dead) who werked for a paper
called Reynold’s News (now dead} they ..
faced an immediate problem of funding,
£159 was donated by Lord Dviamond. £156
wzs donated by Lord Longford. £75 came
from the rest, They all agreed that this was
nowhere near enough and uniess much
maore was found the pew project would be
stillborn. At the very next meeting William
Rodgers announced that he had secured an
adeguate source of funds. When pressed to
name his patron he refused. AH that could
¢ver be established was that it came from
Certain Individuals Aneonomously,

Roy Jenkins poses as the parlour liberal
sipping claret in his home in Holland Park
or down on his farm in the Home Counties,
In fact, when Home Secretary it was he
who authorised the setting up of the Spe-
cial Patrol Group and appointed Sir
Robert Mark as the Commissioner of the
Metropolitan Police. A good deal of the
increased political autonomy of the police
dates back to his little retgn. He was alse
an unprotesting member of the govern-
ment when James Callaghan gave the slide
towards legalised racialism a massive
boost by changing the law to keep Kenyan
Asian refugee British passport holders ont

:".wﬂuh:l Ele a

leaders of the grouping show that they are . ;o YE

ﬂm;i 10 saggest tﬁg@ ﬂars

" bears any magmm the practice. Eﬁawiﬁ i
- America a5 ‘gorkbarrelling’, by which ;mb-

iticians by éhe ;,- srw :rhﬁx W tﬁﬁﬁ ﬁ
nﬂ'ie‘:e_

Perhaps: it is Imcalﬁ# ﬁs@ “m: lﬁﬁ youn gest
of them that it was. Owen ﬁh&mm
to lead the defence of miearﬁwwm. He
is the one whe had to prove ﬁm inya]ily It
would be a monstrous slander fo saggest
that any of these activities, eﬁhﬁrhack i

1960 or today, hiave anyﬂmrg atdfltodo

with CIA. Tt kfuﬁ an accident that, fhen
and now, the. ﬁﬂicr &bjtemes Hiappen to |
coincide. There is no conhection at all bﬂ-— -
ween the Central mﬂ]we Agency and
Certain Inﬁﬁ&:ais ﬁnﬂnymusly

Docter Owen alw hm a fipe mimi His
concern for demgpcracy - is such that the

- vote at wgmhﬁﬂy ‘giving the unions 40 per. .

cent of the votes in clroosing. the Labour
leader was. (hie straw that drove him out of
the party. e followed. the ‘debate with.
close atterﬂmn. (,‘hriﬁ Nalin of Tribune
reported his fesponge thus: ‘When it was
over, I asked David Owen what hre tlmmt

of the resﬂlt ‘*Juﬁt what Isani all a:lmg r;. :

.....

genthy.”

way thal you cannot solve the capitalist cri-
s15 simply by intensifying it, so as (o drive
inellicient parts of the economy to the wall,
Under modern, state monopoly capitalism
the ditferent parts of the svstem are too
dependent on one another. 1§ you damage
an unprotitable British Levland vou also
damage a highly profitable GKN. If yourun
down an unviable British Steel completely
you damage the national Coal Board—
ootentially one of the most etficient encrgy
sources in Europe. State tunding becomes
integral to the whole operation ol the
*healthy core’ aobf any modern capitahist
economy. . ' -
This need to keep industry—private and

public—atloat through state largesse s hall

the reason why despite everything, the level
of government borrowing keeps rising—=60
per cent more than planned last year. The
rest of the reason is of course, that the reces-
sion itselt forces up state borrowing, to
cover the gap beiween falling tax returns
and rising dole and social security
payments.

Missed targets

The tinal blow to the government’s self-
contidence has come from Lhe realisation
that the one thing on which its whole policy
was supposed to rest, the supply of money, 15
out ol control. This awful news was broken

» Thatcher by (the monetarist professor,
Alan Walters, she had recently pawd £50,000
to advise her.

The reasons scem obtuse and technical.
But they really amount 1o this: the govern-
ment's attempts to control the money
supply have forced up interest rates; but this
has led industrialists to borrow more from
the banks, increasing the total amount of
credit throughout the cconomy: in modern
capitalism bank credit counts as a form ol
meoney, since it can be used to buy things so
long as the government does not compel the
banks to catl in their loans—and the govern-
ment 15 trightened to do that for fear of
driving some of the very biggest firms to the

Il {indeed. through the bank of Ingland it
has been encouraging the banks to lend
more with ‘life-boa arrangement tor tirms
like the British branch of Massey Fergusaon).

Big finance has benefitted from these
arrangements, since high interest rates mean
high bank profits. This 15 why the financial
mnstitutions of the City of London remain
cnthusiastic supporters ol Thatcherism.
There have, however, heen none of the mag-
weal elfects promised by the Tories o the
great industrial capitahists.

The worries of hig business scem to be
creating something hke pantc among some
ol the Tory leadership. They had expected
the *short. sharp. shock”™ of the recession to
he followed by 4 boom that would guaraniee
them victory dl the next election. Instead,
the next election can hardly be much more
than two and a hall years away, the boom
stk looks a very long way oftf, and the beha-
viour of the miners show that any economic
upturn couwld mean a tidal wave of industrial
militancy.

Yet they don’t know what to do to get out of
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the mess they are in. They want 1o cut inte-
rest rates. But the US government’s pohicies
are making this difficult by keeping up inte-
rest rates throughout the worid. They want
to reduce the fereign exchange value ot the
pound, Yet not only does North Sea Oil
make that difficull, but success could only
increase the rate of inflation, They want to
cut the cost ot energy to industry—but the
only way to do that is 10 allow the gas, coal
and electricity boards to borrow more.

S0 what are they going (o do?

Indicative of the scale of the crisis are the
1wo solutions offered them by the advisors
of the ruling class: they are diametrically
opposed to each other. On the same day the
‘interventionist” Institute of Economic and
Social Research and the London Business
Schoel gave advice. One called for an
increase of government spending ol three
Mllion: the other tor further cuts of three
billion.

Impasse

Each is able to prove that the other’s solu-
tion will lead to disaster. Ratse government
spending by three bitlion, say *monctarists”,
and you will get a small reduction in unem-
ployment, a hmued boom ol very brief dura-

tion, a tlood ot imports and an escalation of

intlation to 20 or more per ¢ent. Reduce
governmenl spending by three billion, say
the ‘interventionists’, and you will get even
greater unemployment, still less demand tor
the output of itndustry, more big business
losses and even greater state borrowing.
Both approaches have their supporters
within the government. But the monctarists
seem to be losing support quickly. Thetr
credibility has been damaged by Keith Jos-
peh’s realisation that he has to fork out huge
sums to industry {apparently, some of the
more hard-line moneatarisgs are now
demanding the head of the mad monk: they

seem to have forgotien that the death ol
Raspuun did little good to the 1mage of

Czarism). But those opposed to monetarism
the ‘wets'—have nothing really credible to
offer in its stead, except a repeat of the expe-
rience of the Edward Heath U-Turn of
[972—a tew months of boom followed by a
collapse (under a Labour government that
time) in to monetarism with a vengcance as
inflation got out of hand.

The Econoniist has aptly summed up the
difficulties from the 'wet’ point of view.

“The long list of woes (of the *wets') docs

not cxactly add up to a policy. When

asked what they would do ditferently
trom Mrs Thatcher, the wets uare in
troubic’.

What applies to the wets applies equally
to the Labour leadership (which is why an
the gigantic unemployment demonstrations
called by his party, Michael Foot guotes
Shelley, bul does not say anyvthing about
what Ae would do), and, of course, to the
renepgades ol the CSD.

With capitalhism ~a obviously in crisis, you
might have expected a f{lourishing at the
socialist alternative to it within the labour
movement. But the anger within the Tory
leadership within recent weeks has been

matched by a certain shilt tothe #ight among
the left parbamentarians.

The left-moves-right show

We predicted this after Wembley:in order
to stop the Social Demograts trom stealing
Labour votes, Foot would move 10 a close
alliance with the remaining right wingers
within the Labour Party, and the bulk ol the
Labour lelt would be frightened to ¢riticise
the man they so recently elevated into the
leadership.

This has been precisely the pattern. Foot
i even dropping much of the socialist rhe-
toric and saving things indistinguishable
from Healey, On the economy he demands
normore than the Tory wets, On the bomb he
dehberately refuses to commit himsclfto the
unilateralism which he once preached. On
the issue of internal Labour party organisa-
tion he s openly tor the right's tactic of
reversing the Wemblev decision at Bnighton
in the autumn,

But more mteresting than Fool's moves
have been those of some of the tribunites.
Bcter Shore has become one of the more
rabid supporters of the new “centre’ hody,
the {.abour Solidarity group—alongside the
lormer pals of Shirley Williams and Roy
Jenkins, Giles Radice and Rov Hattersley,
Nell Kinnock has been voting with the night
in the shadow cabinet to water down the

Learning the lesson from the miners on the Glasgow demonstration.

reselection of MPs, And even Tony Benn felt
able 10 attend a commemorative dinner for
Callaghun, explamning to the TV how much
he appreciated what the man had done for
the [.abour Party over the last 30 years.

The drift is apparent outside the parliam-
enitary parly as well. Typically, the adverti-
scment for the CND Labour Movement
conference at the end of March is a paean of
praise for Foot. And the welcome call of the
North West TUC tor a4 march against unem-
ployment seems to be more and more turn-
ing into a coming together of peopte of
goodwill, siretching from Communist Party
unton officials right agross to bishops, nuns
and Liberal MPs (perhaps even CSD MPs?).
The danger, of course, 15 that this intiative,
instead of building anu-Tory hatred, can
end up giving credibility to those who
would, as Michael Foot did after the miners’
victory, praise the government for begin-
ning to mage a U-turn,

None of this gives socialists any excuse for
not  whaole-heartedly building for such
cvents, But in doing so we must insist that
the way forward does not Lie in U-turns and
‘alternative economic policies’, but in hink-
ing the struggle against the bomb with the
struggle against the dole queue, the struggle
of the unemployed with the struggle of orga-
nised workers, and all of them into a strug-
gle 10 bring down the government.
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NEWS & ANALYSIS
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Uncle Sam’s
Backyard

The bloody road to
E] Salvador

There have been at least 75 US military
interventions in ('entral America, Mexico
and the Caribbean in the last cenfury
and a half.

The US has used every dirty trick in
the hook to promote and maintain its
interests in the region: direct and in-
direct military intervention  (eg.
Guatemala 1954, Dominican Republic
1065), covert operations and destabil-
isation (eg. Jamaica 1976-80), assassi-
nalions {(eg. the now-notorious ClA
plots to kill Castro), economic mani-
pulation, blackmail and diplomatic
manoeuvres (eg. the so-called Alllance
for Progress which in the early 1960s
aimed to promote reform from above
in order to prevent revolulion from
below), as well as military training and
aid programmes.

There is relHable evidence that the
CIA were behind the setting up of
ORDEN, the right wing paramilitary
organisation in El Salvador responsible
for the kidnapping, torture and murder
of thousands of peasants and workers.
The CIA undoubtedly know a greal
deal about the activities of the night
wing death squads in Guatemala, where
at least 25000 pcasants and workers
have been murdered in the past fitteen
VEars.

For those who have monilored the
history of US imperialism in its ‘hack-
yvard® the present sabre rattling of the
Reagan administration is of no surprise
whatlsoever.

El Salvador

poputation 4.3 million~very hghly con-
centrated, with ‘505 people per SGUATE
mile {the average for €, America is 160}

+

Area about the SAmMe as wa&s.

. 66 per cent of people live in the countfy-
side. In 1960 12 per cent of these owned
no land; by 1975 40 per cent nwnev:i no
land.

2 per r.:ent of the population own 60 per
cent of the land.

- One million people live in the capital aity,
San Salvador. And there are 400,000
urban workers in the country, of whnm
half are industrial wOTKErS,

13,000 political murder were commitied
last vear by the armed gangs of the right.
These are known to be organised by the
US trained and armed army.

. *i‘gmmﬁrﬁw “r§
.

"W'- Wv%ﬂ' .

Direct mihitary intervention may be a
very last rtesort and may not prove
necessary, but the parallels between the
build up of the American presence in
El Salvador and the way thie US became
involved in Vietnam have escaped no
one’s attention.

Some people may find 1l difficult to
understand why the US 15 so concerned
about events in the tiny Central Aineri-
can republic of El Salvador. Its signifi-
cance lLes not so much in the country
itself but in the geopohiical importance
of the region.

Strategically key

The US considers Central America as
part of ihe strategically key arca of the
Caribhean basin. While there 15 no doubt
that the Persian Gulf is politically the
most important area in the world {oday,
the Caribbean basin is of much more
significance than 1ty rum and reggae
image suggests.

The basin 1s located on Key routes
{rom the world’s richest oil regions —
the Middle East, North Alrica and
Venezuela to the two nid)or consumer
markets ol North America and BEurope.
Il has the advantape of decpwater ports
suitable for oil tankers, and the basin
has become one of the [ive major re-
fining centres in the world, In 1979 of
the |858 barrels per day of refined ol
entering {he US, 10329 were refined in
the Canbbean. All the major oil com-
panies as well as the US povernment
have 4 strong interest inomalntaining
statality’ in Lhe region.

The Caribbean itself 15 bebeved to
have significant offshore helds of od
and gas, while Mexico, Venerzocla and
now Gualemala are already major pro-
ducers, The region possesses sole 1m-
portant raw materials such as bauxile,
used to make aluminiam, a Key material
in the manufacture of  planes  and
missiles. Of eyven greater significance

are the sea routes through=the Caribbegn

the busiest of which skirt Cuba taking
cargos of important raw materials from
Africa and Latin America to the Us.

These routes have military as well as
commercial significance. In the event of
war in Furope, the preferred (rans-
Atlantic supply route would pass through
the Leeward and Windward 1slands in
the Caribbean. The ability of Soviet sub-
marines to use Cuban or other Caribbean
ports would be a serious threat to the

LS.

There are of course economic as well
as strategic US interests in the region.
These are not great in El Salvador itself
- toial US investment in Guatemala,
El Salvador, Honduras, Nicaragua and
(osta Rica is $704 million, of which the
majority is in Guatemala and Costa Rica.
But US investment in the Caribbean,
excluding Puerto Rico, 15 $4.5 billion,
[t is interesting to note the close econ-
omic and personal ties between the
Guatemalan and US business communi-
ties.

US imperial interests reguire differ-
ent policies according to particuiar
circumstances, these being influenced
by internal and external factors.

The defeat in Vietnam and the
Walergate scandal made direct inter-
ventionism politically unacceptable for
4 few years. The Carter administration
was a useful transition period, giving
time to restore legitimacy both nation-
ally and internationally to the US
presidency. It also provided time for the
reorganisation of the US Armed Forces,
now capahle of making strategic strikes

wherever US  imperial interests are
threatened, ,
In 1979 a 100,000 strong Rapid

Neployment Force was established in
Key West in Florida: it is capable of
moving within hours to any part of the
TCEION,

Ag usual the US claims it 1s merely
defending its interests against Soviet
and Cuban aggression, hence the recent
propaganda exercise on the supply of
arms by the Soviet bloc to the guen]las
in" E1 Salvadors Such- tactics are merely
used to disguise US imperialism’s own
ageressive designs,

Jenny Pearce
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Fighting back in Belgium

Belgium, with the highest unemptoyment
rate of any country in the Common Market,
has been shaken by a serics of massive stei-
kes over the last few months, There have
been two causes: the Belgian government’s
wage-freeze and the threat of large-scale
redundancies.

The strikes have mainly broken out in the
French-speaking. southern half of the coun-
try, Walionta, With its concentrations of
heavy industry—coal and steel—together
with textiles and engincering, it resembles
many areas of Britain, and like them has
been devastated by the warld crisis.

Forced to react

The Belgian government™s response (101s 4
coalition government with "soclalists’ 1o 1)
has been to try to overcome massive budget
deticits by cuis on the one hand and a two
vear wage freeze on the other. It 15 also
reducing unemployvment benefit 1in a way
that particularly discriminates against youth
and against women,

Pushed by the rank and file. the leaders of
Belgium’'s two major trade unions have been
forced to react to these draconian measures.
Potentially. the trade unions wield enor-
maus power as $0% ol the workforce belong
tir them. Bul they are divided along pohtical
Iines {Christian and socialist), and the
socialist one, which 18 the {arger of the two,
s compromised by its hnks with the socialist
poeliticians i the government.

Each trade union has led s own cam-
paign, and action has been on a rolling basis,
depending on region and type of industry.
The onlv united cali lor a general sinike
came 1n respect of the day the government’s
package was voted on. The near total stop-
page showed how workers' strength could
be used.

Huge lay-offs
As in Britain, the steel industry s faced

with huge lay-offs. The two major steel
groups, one based at Licge, the other at

Charleror, faced with combined losses of
£152 million and accusations of unfair

government subsidies, have decided to
merge. This would cut their combined

capacity by 207 to Emillion tonnes g year—

and the labour-lorce by between four and
Nive thousand jobs (about L7 of the total).

This immediately provoked a general
steelworkers' strrke involving 40.000 people.
which In turn led to some concessions: the
planned  confinuous casting complex  al

Liége 1s no longer to be scrapped, and some

gxtra investment (by the povernment) in
Flemish steel-making will be made.
Jnfortunately, these promiscs have sown
division among the steel workers, The re-
pricve of the casting complex has been
enough tor those at Liége to return to work
(on the grounds that hardly any jobs would

now be lost), lcaving those at Charleroi o
battle on. The trade union leaders are, in any
case, prepared to accept some redundancies,
but want them shared equally between Ligge
and Charleroi,

The promise of cxtra cash lor steel-
making ourside Wallonia prompted the pre-
sident of the metallurgic section of the
soclalist trade union to caomptain that the
French-speaking area of Belgium was being
deprived of what 1s needed in order to give
the Flenush-speaking area somcthing super-
fluous. In a country that has long been
wracked by conflict between its two linguis-
tic communities, this kind of taik is a partic-
ularly dangerous diversion, from which the
Belgian steel bosses can only benefit,

Textiles have also been suffering from the
crisis, Unmodernised and facing competi-
tion from the ‘Third World', this sector has
steadily  lost 73,000 jobs since 1973,
Recently. however, the financial collapse of
several major firms has pushed the workers
into action, Occupations, blocking the rail-
ways, kidnapping ministers, and, as a last
resort, hunger strikes, have forced the
government to make funds available and
promise planning changes. But the future of
the textile industry remains bleak.

Of particular interest to readers in this
country 15 the fate of the British Leyland
fuctory. Anvone who imagines that protec-
flontsm 1s the way to tight the multinationals
should bear in nund what “our® multinatio-
nal 15 up o in Belgium.

British I.evland intends to sack 2,000 of
the workforce engaged in production and keep

the remaining 500 to handle its European
distribution ceotre. Untortunately the trade
union officials in charge have done nothing
except negotiate the best possible deal for
those made redundant. There have been no
moves to resist the closure—no strikes, no
occupation, Even when the numbers of fin-
1shed cars stored inside the factory went
down from 7,000 to 1,500 it a single month,
no action was taken. Preventing theirdepar-
ture would have been a splendid weapon 1n
the hands ot the workers.

However, the agreement reached between
the trade unions and BL has not vet been
accepted. The agreement 15 intended to
sugar the pill by oftening increased redun-
dancy payments, supplementing unemploy-
ment  bhenefit and c¢nhancing  pensions,
amongst other things, But 4t an angry meet-
1ng designed to sell the package to the work-
torce the officials were denounced for
having gone back on thelr promise “to make
the English cough up to the maximum’, and
for not having tackled the question of alter-
native employment. The wmuit was such
that the mecting had to be closed betore a
vote could be taken,

Memories

In response to the ever-increasing threat
of unemployment, and the government’s
austerity measures, there have been strikes
in other parts of industry,; noticeably the
public sector. For the moment the first wave
of strikes has passed and an uneasy calm
reigns. But at the back of evervbody's mind
Is the memory of the round of strikes two
years ago that destroyed the previous aus-
terity plan-—and ever further back the
gigantic general strike that shook Belgium
tin the early 60s. The prospects tor class
struggle in this part ol the Common Market
look very bright indeed.

Gareth Jenkins.

Juan Carlos: media’s miracle monarch

The image ot a modern King single-
handcdly guiding a nation of volatile Spa-
ntards out of dictatorship into democracy
has heen peddled with insistent monotony in
the national media since the death of
Franco, and the coverage of the recent coup
attempt forms a part of the same tradition.
But what this mythological version of
Spain’s political *evolution” tends to conceal
is the continuity 10 the key areas of the state
machine trom the ume of Franco down_to
the preésent. Tt is in the context of these conti-
nuitics that the recent putsch must be
placed.

Out of step generals

Dave Johnson looks at the back-
ground to Spain’s failed coup

The most glaring example of continuity 1s
in the Francoist repressive machinery, the
police and armed forces, which have remai-
ned intact, if not strengthened, since the
death of Franco in 1973,

Fhere have been changes in the political
system as a whole, of course—natably the
Integration mto it of mass relormist partes
and trade umons. But the military hier-
archy is still dominatcd by othcers who
rose 1o the top under Franco™s regime.

Both direct and indirect military pressure -
on the ‘centre’ government of prime minis-
ter Suarez last autumn brought a new ‘anti-
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terrornst” law onto the statute books which
stretches the definition of ‘terrorism’ to
include picketing, cccupatons, the writing
of articles favourable to terrornism, and the
somewhat nebulous ‘crime of omission’. The
taw provides for detention by the police for
up to len days without charges being
brought or any possibility of redress, The
use of torture to extriact confessions, though
never really dropped. has escalated since the
passing ol the law, Consistent  with
their policy of appeasement and of winning
respectability, the Socialist and Communist
deputies all voted for the law in the Spanish
oarliament.

Public ¢oticism of the Armed Forces has
led to the appearance of actors, writers and
journalists before military tribunals where
they have been sentenced to often hefty
terms of imprisonment.

Coming unstuck

The policy of minimal democratic retorm
coupled with continued repression of work-
ing class opposition which the government
of Suarez had been following with the tacit
approval of the Socialist and Communist
parliamentary opposition began to come
unstuck 1n the second half of last year.

The cmployvers’ organisations, having
developed a taste for workers’ blood in their
onslaught on jobs. began to demand stili
harsher anti-working class meaures from
the government., And the Francoist
extreme-right within the army, emboldened
by the mililary take-over in Turkey and the
election of Reagan, began to make ominous
noises about the need {for military interven-
tion 10 defend the ‘unity ol the Spanish
nation’.

In January 1t became clear that King Juan
Carlos was no longer in favour of Suarez
contunuing as prime mirister, and faced with
a right-wing rcbeliion within s party.
UCTD, he resigned, 1o be replaced by Cilvo
Sotelo who s gencrally consitdered as more
receptive to pressure from the army.

Tip of the iceberg

The coup attempt enjoyed greater sup-
port among the military than has generally
becn recognised:

The arrest of the deputy chief of staff and
several other generals represents only the tip
of the iceberg, but the King urged that no
attempt to purge the army should be undere-
taken,

MNeverthetess, 1t must be made clear that
all the important sections of the ruling class
were decidedly against a return to open mil-
ttary rule. The behaviour of the King was an
expression of this opposition,

It was the failure of the dictatorshipin the
fast year of Franco's rule to hold down the
increasingly organtsed working-class and
the growing revolutionary challenge that
swung the bourgeomsie behind g move
towards a democratic reform (0 the regime.
The advantage of allowing the Socialist and
Communist parties to hold back the work-
ing class through their union organisations
i the face of a bigger emplovers oftensive 1s

not something the capitalist class would be

willing to give up hightly. The backlash that -

a return to mihitary rule would inevitabiy
provoke represents @ much greater threat (o
bourgols order than say, the freedom of
workers (o join unions.

Working class reaction

The immediate reaction of working class
organisations 1o the coup was varied. In
Catalonia and Andalusia rank and file
mcmbers of the CP-dominated Workers'
Commissions came out on strike, though in
Andalusia this action was condemned by the
burecaucracy. UGT, the Socialist-dominated
urmion, urged calm to avoid ‘provoking’ the
armed forces on the night of the coup
attempt, and called for a token two-hour
stoppage the following day. On the Friday
following the military rebellion an estimated
million and a hall people demonstrated in
Madrid under the slogan ‘For Freedom,
Democracy and the Constitution,’ The fact
that the organisers of the demonstration
who range from the Communist Party
through to the ultra-conservative party of
Fraga, Alianza Popular, disallowed any
other slogan and refused to push for the

&2 A
Robert Mugabe.

‘Mr Robert Mugabe, primie mumister of
the Republic of Zimbabwe, sat under a
canvas shelter as a succession of local
politictans were introduced .. The politi-
cal commissar from the Wedza district,
some 75 miles south of Salisbury, pum-
ped his clenched tist in the air as he led
the crowd through the hitany of slogans,
“Forward with ZANUY | “Forward!™
the crowd responded. “[lown with
Nkomo!™ “Down!"" came the enthusias-
LIC answers.

‘Mr Mugabe looked onimpassively. Ear-
lier that day he had been talking to um-
versily students about ‘reconciliation’
with Zimbabwe’s 200,000 whites.

When the grev-haired slightly stoop-
ing gentleman entered the VIP lounge at
Salisbury airport he was cordially gree-
ted by the senior  government officals
‘He explained that he was flying to the
United States, where he teit he would be
uniquely placed to persuvade the night-
wing lobby of senators and congressmen
that Zimbabwe deserved more aid
Before catching his plane Tan Douglas
Smith was introduced to the incredulous
Mozambique visilors, whose country
was regularly pounded by Rhodesian
bembers while Smith held power.”

purging of the army, indicates that no initia-
tive can be expected from the reformist par-
ties against the steady gallop to the right and
towards greater mmlitary influence on the
government.

Once again 1t has been left to parties of the
revolutionary left to fight for the sort of
democratic reforms one might have expec-
ted from the Socialist and Communist par-
ties. A separate demonstration calling for
the guilty 1o be tried, their actions pubh-
cised, for the purging of those invelved and
for the disbandment of the repressive bodies
was organised by the radical nationalist and
reveluticnary parties and unions of Fus-
kadi. [t remains to be seen whether rank and
file workers will go against the reformist
leadership of the union and pressunse for
similar demands to be raised in the rest of
Spain. But the version ot events being ped-
dlcd now by the ‘reformists’ 15 that it was
precisely because the workers keptcalm and
did nothing provocative that the coup fal-
led; 1 other words that the only way to
maintain “dermocratic’ gains is to refyramn
from exercising them.

Dave Johnson

Going the wrong way

Zimbabwe one year after victory

These two anecdotes, both of which appea-
red in the Firaneial Times convey the maost
striking fact about Zimbabwe one year alter
the elections which sweptl Mugabe to power.
It is that the ruling party, ZANU-PF, having
led a bitter guerrilla struggle against lan
Smith’s settler regime, 15 NOW mMore interes-
ted in destroving its nationalist coalition
partners the Patriotic Front (formerly
ZAPLD, than in dismanthing the structure of
economic and political power they inherited
trom the whites.

Particularly noteworthy s the way in
which the self-avowed socialists of ZANU-
PF are taking over and adapting to their
own purposes the machinery of repression
and control originally created by Smuth and
his predecessors to crush Alrican aspira-
tions for majority rule,

What's at stake in the battle between the
two ruling parties? Although the PF leader,
Joshua Nkomo, has long-standing links
hoth with British capital and with conserva-
tive African regimes such as Zambia and
Nigeria, the issues do not seem to be ones of
political substance. Indced, PF has been
attacking ZANU-PF for being too stow in
rmplementing measures such as the land
reform promised in Mugabe's e¢lection
manifesto,

There is little doubt that the differences
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are to a signibicant degree ethnwe. Nkomao's
support comes almost excluswvely trom the
two south-western provinces of Matabele-
land, while ZANLI-PF enjuvs massive popu-
lar suppart amaong the Shona, some 77 per
cent of the Alrican population.

Mugabe's problem

Naturally enough, Mugabc’s'priority has
heen to secure military contral, The sertler
[orces no  longer TCProsent any  Serious
threal. The white conscripts hiave heen stooed
down, and the ¢hite umts—Rhodesia Light

Infantry, Selous Scouts cte. have moved en,

masse across the Limpopo to sign on with
the South African Defence Force, only to be
sent almost immediately to take partinano-
ther brush war 1n Namibia, where therr
expertise and cxperience dre at a premium.
Mugabe's chiet problem s represented by
the Russian-equipped and Cuban-trained
guerrillas of ZAPU s military wing, ZIPRA,
British instructors are busy turming lormer
guerriilas into soldiers of the new nauonal
Aarmy. So tar 9,000 have gone through the
sausage machine’ as the tramning pro-
gramme is called, and Mugabe plans to pro-
cess another 24,000 by August. He will then
have an army vastly overblown in size by
African standacds, but hopefully subservi-
cnt to his will (He has been carelul to keep
control of delence and securnity in his own
hands and that ol his mumster of state,
Emmerson Munangawa).

Ethnic division

Until the might ol Saturday 7 February.
Mugabe’s stralegy appeared 1o be working
admirably, Then a brawl broke out 1in a
beerhall near Ndabazinduna barracks, 20
miles from Bulawayo, belween ex-ZANLA
and ZIPRA membcers of No 12 Battalion of
the new National Army. Tronically. this bat-
talion had held together when used to put
down an earlier factional gunbattle between
gucrillas housed in Bulawayo's Entumbane
township in November,

The lighting spread to two other National
Army battalions, at Glenville outstde Bula-
wavo and Connemara near Que Que, and to
gueriltas not vet ntegrated into the army
housed at Entumbance. Rather than provoke
tull-scale civi! war by calling out other
National Army troops or his own ZANLA
gucrillas, Mugabe ordered the Rhodesian
African Rilles, black soldiers commanded
by white officers who formed the backbone
of lan Smith's protessional army, to “smash’
what he called the “dissident elements’. This
they succeeded in doing alter several days’
sevage fighting in and around Bulawayo
which letl 300, mostly ZIPRA men, dead.

ZANU-PE'S factiomalisnl scems to have
shattered the Natonal Army, even though

nine of its 12 buttalions had not been drawn
into the fighting. The only reliable instru-
ment available o Mugabe is the Royal Afri-
can Rifles (‘I'm always happy when I'm
stonking gooks’. onc white captain cheer-

fully told Martin Meredith of the Sunduy

Times). His tendency o rely on the appara-
tus of repression created by the setilers has
heen re-inforced,

Edgar Tekere (right): critical of the
lack of real change and popular with
the guerrillas but quietly accepting
being sacked from the cabinet.

ZANU-PF's main achievement so far,
then, has been to divide the Zimbabwean
people along ethnie hines. The divistons ¢xs-
ted before, but there 1s no doubt that the
drive to create a one-party state and to
remove PE as an obstacle 1o achieving this

‘objective, has cxacerbated the conflict.

There are reports ot ZIPRA soldiers killing
Shona township dwellers in Entumbiane,
Midlands province, where Shona and Nde-
bele have intermarried and lived together in
comparative harmaony, could suffer even
more dreadfully should tribal divisions
become worse. The effect would be complet-
ely ta muffle the wsue on which ZANLU-PF
[ought and won the eleclion—the demand
for genuine majornity rule, involving cco-
nomic as well as political hiberation. Perhaps
this as well for Mugabe, since very tew steps
have so far been faken in this direction.

Powerful economy

Zimbabwe has a powerlul and diversitied
cconomy—manutacturing accounts tor
nearly 30 per cent of gross domestic product
and real growth last year probably amoun-
ted Lo six percent, ending six years of decline
and stagnation. The post sanctions boom
has been especially marked in mining and
manutacturing,which rose at annual rates of
respectively 15 and 50 per centin the first six
months of 1980 Even agriculture, much
worse hit by a combination of wir and
drought. 15 recovering

Land remans the crucial issue. The most
terfile tand 1s still in the hands of some A, (00
white farmers who account for the bulk of
agricultural output and exports. They are
putnumbered a hundred 1o one by African
peasants 1o the Tribal Trust Lands, who
occupy the same amount of land (although
it 1s much poorer in quaiiy). |

None of the benefits ol growth will neces-
sarily seep down to the African masscs, the
economy is still dominated by sertler and
multimational mterests. Forcign loans and
investment have not been very torthcoming,
and Mugabe has been careful 1o avold any
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steps that would antagonise big business,
been done to implement the pramises of
targe-scale resettlement ZANL-PE muade
durimg the clections. Mugabe weedy the
white {armers to keop the existing ruriil
econamy going, Ther numibers have actu-
ally mncreased since the elections, at a rime
when the toral white populition has been
sradually Bulhing.

So the great swell o hope wlhich swept
ZANU-PF to power huas boen beorayed

Like the rest

While Mugabe™s caontrol of ZANU-PE s
Far From totl, there s no sen ot an cttective
lett opposition developing withm the riding
party. Fdgar Tekere was sacked trom the
cabinet m the January eeshuifle, despie the
Fact that he s party secretars-general and an
old triend of Mugabe's fromm the tomes when
they were in Que Que prison tagether.
Although critical ol the lack of read change
and popular among the guernillas. Tekere
seems  to e aceepted his demotion
guctly.

ZANU-PI7 s likely 1o boecome, ke ruling
parties in the rest ot Adnvi, the framework
within which a blyck bourgeosie compeles
for patronage.  Thes transformatiaon will
meatt that ZANT-PE will coase 1o be the
apeney of revolarivnary chanee that ot s
in Zimbabwe's rural areas daringe the s,
The urban working cliass, despue nereases
in the ninemum waee. Das 2ot admost as
little out of independenee ws the mass of the
pedsants. Yet (U is e anis souil Toeree n
Zimbubwe with the potental to contmuae the
struggle berun by the guernithe, Whather
breaks oul of its submieraence in the broid
pationadist movenwenl and wins the eader-
ship of e popular masses will depend o
part on the willingness of Zimbabwean
socialists to hreak with the phaotons of the
past. The nest phase i the stragebe s kel
ro see ZANLEPE onoahe other side ot the
barricades,

Alex Callinicos

—
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THREE DAYS THAT
'SHOOK THE TORIES |

duction was to be concentrated n a
handful of large mechanised pits, pro-
ductivily per shift was to be jacked up -
and miners’ jobs were to go. The wave of

would not fight, but the speed and
strenpgth of the opposition was such
that they were forced to think again
very quickly.

‘We are creating the conditions to bring
about an early general election to get rid
of this Tory Government once and for

»

Thus Arthur Scargill to an audience of
500 cheering miners on 12 February.
Ten days later the last pits in Kent went
back to work, the coal board and the
union working together on a £400

million plan to keep the pits open, and

Thatcher was still sitting in Downing
Street.

It was, no doubt about it, a famous
viclory, The spectre which has haunted
the Tories since the fall of Heath in

1974 had so terrified the hard persons

in the government that they backed
down without a fight, They could see,
only too clearly, that if they slogged it
out with the miners it would change
the whole mood of the working:glass,
including a confrontation over Prior’s
laws on picketing. It made sense for the
government to live and fight another
day.

For them, the price was much too
small to lose any sleep over. Fstimates
for the cost ot keeping open the threat-
ened pits range from £50m to £200m,
but even the £400m plan, which is aimed
to expand outlets for coal as well as
keep pits open, 15 chickenfeed com-
pared to the £5400m rescue plan for
British Steel announced on 25 February.

The ban on imports 15, again, & minor
concession,  Sirip-mined ceal  from
Australia and the USA enjoys a sligl"lt
price advantage only at estuary power
stations, and there are physical limits
to the amount of coal which can be
landed., Only last vear the government
turned down a Cenfral Electricity
Generating Board plan to spend £150m
on a new deep-water terminal designed
ta handle 15 million tans of imports a
year. And, in fact, plans drawn up
before the strike called for Britain to
become a net exporter of coal in the
coming year. For the major consumer,
the CEGB, the main use of imports is as
a weapon to beat down coal board
prices,

No doubt the governmeni would
have liked to win, and their plans were
drawn up on the basis that the miners

The bare record of the dispute is
worth recording. Last Junte the miners’
union annual conference decided, by a
unnanimous vote to resist any claosure
attcrmpts other than those which the
unicn agreed were the resueit of exhaus-
tton of coal reserves. Two months
later, the government announced that it
was phasing out production suhbsidies
over lhe next three vears. At the same
time, it raised the Coal Board borrowing
hmits and allowed the Board to defer
some interest repayments. I was pre-
pared to consider a programme of

investment running at around £700m a

vear. The aim was for the Board to
break even by the 1983-4 financial
year,

Why was the response so
swift? |

Why was the strike over
S0 quickly?

What was the outcome

How does this leave
things?

All of this tock place against a back-

ground of a shiinking market for coal.

Although mmports account for some of
this shrinkage, the largest single factor
is the recession, which has not only cut
overgll consumption but has also held
up plans for conversion from oil to coal
amongst industrial users. In addition,
the CEGB plans to shift to nuclear
power will mean a major drop in the
largest single market tor coal.

The overall strategy was clear to the
government, the coal board and the
union. Taking advantage of the whip of
the depression and the downturn in
general working class militancy, the less
preductive pits were to he closed, pro-

closures would end mining at up to
fifty pits. it was planned to shed 23,000
jobs, roughly ten per cenl of the work-
force, while cutting production by five
million tons—around a four per cent
fall,

But this national figure would hit
some areas much harder than others.
Thus, in Kent the closure of the
Snowdown colliery was scen by mili-
tants as the thin edge of the wedge
leading to the complete closure of the
tiny three-pit coalfield. And in South
Wales, of course, any closure at all
means the certainty of uncmployment
for miners and their children,

The general mood amongst miners
was Indicated by the 85 per cent in
vote for industrial action in the York-
shire region. Against that background
of pressure the national union executive
voted unanimously to ballot for a
national strike at their 12 February
meeling. Even the hard right wingers
knew that they could not get away with-
out at least a show of fight, and
Gormley's stralegy was clearly to spin
things out and hope for talks and con-
cessions, He said on TV : ‘lf the govern-
ment stands firm, | can only warn them
that my lads arc pretty firm oo/’

These plans for moderalion were
quickly scuttled. The South Wales
miners walked out at 6 am on Tuesday
I 7th — lve pits had jumped the gun and
walked out ualrcady - and the South
Wales president Emlyn Williams said
there would be a complete withdrawal
of labour *until the threat of closure in
atl parts of Britain had been withdrawn’.

Kent went out later in the day and
Y orkshire announced its intention of
coming out the following Monday. But
already some pits there and in Scotland
had walked out, Even in the notoriously
right-wing Nottinghamshire held officials
were making it plain Lhat they would
stop if picketed, and Gormley announced
to the press that he ‘had losl control’,

With the number of miners on strike
growing by the hour, the government
hroughi forward its meeting with the
{Coal Board and the union Lo Wednesday,
and a hurned deal was patched up,

10 Socialist Review



. e A e — — .

- —r————

The next day the national union | L \
Executive called for a return to work, f L e
In fact, nearly 50 000 miners stayed out. . | e e T

?}.?n,}h??_

All of South Wales, all of Kent, half of S - Y S F % PR Mg g
Scotland, three pits in Durham, four in RN BN S L |
H L : : .o . 1. : o B % % & & Y

Yorkshire and one in Nottingham re-
mained closed. The strike was still being
spread as late as Friday the 20th, when
the South Wales miners picketed and
stopped the two collieries in North | . 23
Wales, g — | g :
At first, Gormiey’s public pleas had | - WO o Y e S - -
little effect on the leadership nf the ! ; ' g | i * ] £ '5:_ .__.;::. o .;5:5.._.
more militant areas. Scargill announced - o 5 ik W
on Thursday the 191h that the planned
call for a total steppage the next Monday
would o ahead:

‘We  belicve that there should be
firm assurances on the table which
are not present at the moment, The
Coal Board should declare that
these pits will not be closed. [ shall
he recommending our members to
come out on strike on Monday as
planned.”

Mick McGahey, Scottish president, said:
‘We will remmain solid until we have
firm guarantees, and until then I am
unable to recommend a resumption
of work .’

Jack Collins, Kent president, said:
that a return to work now, ‘would give
the government a breathing space,
Then, once the dust has settled, they
will pick us off one by one.’

Only Des Dutfield, South Wales
vice-president, argued differently:

‘We would be a lot happier with
soinething in black and white that
had safeguards writien in. But should
there be a return to work decision we
will keep in mind a continuing
mandate ot opposition to closures.’

Quite clearly, the lett leaders, let
alone the best of the rank and file, did
not trust the governmenl and the Coal
Board. Nevertheless, that defiance was
to collupse very quickly indeed. On
Friday 20th, all of the regional execu-
tives except Kent folded up. Two days
later, the isolated 3000 miners of Kent
voted to end their action. The strike was
over,

That switchback week raiges three
important questions:

One: Why was the response so switt
and immediate and how was it organised?

Two: Why did the strike end so
guickly?

Three: What was the final outcome
and lessons of the strike?

The storm centre of the strike was in
South Wales. They were the first out and
the only large area to come out entirely.
Yet most remarkably, it 1s only a year AR .
since the local leadership had failed to Pickets at Penrhlweiber
win pithead voles for stnke action

against closure plans, Soctalist Review

Photo: John Sturrock
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‘If it was anarchist to send
the boys off 1o North Wales
to pull those two pits out,
then I'm an anarchist. But
what | think they shouid
have done was send cars to
every pit in Great Britain.’

Mike Griffin (left]

talked 1o two South Wales militants to
try to find some answers.

Mike Griffin,
Penrhiwceiber Colliery, argues:

‘Last vear we decided to have a strike
over jobs, took 4 vote on it, and then
when we wanted the stnike to happen
we Look another vote on it In between
the iwo voles Lhere was a tremendous
propacanda by 1he Coal Board and the
Establishment, and we lost the second
vote, This year we took a4 vote in June
| 540 and that became a mandate for
strike action at 4 future date. We kept
up a bit of o campaign. When the crunch
came on the Monday what® started the
strike off so clfectively was that we
took action immediately. Livervone with-
in the organisslion and in the country
was shocked because of the way we
said we'd come out, and we came out,

"After Lhe dhisasier last February a lot
ol us realised thai the structure of the
arganisalion left a 1ot 1o be desired from
a rank and file point of view., S0 we
pressed for, and got, district meetings,
ALl the aotivists, weli, all the ones on
the Lodge committees, would mect
once a monih. Ay o result the rank-and-
File activists were involved every month,
When we knew the strike was coming up
we formed strike commitlees immedi-
ately. They had the power to do exactly
whal they wanied {o do in the sirike.

“The  medium of  communication

from the district meetings Lo Lthe rank .

and tHe was ihe gencral meetings, A
general meeling mmeans you pul your
bifls up in the place ol work, with the
daperdda, calling o the members to
altend. You won't get cvervone to a
general meeting bot al least they have
the opporiunity (o aliend. You get a
representative collection of men, We
s had meetings in the colliery, and
Lhe men were aware of what was going
on, were involved, were asking whatl we
were doing, because we pul up notices
SayIng we were preparing for the sirike,
and {hal they should come and talk
about the preparations,

‘In addition to the organising, we
have been taking part in demonstrations

Lodge Secretary of

of all kinds. Thatcher won' come into
Wales without we’re there. She came in
twice, and she went in by the back door.
And she knew we were there; she knew
quite foreibly that we were there. That
in itself was another method of retaining
in the front of people’s minds what it
was all about.”

That picture of much improved
crganisation is not confirmed all over
the Scuth Wales area. PPeter Thomas of
the Nantgarw coke works argues that:

‘There was little or no discussion in
the pits prior to the strike. It was really
a bolt out of the biue. For example, the
delegates to the national conference
were not given any sort of proper report
back to give to their men. It was when
the first pit came out that things really
started to happen. It was a spowntarecous
response from the other pits.’

There is no doubt that, if the mili-
tants had learnt a lesson in terms of
orgamisation from the debacle of 1980,
the rank and file had learnt a lesson in
bitterness and determination from an-
other twelve months of deepening re-
cession and Tory rule. The mood for a
fight was there, and once things got off
the ground then the strike was one
hundred per cent solid even in those
pits which have a good chance of
cxpansion in the next few vears,

Coal hasn’t got legs

QOnce the pits were closed, picketing
inside the South Wales area was deter-
mined and effective and support from
other workers was good., Mike Griffin
describes it:

“There was stacks of coal in the
country, but coal hkasnt got legs, so i
can't walk, it's got to be moved, The
first object was to stop that,

‘We set oul straighiway for the coal
yards, the marshalling vards. | went
down to Radyr on Tuesday morning to
see the NUR chairman and see what he
was doing about the ¢coal on the marshal-
Hing yards., He said in the marshalling
yvard they’d not heard anvthing about
it. “Well”, we said, “‘that’s why we've

come down’. And the phones start
going now immediately, he said the
miners are on the marshalling vard -
don’t move any more.

“There’s the open-cast up the top of
the wvalley here, they’re producing
thousands and thousands of tons of
coal. And on the Tuesday, we heard
there were about a hundred lorries up
there filling up with coal, and nobody
to say a word to them. Immedialely we
gof oul there it was different. The
Transport and General people were
saying, “‘Well, we haven’t heard nothing,
we were waiting lor somebody to come.
So far as we're goncerned, there's no
coal will come out now.”” We put a picket
there in the morning, just to remind
them there were miners about.

“The classic was down in Port Talbot.
[t's out of our area, and they didn’t
have any picketing in "72 or '74. Port
Talbot steelworks is immedialely on the
coast. The coal comes in and it’s un-
loaded inside the dock. Well, there was a
picket on the gate, but there was a ship,
24,000 tons of coal, being unloaded on
the dock. So we sent the boys down
there. When they came to the ship they
were wondering what the dockers would
say, becausc we fell out with the dockers
last wyear. The dockers said, “*Well,
where have vou becn till now? We've
becn waiting to see you.” They stopped
unloading and promised not to unload
any more coal.’

Don’t be anarchist

The major reason for the collapse of the
sirtke on the Friday was that the
majority, at least of the local leadership,
felt that they had won and that there
was no point in continuing the strike,
Three  pits, Tower, Macrdy and
Penrhiweeiber, voled to stay out but
the rest wanted a return to work. Mike
Griffin tried fo argue for continuing the
strike, but guickly found himself out on
a limh:

“They satd, ““Militancy is alright, but
don’t be anarchist aboul 1t Il it was
anarchisl to send the hoys off to North
Wales to pull those two pils out, then
['m an anarchist. But what [ think they
should have done was send cars tg every
pit 1n Great Brnitain.”

Mike’s reason for wanting to stay out
1s that he does nol believe that there has
been a real victory. As he argued with
Gormley on the Thursday of the strike:
“You've been telling us to go back to

work before we even came outl., Now
yOu 5ay we ve won a major victory, Put

it 1n black and white just what that victory

1

15,

And he also thinks ihat whatever
concessions have been made will turn
oul a5 useless for working miners. More
thun that, the ending of a4 short sharp
strike means that future action is much
less likely if the Coal Board takes the
gloves off again: I don™t think we're
going to have any more action, I'm
satisfied of that, because they stopped
us in our tracks, that was Lhe purpose of
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it, it was successful, There’s going to be
another time, and it's not gomng to be
next week. They’ll fix up a form of
words and the appearance of the fruits
of victory for the miners. We’ll have the
appearance of tinancial easement, but
nothing will happen in reality,

‘But I think the action’s over. You
can’t get people out any day of the
week. They say striking's easy. No way,
it's not. To get a strike you have to
really work.’

That mood of long term suspicion
abhout the deal is echeoed by other
militants outside of South Wales. Pete
Carr, from the Snowdown pit in Kent,
Argues:

“‘The Tories knew what they were
doing backing down. Someone in
Whitehall has worked out that they
can't take us on yet... But we’ve still got
no puarantees. The closure notice could
come back in three months. The Tories
areg well organised. They’ll try to isolate
us as best they can. They're talking
about £28 . 000 redundancy payment per
miner. Some people will find it hard to
turn down that much cash.’

S0, in the minds of the best militants
in the most threatened arcas, the out-
come of the strike was far less rosy
than could have been expected given the
readiness for a fight on the part ot the
membership. There 15 widespread suspi-
¢ion that the deal will be broken the
moment that the Tories and the Coal
Board think that the mood has died
down enough for them to get away with
it,

Assurances

The crucial collapse was on the Friday.
All three of the main left-wing areas—
South Wales, Scotland and Yorkshire —
voted to go back at more or less the same
time, despite the fact that leaders in
each area had said only the day before
that they needed better assurances before
they were ready to recommend a return,

It is not possible, with the limited
sources open to Socwfist Rewview, to
work oul exactly what happened and

which of the local leaders was the first
to back down. It seems that McGahey
1n Scotland was the most determmined of
the left leaders since, even after selling
the deal, he went on record as saying:

‘I still feel that the action should be
escalated but I could not have the
Scottish miners isolated .’

In Yorkshire, on the other hand,
Scargill, who had previously been
demanding further assurances, recoin-
mended the deal on the basis of a tele-
phone conversation with Coal Board
chairman Ezra which extracted the con-
cession that there would be test drillings
around the threatened Orgreave Colliery
to see if there was additional coal wihich
could be profitably mined. He claimed
in his defence that he had been phoned
by Des Dutfield of South Wales telling
him that they wcre definitely going
hack.

On balance, 1t seems as though the
left leaders reached agreement that they
could net hold out on their own, that
the feeling of their members was not
behind the continuation of 4 strike, and
that they therefore needed to back down,
The decisive decision seems to have
been that of the South Wales leadership,
who have been haunted by the danger
of hetng out ot step with their members
ever since last year.

In describing the role of Emlyn
Williams in the build-up te the strike,
Mike Griffin said: ‘Fmlyn Williams is
basically a fighter. He's conditioned by
the pressures around him, the executive,
etc, but Emlyn Williams has never been
afraid of a strike. [ assume yvou’ve the
general SWP attitude that the leaders are
holding the rank and file back all the
time. But thai wasn’t the case in South
Wales. We had the lead last year, and it
was rgjected by the runk and file; and
that’s a biow forleaders who pride them-
selves on their judgemenl and working
class ability. Emlyn was in favour of a
strike, the men rejected him, and he’s
been influenced by thatl ever singe.’

[f that was the underlying attitude of

‘There was little or no
discussion in the pits prior
to the strike. It was really a
bolt out of the blue ... It was
when the first pit came out
that things really started to
happen. It was a spontaneous
response from the other pits.’

Peter Thomas [left)

THREE DAYS
THAT SHOOK
“THE TORIES

L

the leadership, it is, hardly surprising
that thev caved in when the pressure
went the other way,

Any decision to continue the strike
at that peint would have raised very
severe difficulties. There clearly had
heen major concessions from the govern-
ment and the mass of miners, as opposed
to the militants, were clearly half con-

vinced by the promises.
The origin of the problems with the

strike really go back a bit further than
the day of the compromise decision, and
they lie in Yorkshire rather than in
South Wales. [n every way, Yorkshire is
the decisive ceoal field. [t 15 by far the
largest, with around a quarter of the
tolal miners working in if, It had pre-
viously wonl an 85 per cent majority to
strike against closures, bt has a reputation
for militancy and, of course, 1t 18
Arthur’s kingdom. But despite all of
this, thcre was no massive walk-out in
Y orkshire. Insiead of giving a lead to
his members. after South Wales had
struck, Scargill stuck to the date of
Monday 23rd for the Yorkshire stop-
page. So the strike did not have the
added momentum of the Yorkshire
miners bhelind 1t when the Tories
offered their compromise,

The feeling that Scargill should have
called Yorkshire out immediately 1s
quite widely shared by militants, Mike
Crriffin argues: ‘1l think Scargill dragged
his feet. He should have come out, he
had the authority to come oul.’

We have argued in this journal before
that the one of the consequences of the
worship of Scargill has been that the
rank-and-file organmisation which existed
in the early 1970s has withered into a
cult of the personality. Officials right
down to pit level have become ralher
out of touch with their members and
they have po real organisation other
than through Scargill himself. In the run
up to the ballot, they in fact worked
very hard and got an excellent result)
hut they were not able to respond
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quickly to the changing sitnation, The
bureaucratic timetable was set and there
was no mechanism which could speed
things up.

When the Welsh miners walked out,
there was total confusion in the York-
shire coal field. The area delegates had
kept things very much to themselves,
There had been no canteen meetings,
and n¢ branch called a local meeting
off its own bat. Although the militants
wanted to come out, and the mood
even in the moderate pits was for a
strike, there was no organisation which
could hold things together and pull
people out.

The threatened pits walked out and
started to picket other places, Armthorpe,
one of the most militant pits, came out
45 s00mn as they were asked and joined in
the picketing. but elsewhere things were
not so simple, Miners from the threat-
ened Orpreave colliery picketed nearby
Treeton, but the workforce of a notori-
ously ‘moderate’ pit crossed the line,
Every miner who was not really keen for
a fight had the ready excuse that they
were walting mstructions from Scargill.
Those instructions never came,

With a firm lead, Yorkshire could
have followed Scuth Wales and Kent,
and the written assurances would have
heen on the table straight away.

Much more importantly, a strike in
Y orkshire would have shifted the balance
in the local area. For some months now
the Yorkshire management have been
carrving out a stealthy offensive. In
Treeton, for example, about 40 miners
have been sacked for little things like
bad time-keeping and have not been re-
placed., The same has been going on in
other pits. There has been nothing
dramatic to poinl to, but the workforce
has been chipped awayv at, and at the
same lime production levels have been
ralsed,

These sort of things point to an alter-
native strategy that the Coal Board can
use, It does not have to get its way by
means of dramatic confrontation. It can
a0 at Jeast part of the way by means of
attrition and stealth, In Yorkshire, in the
profitable pits, it can constantly squeeze

‘Scargill (left) stuck to the
date of Monday 23rd for the
Yorkshire stoppage. So the
strike did not have the added
momentum of the Yorkshire
miners behind it when the
Tories offered their
compromise.’

the workforce man by man and intro-
duce new mechanised methods which
will lead to job losses. In South Wales it
can, as Mike Griffin points out, starve
pits of investment and then come back
and argue that they can’t be made work-
able, In Kent the bone of contention
at Snowdown is that the Coal Board
claims that it has geological difficulties
while the miners claim that with sulfici-
ent investment there is plenty of good
coal to be won.

So the criticism of the left leaders is
not that they failed td argue for staving
out when the government had made real
concessions, but that they, and in par-
ticular Arthur Scargill, did not seize a
golden opportunity earlier in the week
to realiy rub the faces of the Coal Board
and the Tories 1n coal dust and thus
give themselves a stronger position in
the months ahead.

Scargill’s motives

Using these sorts of tactics and by
buying out jobs with lavish redundancy
money, the Coal Board can still come
out the victors, What a full waik out in
Y orkshire would have done would have
been to shift the balance back to the

union and make it that much harder for

the Board to get away with it in the most
important area in the country.

It i1s not difficult to guess why
Scargill acted, or rather failed 1o act, the
way he did. Joe Gormley is due to retire
and there will be an election for the
national presidency. It is very dear (o
the heart of Arthur Scargill that he
shiould win that election, There 15 very
little doubt that he will be the left-wing
candidate. And he knows that, however
much he might brown off the miliiants
in Yorkshire or elsewhere, comeelection
day evervbody from the CP to the
Collier will have to buckle down and
work to get out the jeft vote. They will
have no choice, their votes are already
sewn up and so they don’t matter to
Arthur,

The votes of the soft centre are an-
other matter. They have to be wooed.
So Arthur has to canvince people to his

. right that he 15 a responsible and suit-

ahle candidate to lead the union for the
rest of his working life, He needs to shed
the mmage of the wild and firebreathing
militant. Above all, he must respect the
rules and constitution of the union. So
he did not call for unofficial actron,
which 1s what a sfrike call en the Tues-
day would have been. He waited for the
ever-sa-respectable machine to  grind
through the procedure. [f he came out
of it all with an angry but powerless left
but with new friends on his right, then
for him it was a big victory.

All of this 18 very much the sort of
thing that any clued-up militant would
expect from a former left-wing leader
on the way to higher things, But it is an
ominous pointer to the future.

And there 15 another, much more
aminous pointer to the future. If the
hest of the left leadership were unable
ter tuke advantage of the situation, then
s0 wis the rank and file,

Despite the strength of the strike in
South Wales and their ability to tie up
the movement of coal in their own area,
they sent veryv few pickets to other coul
ficlds, Some went to Yorkshire, Kent,
and Scotland, but there was no massive
attempt, early in the week, to bring out
the other areas. This interference 1n
somecone else’s patch is something that
an official will only do under great
pressure, but which the rank and file
can do off their own bat. It did not
happen because there is not a strong
enough movement in the South Wales
area prepared to act independently of
the local leadership.

And what is true of South Wales is
even true of Yorkshire. There was a
clear vacuurm of leadership there, with
the mood right for action but nobody
strong enough to fill the gap. If there
had bheen an active movement which
could have campaignhned in the pits the
way Lhe old machine around Scargill
would have done ten vears ago, then
there would have been a complete
stoppage. The chaos and confusion
which rcigned during those four days
was a product of a collapse of leader-
ship at the local level,

The truth is that the downturn has
hit the miners too. The situation may
not bhe as desperate as it is in engineer-
ing, and the left may have a good chance
of winning important otficial positions,
The miners may, retain much more of
the basic trade umon traditions than
other groups of workers, But still there
is no doubt that the old broad left has
suffered greatly in the last few years,
and the new opposition 18 not yet
strong enough to fill the gap.

Yes, 1t was a famous victory but 1t
was not an occasion for euphoria, If
that short week showed up the strengths
that the miners have, then it also showed
up their weaknesses. Unless 2 lol of hard
work is done pretty quickly, then, an-
other {ime and on another issue, the
Tories might just get away with it.
Reporting: Christine Kenny,
Wohrle, Colin Sparks.

Marta
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

~ A lesson for us all

The national ofticers of the NUT have victi-
mised and suspended trom the union the six
officers of the Lambeth Teachers Associa-
tion. Their ‘crime’ was to respond to the
Lambeth Council Workers ‘week of action”
against Tory cuts by calling a half day strike
on February 4th.

The local Lambeth branch of the NUT
had voted overwhelmingly to support the
action at a general meeting. The officers
sought the necessary "approval’ of the natio-
nal action commitiee. However even betore
the national acuon committee met, the
national officers intervened and instructed
the Lambeth officers to call off the proposed
strike. Under a rule brought in by emer-
gency resolution at the annual conference in
1974, no member or body of the NUT can
‘initiate or engage 1 action without the
prior approval ot the national executive’
(the now infamous rule 8} The Lambeth
officers felt that the democratic wishes of the
Lambeth members could not be ignored and
carried an with the call for action. Despite
numerous letters and telegrams Lambeth
teachers responded well (o the call, and over
150 joined the march on the day.

Vicious sentences

A disciplinary body has since met and
imposed vicious sentences on the Lambeth
officers. They have singled out [Dick North,
SWP member and NUT executive member
and Lambeth Treasurer. He is suspended
from the union for 12 months and barred
from holding office in the union for a further
18 months. The other officers, John
Esterson, Gary Jones, Jackie Norch, Hilary
Tarr, and Vanessa Wiseman, arc all suspen-
ded for 6 months and barred form oltice lor
a further 18 months. In addition Dave
Picton and Bernard Regan who were stand-
ing with Dick North at the time in an elec-
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tion for the officers of the Inner London
Teachers  Associatton  (the people with
‘negotiating’ power tor all London teachers)
have been ‘reprimandcd’. Their “crime’
along with Dick was refusing to withdraw a
sectton ol an election leatlet, even though
the publication of the leaflet was found to be
in itself not a breach of rule!

It 15 estimated that over 3000 eachers
have “broken’ rule 8 since its introduction,
so why did the officers feel it necessary 1o act
at this tume? There are two explanations.
First it wus a deliberate attempt to intertere
in the London ¢lection at itk crucial closing
stages by creating a ‘red’ scare. A strong
challenge was being made by standing Dhick
North against Bob Richardson who has
been London general secretary for over ten
vears, [ast vear the left won two of the
olficers” positions and this time was fighting
hard for afl three. The tinal vote was very
closc—Iless than 3(H) votes tor ane position.
yet 375 vores remained uncounted because
the union claims they cannaot be validated .
For the first time in the union’s history a
validation process” was undertaken, so that
betore the votes were counted, every ballot
form was checked against a membership
card. Tt 1s the teachers on insccure contracts
and vounger tcachers who move around
schools more who are the most likely Lo vote
for the lelt and 1t 1s these votes that remain
uncournted.

More 1mportantly, the olticers of the
national union are trying to stem the nde of
support for strike action against the cuts.
Thev have taken a 1ot of coticism {or thewr
fatlure to take on Nottinghamshire when it
sacked nursery teacher Elleen Crosbie. They
lear that members will take matters into
their own hands as the natuonal leadership
fFails to respond to growing calls For action,
and so they tell 1t necessary to demonstrate

The ILTA 6 on the steps of the NUT HQ before their disciplinary hearing.

Dick North

that rule 8 was not a dead letter. So instead
of contronting the real enemy of public sec-
tor workers, the Tory government, they
have turned on their own members who are
prepared to join with other trade umonisis
it a campaign of resistance. Indoing so they
weaken Lthe whole trade union movement.

The particolar treatment given to [ick
North s designed to remove trom the natio-
nal exccutive the only voice of dissent to the
scll out on jobs, conditions and salaries,
I)ick has represented Inner London conti-
nucusly since 1974, His poelitical opponents
have made regular attempis to remove him
*burcaucratically’ after failing to removce
hFim at the ballot box. An appeal 15 being
lodged, but the appeal body 1s the nationat
exedutive of the union—and Bob Richard-
son and the other otficers who brought the
original charges are members of that body!

Right to strike

Itis also significant that the harsh senten-
ces came  the same week that the union
negotiated a 7.5% cutin the real purchasing
power of teachers salaries, and was designed
to deter any attemplt to link tcachers and
civil servantsina joint attack on Tory public
sector pay policy,

In the heght of these victimisations the
TUC weck of action against the cuts in Aprtl
takes on a new signilicance. Rank and Tile
teachers will be urging all London teachers
te join the March on April 8th ¢alled by
South Fast TUC 1o show thai we will notbe
intimidated and will continug to join with
other workers in lighung the cuts,

This is not just an internal matter tor the
NLT: 115 about the right to strike, the right
ta stand for election free trom interterence,
and 1t effects all wrade uniomists fighting the
cuts. Plcase send motions of support and
financial donations to The Defence Comniit-
ree, {2 Afhion Rd Fondon ES and monions ol
pratest 1o F. Jarvis, NUT Gen Sec,
Hamilton Howuse, Mabledon Place, WCI. In
particular all rade unions, councillors and
[Labour MPs who supported the Lamibeth
conterences should be approach to give ther
SUpport.

Jeannie Rohinson
Flaocknev N
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

More blood
on the street

The deal agreed with Murdoch at Times
Newspapers is a serious defeat for the work-
torce and a setback for the fight against job
loss and the erosion of chapel organisation
in the whole of Fleet Sireet.

563 jobs are to go. The three
supplements —Education, Higher Educa-
tion and Literary—are being moved out of
London. Wages will be frozen for three
months and then tied to the miserable News-
paper Publishers Association agreement.
The new disputes procedure, involving
ACAS, will choke off unofticial chapel
action to get local wage increases on top of
the NPA or to fight further job cuts and new
working procedures which are likely to fol-
low with Murdoch's plans for new

technology.

To see how this deal was agreed, it's
necessary to look back at the ten-month
lock-out which began in November 1978,
The union respense to Thomson's attacks
was almost totally passive; enough organi-
sation was achieved to provide pay or alter-
native jobs for those locked out, but it was
all done bureaucratically, There was no
attempt to organise blacking of other
Thomson enterprises or solidarity action.
Picketing began only at the very end, and
then was totally ineflective in preventing
equipment or people moving in and out of
the Grays Inn Road building. The rest of the
Fleet Street workforce was involved only
minimally, in paying a levy. The union lea-
derships merely sat it oul.

‘When the end came. many people hailed it
as a union victory. True, Thomsons didn’t

win what they wanted. They backed oft

from the NGA leadership, who would not

concede Lo the demand for direct input of

copy by journalists and clerical workers,
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Murdnc {right) reaping the gains from
a passive and bureaucratic union
response to the 1978-9 lock-out {above)

becduse conceding that would mean a
serious threat to the very existence of the
NCrA, To sav this 1s not o under rate the
very redl willingness of many of the rank and
file to resist Thomsons™ demands, and the
solidarity that was shown, here and there,
when it was not sat on from a great height,
But the members were ifl-served by their
leaders, in ways that are onty now becoming
clear. The verdict on the lock-out is really
that the burcaucracy waorn, bul the rank and
lle lost,

Because there was no real light, the
second round was much easicr for Murdoch.
With a March l4th deadline tor total closure
ol the papers, the union leaders fell over
themselves to cmbrace Murdoch, sweeping
aside objections over job loss and opposing
any reference to the Monopolices
Commission,

Murdoch™ negotiators put a series of

swingemng demands 1o be agreed within
three weeks. Stall cuts ranging from 27.57%
of clerical workers to 457, of the composing
room: a vear's wage freeze; a disputes proce-
durc including cash penaltics for unoilicial
action; for the clerical staff, the ending of the
nine-day tortnight won the previous year:
and the removal ol the supplements from
London,

In fact, all these demands were prepared
by Thomson, and handed over to Murdoch
as his opening shot, The negonutors caused
decp anger in the chapels with  these
demands. and especially by the references to
whole departments being “terminated’. The
union leaders, on the other hand, seemed
guite happy to discuss anvthmg, so long as
Rupert bought.

The national officials gor a4 rough ride
frony the rank and file {or their cavalier atti-
tude to job loss at mectings of the NG A and
of the NATSOPA machine und clerical
branches, But 1t soon hecame clear Lhat a
few ‘concessions” from Murdoch would be
enotgh for local othicials o swallow their
riictoric and help o sefl the dead to the
members.

It now appears tromdocuments drawn up
by Thomsons's bankers, Warbures, last
November for potential bidders, that profi

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

projectitons tor the papers assumed a deal
with the unions which involved the loss of
576 yobs, wape rises of at least 126

(od Year,
and no changes in printing, {(Private Eye
13.2.81}. Even allowing for the fact that the
documents were designed to attract bidders,
Thomsons® bankers were torccasting a
protit of over £14 million in 1983 on the
basis of a deal which extracted fesy from the
umons than the one they’ve actually finished
up signing. So much  tor Murdoch’s
CONCESSIONS,

... and why

Murdoch has paid a patheuc £12 million
tor a highly profitable business plus acquir-
ing property and assets worth about £25
mithon, It he sold out tomorrow, he would
have made a udy amount., That fact repre-
senty an axe hanging over the heads of the
remaining workforce.

How did he get away with it?

Firstly, there were weaknesses ready 1o be
expioited. For example, the two clerical
chapels, with 4 total of 780 members, had
been sitting on aver 100 unfilled vacancies.
(I'he chapel leadership’s contention thal no
Jobs were lost during that period was, to put
it muldly, musteading.) This at a time when
there were 300 unemploved clerical statf on
the umon's books after the Evening News
¢lasure. The truth aboul the vacancies only
came out atter the Murdoch deal which
wrote them oft.

Secondly, Murdoch didn™t demand direct
nput {i¢ selting of type) trom the NGA.
Many newspaper bosses have come to the
concluston that it is stupid to pay journalists
(0 be typists: the NGA can be allowed to
retain the monopoly of keying-in. The new
techoology makes it possible o produce a
paper without them, anyway, if the manage-
ntent want o deal with a dispute that way.

Most importantly, he got away with it

-
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because there 15 a real lear ol risking a fight
among many of the rank and file, as theres
In the class as a whole at the moment. It
seemed preterable (o setde with Murdoch
and save some jobs than to risk towal closure.,
The alternanve presented by the BPC occu-
pation. tor example, made too httle head-
way. though proposals for an occupation
were ralsed on a few occdsions 1 various
Times Newspapers chapels, The NATSOPA
clerical branch secretary ironically expres-
sed the correct view of deleatism over jobs
when he said that he was led up with being
accused of hving in cloud cuckoo land tor
wanting no job loss, He also toresaw other
Jobs gomg in Fleet Street if any were lost at
the Times, making nonsense of the "save
some jobs by seiling others” approach. Yet
that was exactly the kind of *realism’ which
wan the day.

The lear springs from general demoralisa-
tion following deteats like the Evening News,
But attempts by the unmion leaderships at
local and national level to blame the rank
and hile, are as always, only part of the story.

It there had been a real fight against
Thomson n the first round, or against Asso-
clated Newspapers over the Eveninr News,
contidence in chuapel strength would hawve
heen there to draw on. 11 other Tlect Street
chapels had been consistently informed and
imvobved, Times Newspapers chapels might
have been recadier to hght, knowing they
wouldn't be left on their own. [nstead. they
are lacing Murdoch from a position of
weakness. That weakness can only be
overcome by the lirst step of honestly con-
tronting the facis, and trying 1o learn the
lessons,

Jane¢ Bernstein.

Purge in
the poly

The fate of the polytechnic sectar ot higher
educatton s not likely to hgure largely in
anvaone's caleulations of the balance of class
forces in Britain in the next few years,

Yet the government s oul to make swin-
geing cuts: one job in six is 10 disappear by
1984 (4,300 0 all). lcaving a depleted service
with fewer opportunitics for working class
vouth than ever. That may be small beer
compared with job losses ¢lsewhere, but the
way 1n which the government intends to
recast higher education has important con-
sequences for all of ws: the climate will
become even more hostile towards progres-
stve 1deds than it 15 at present.

The problem tor the Tories hitherto s
that merely by financial squeeze under the
prescnt system they have not been able to
shed enough labour from public sector
higher education. Instead of an mtended
13% drop, the numbers of polytechnic and
college lecturers have remaned constant
over the last two vears,

The reason lies with the present indirect
control the government has over the service.
T'he povernment provides a ‘pool’ of money,
but does not controt the way it is distributed
or supplemented-—that 1s the business of the
local authorities, who have, in effect, the
major say In what gocs on i “their’ poly-
technics and colleges of higher education.

Complex blunting

Not that local authorities have protected
the polys dgainst cuts-—quite oiten the
reversc—but the very complexity of the sys-
tem has blunted he government's attack. It
15 also the case rhat the hybrid nature of
these 1nstitutions —halt nattenal, half
locally-oriented—has meant that their pre-
cise function has never been defined. So they
have developed largely afong their own

ot
e ———
lines. [n part. they have, like the unmversities,
offered tradinonal academic subjects, par-
ticularty in the social sciences; in part, they
have offered ‘*vocational® subjects, closely
gedred, through sandwich and block release
courses, to the ‘needs’ ol industry (re. mana-
gemeni), cspecially 1in enpmeering  and
COMITICTce,

Yocational courses

All this will be changed it the government
has 1ts way. It wants to remove local author-
ity Influence and lund public sector higher
education directly, just like the universities.
This will have two advantages tor the
government. First, the process of slimming
down the polys can take place much laster.
Secondiy, 1t will enable the government W
define the funcnion of pubtlic sectar higher
cducaton to suit its philosophy.

That philesophy 15 already clear: apart
ITom an elite of institutions (mostty the uni-
versitles) Lo serve an clite, the only purpose
of higher education alter the school-leaving
age will be 1o provide vocational courses, It
these appeal to emplayers, then state money
will be torthcoming. Anything élse {and
especially anvthing that immphicitly or explic-
itly challenges government assumptions)
will be redundant {literally).

S0 1t is casy Lo see where the proposed loss
of 4,300 jobs will come Itom—nor the use-
ful” vocational arcas, but the "useless’, “irrel-
evant’ ones, hke socielogy and the
humanities,

AT a Jokey level that kind of point is

already being made. The world of George
Weber, the poly lecturer hero of Posy Sim-
monds’ Guardian cartoon Strip, suggests
that sociology fecturers as wlwole are an
underworked bunch of trendies. True, the
satire 15 fairly pentle fatter all, a pood pro-
portton ol the resdership must come from
the polvs) but that was not the case with the
recently televised version of Maicolm Brad-
bury's The flisterv Mano (The fact that
Howard Kirk 1 i umsersily as opposed toa
polyvtechnie lecturer i not relevant: he's a
saciotopist all the suime).

Radicals

Where Creorpe Webher 15 o bumbling,
harmless trendie, Howard Kirk s g vicious
onc, # radical who stirs up dissatisfaction
and screws his stidends (in every sense of the
word), Ctearlv, anvone that nasty i< enough
to give aff radicals o bad name—and Justity
their dismissul.

Finally (and ot a serious devel), i Dir
{’olin McoCabe. the real stoncturalist {as
oppoused o George Weber, the mythical
oned, we have a genuine case ob vicunisa-
ton. The goines-on i the Cambndge Uni-
versity Dnglish Facully ace too well known
to need repcating, But the tact that the
media have chosen o give such wide cove-
rage tor his case. and not e the cgually
deserving one of Mr David Inglebyl an
assistant Jecturer i sodial psychology at
Cambridge who has alse not been upgraded,
give rise to the suspicon that we are meant
to view the fact of o structuralist (and the
papers have been busting o out to define
structurahism) as the sanvical subyeet of et
another TV seral.

That precisely s the problem. Other
things being egual, structuralism should be
vigorously artacked as  trendy rubbish,
Whar the meda hasve doue {(with ther
unnerving mstinet for the weak spgt) s to
highlight 1deas that are difticule to defend as
a means of putting down all radical ideas, 1
structuralism. with 1ls obsgore jargon, 1s
useless and trrelevant—and it is—then so 1t
samplied, 15 Marxism. Of course, MeCube
himselt must be defended withoul reservi-
tian and the growimg attack on lefi-wing
ideas resisted, |

After the comedy

Fortunately, so far the right-wing have
hardly mustered any very stunning inteklec-
tual  arguments: one Cambridge don
recent]y wrote o fhe Guardion Liv suggest
that because Kart Marx had been born
betore Queen Victoria, hMarsism was out of
date.,

Hitherto, the auwack on progressive deas
has been more comic than serious, But it's
parl of o softening up process that will suit
Tory purposes well as the government
recasts public sector higher educatton in the
1OR0s. When the sackimas start coming, thick
and Tast, there won't be any distinclions
mude between real and trendy letues, bet-
ween what 1s wortl detendie and w hat s
(L.

(zareth Jenkins

Socralist Review 17



The announcement that Peugeot-Talbot intends to close its
Linwood plant at the end of May — a mass meeting is due to be
discussing possible resistance to the closure three days after we
print — has focused attention vet again on the world wide crisis :
of the car industry. The threat to Linwood takes place as BL
makes a similar threat to its Belgian plant and soon after Fiat’s
~ success in getting rid of 24,000 of its workforce, DAVE

BEECHAM looks at the prospect for the industry internationally
in the next two to three vyears,

On 3 February General Motors, the
world’s largest manufacturing corpo-
ration, with sales of nearly $60 billion,
announced a loss for 1980, The money
itself was a trifling $763 million —not
much compared to profits of four times
that amount the vear before. But it was
(:M’s first recorded loss since 1921, ‘The
world c¢nisis in the car industry had
affected even the untouchable lord of
the jungle in Detroit.

- The scale of the cars crisis hasreached
a stage where the participants increas-
ingly resemble snarling animals, each
firm holding its corner of the clearing,

The car crisis

the *Big Two’ by the mid-80s. Ford’s
share ot the American market might fall
tar 20 per cent in the face ot G M's over-
whelming superiority in terms of invest-
ment and new models and lhe sleeker
competition of the Japanese.

When the world’s second largest pro-
ducer is squeezed in the very heartland
of car production, it is a sign that the
¢risis is neanng breaking point.

There 15 a world over capacity for
producing cars. A huge level of invest-
inent 1s needed to stay in the game. And

the emergence ot “world cars’, produced
by a tiny handful ol world firms for

put and its Argentinian operations, so
48 to maintain its market share —not so
inuch in those companies, but in the US,
in Europe, in Germany itself.
Volkswagen’s output can now hardly
be identified with any one country. .
Cars produced for the US market or
(rermany have Mexican engines, German
and South American components, even
if they come out of the gate of the

Pennsylvania assemboly plant. |
The two US-owned s
P
- =

gianfs are, however, ’

only to be pushed aside by a neighbour T g o LR
and to attempt to return to the fray example, Ford, GM and v“]khw'igﬂ? "'.':'.' / /
) . \ : ‘ means that even large producers like a"e e e o b ®

snapping at the other’s legs 1n effort to , sTe's n o @

Al . . PSA-Talhot, are now vulnerahle, s e B O E®E
regain its position, The names of the ' _ _ SOCOCROCN
animals that matter today are GM Some facts and figures provide a oTe e e 00 e’
Ford, Toyota, Nissan, PSA Renault! helptul {Hlustration of what is happening. .'.'.'.:.:-:-:-
ank;wagen Fiat _Some of them are  The Tory Government has just bitten .'.:.:---.--.-
already lm:}l:(ing bll::-t:ndy. Other weaker its tongue and given BL £990 million to :-.-.-.-.t.-.'.
specimens are deeply wounded  or  Produce a new car, the LC1O, and has ® 2 %% %" "
pantirig exhausted trying to keep with- declared 1tself willing to finance BL to '.'.'.'.'.:-:
in the shrinking circle of opponents. (heé tune of £3.25 billion in the next Selegee e
They have names like Leyland or five yeals or 30 -—4 1hugu state '“;“_h’i”'w' '-'-:-:1:-:- o » 8
Chrysler. But LM 1s spund{ng 3.4 biljion ”"S year .'-'.'h'-'-'n'-'- -'-":'-':':‘-'-'- .

These firms are fighting for survival EilDI]C.DI] re-tooling and new machinery. *® -...-.---‘--l... SOOCKK
in a really deadly game. What is perhaps From another angle, laok what is L Pl S
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the world’s single maost important  taking place in  Braril, now Latin oV e’e” :...
industry has reached a point where the  America’s most dynamic car market, St '-:-:-.
weak are inexorably being forced to the  with output exceeding the UK’s, Com- --:-:-.-.! <
wall. The demand for acceummulated petition 18 forcing the producers into ;l'-l-l.'.'.'
capital to compete with is so great that new moulds. Volkswagen has 30 per stifl out in front in terms of RICHAAEDO
only a handful can survive the next few cent of Brazil’s markel, but 1ts success internalional integration. '.'.'.'.'.'.'.:
years. depends on how much it can export. [1s The Ford Escort in the US '.'.'.:.:-:-. .

The almoest unbelievable scale of the Brazilian exports rose trom $247 million 15 made up of components .t LICR R
‘risis was summed up by an American | Iin ta 8325 million in . but 1t manufactured in Mexico, Brazil, Britzin
CIisls WwWas % p by in 14974 £325 milh i | 9R0), 1 ' fact d in Mexico, Brazil, Britain, . @

analyst last summer-who cooly predic-
ted that the ‘Big Three’ in the US - GM,
Ford and Chrysler —might not even be

needs an even bigger rise this year, [t
aims to integrale 1ts glant Mexican and
US plants with part of its Brazihan oul-

trance, Spain, West Germany, Italy and
Japan., Other companies are trying
desperately to keep up. Fiat's Brazilian
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production i1s now imported into italy
to provide engines for diesel versions of
its Italian-assembled cars. And Fiat has
gone one further than even Ford, by
atternpting to integrate production of
some components in Brazil, Argentina,
[taly and Poland.

The GM Giant

[t 15, however, GM that is exerting ras-
sive domination internationally. While
Ford was first in the field with world
integrated production, GM’s forthcom-
ing model, codenamed I, is the develop-
ment that currently terrifies the other
Western motor industry bosses, what-
ever they say about the Japanese,
Ford’s investment in the Escort, after
all, was ‘only” $3 billion, while Ford's
total investment plan for 1980-85 in-
volves an estimated $18 billion, But GM
now intends to spend about $40 billion
over the same period (approximately
five times the maximum expenditure
allowed for by BL, incidentallv) —and
GM starts from an enormously stronger

base. It plans five new models in the:

crucial period to 1983; Ford plans only
two launches. Ford 1s having to shut
down plant; GM is due to open seven
new factoriesin the US and nine abroad.

In this light the view that Ford could

be crucified by GM by 1985 does not
look so bizarre, GM's strength is illus-
trated by the almost casual decision to
invest another £100 mmlhion or 5o at
Vauxhall, Ellesmere Port, even though
the plant probably won’t be doing more
than assembling Opels after next vear.
This is after all only about 3 per cent of
itz total 1981 inveslment mmtention.

Japan

The Japanese producers are really the
only ones that can still be identified
nationally. This is about to change for
gaod. First of all because the Big Two,
Tovota and Nissan, dare rapidly moving
to establish production across the world;
secondly, because the smaller fry
Honda, Mitsubishi, Toyo Kogyo, [suzu —
are forming partnerships with other
Furopean or US {irms.

The reasons for lapanese develop-
ment on a word scale are fairly obvious.
The stakes are rising rapidly, particularly
with GM’s expansion, with the inter-
naticnal clamour for import controis
from different nations {eg. France,
Germany); different cartels of nalions
(eg. the EEC} and different producers
(above all Ford),

Japan’s fantastic expansion from a

world market share of 0,7 per cent in
1964 to 19 per cent in 1979 was buikt
on a policy of tremendous protection
againsi imports, plus virtually a form of
stale capitalism in the way state and
banks linked up to develaop key firms.
This era is coming to an end. In its
place we now have the first Fapanese
car plants built ih the US for Toyota,
the anncuncement by Nissan of its first
European manufaciuring base on a new
site somewhere in Britain, its Nissan
links with Alfz in Italy and Motor
[berica in Spain (a share purchased from .
Massey-Ferguson!) and the likelihood of
Tovola following GM’s example and
setting up production in Spain, possibly
with a takeover of the old Fiat partner,
SEAT, which alrecady exports half its
production. For the first time, the
Japanese big two are exploring the idea
of producing carsin Brazil and Argentina,
and therc is a components link with
Mexico.

‘This all adds up to the emergence of
fitter and hungrier additions to the
narrow circle of the pack that will
survive, The others will fall—or they
will have 1o hnk up.

Emerging Partnerships

If the arrival of world producers on the
scene did nol in itself show how fruit-
less the idea of campaigning for import
controls is, the emergence of inter-
nalional partnerships surely would. By
1981 we have the following series of
links: GM/{Isuzu; Ford/Toyo Kogyo,
Chrysler/Mitsubishi/PSA; American
Motors/Renault/ Volvo; Nissan/Motor
iberica/ Alfa Romeo; Fiat/Lada/Polski
Fiat; Honda/BL; Saab/Lancia. This

list is not exhaustive, it leaves out
possible Tovota/SEAT and Tovota
{Ford links, and the probable

Volkswagen {Nissan deal.

The partnership is the emerging
form in which firms without the
MO pla .'-'-'-'-'- capital to compute link up. But
'-'-'-'-.i:i:'.'.'. partinerships bring their own
® e s s’ peculiar problems. Most of
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/ rational and inter- national,
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om0l Furcope. When PSA took over
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its formerly strong position has been
hampered: it pulled out of Chile and
Argentina in the torm ol Citroen,
merged Peugeot with Fual Argentina
a despeorate attempi to dry and getl mtao
Brazil, and sold oul to Volkswagen in
the {orm of Chirysler. lven more signiti-
cant PSA has almost nothing in the USs,
even compdared o Fuat, let alone its
main  LFuropean’ rivals, Renault and
Yolkswagen. -

PSA is a classic example of polential
digsasier and 1w 15 still the worlhd’s
fifth-largest producer of cars atter Lthe
Big T'wo US-ownced and Bipg Two Japa-
pesc-aowned firms. [ro1s nol o much fon
being Nifth-largesi: the oplions PSA has
are bhasically reduced to one, taking over
redundant Chrysler plants in the 15, ol
which seven are modernised. The cost of
this little lot would he about $1.2 hillion,
about three Limes as much as PSATS
rivals, Volkswagen and Renault. pard tor
their American sweethearts,

The State to the Rescue?

Lip till now, boih stales and bhuankers
have prevented individual {irms from
heing tom apart by ihe pack,

{hrysler i1s of course past master al
extracting lunds from the state, the
£125 mulbon Lo ‘save” Chrysler UK
heing the most notornous example, In
the US, Chrysler extracted %15 hillion
in loan guarantees lo survive lasl year
wiiile it launched its K-car ‘rival to
T'ord and GM | which wuas an almost Lordal
flop. The Reagan administration now
seems to be giving Chrysler o breathing
space in whieh to try and merge - cither
with P5A (see above) ar wath Mitsuhishi,
which had an engines and components
apreemenl wilth the Americans. But the
stute 15 propping up Chrysler it another
way —arms. bExisting defence aclivilies
are worth only about $30 mullion. Bul
there 13 a polential §1 billion order tor
NATO tanks on {he cards, Tor which
Chrysler would e o prnme candidate, Tt
15 hard not to imagme Clirysler char-
man, Lee lacocea, praying at night tial
the Russians mvade Poland.

Imports Lobbying
The "paradox’ 15 that as the companies
roce t‘ﬂCh other 1o become niore and
more international, the states pursue o
maore and more nationalistic role, The
lobbying tor unporl controls  cones
largely from governments and worrned
capitalists like PSA or Ford. It s u ovni-
cal exercise designed to whip up nation-
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alistic tervour and to allow the ‘French’,
"Amciican” or ‘German’ company to gel
on with rationalisation, sacking workers
and extracting more and more money
from the state in order to compete in o
dwindling world market.

The absolutely classic version of this
18 the Edwardes regime at BL, where the
programme to Ssave leyland® 15 Just a
devicee to ensure s survival and rational-
sation for long enough to make 1l 4an
attractive partner for an international
merger, There 1s no way BL can survive
48 anything but a parlner a junior
one — i an international conglomernite,
however many mythical Japanese landing
craft  the Mini-Metro  fights on  the
hedches,

Workers 1n every country are being
frd the same junk propaganda ahout
imports and international compeiilion,
and are being cajoled or bullied to aceepl
An nvitatiien to shil therr own throats.
While BL feeds us nalionalism here and
F.dwardes-robots attack the shop floor,
PSA management in France, for exam-
ple, fuels an anti-American, anti-Japanese
lobby and takes 11y foremen on three-
manth draintng courses  at Sochaux,
halt of which are spent learning how Lo
deal wiltlh the unions.

In (s context it was to say the least
pathetic to read the comment of one of
the British V&G delegates at the Ford
workers World Auto Council meeting
Jast September who ‘called tor more
government assistance Lo Lhe car industry

‘The history of the world is made up of long periods
when nothing much happens, and then times when great
changes take place very quickly. The motor industry has

left the first phase and entered the second.’

Bernurd Vermer Paillez, Chairman. Renauit, September 1980

"History s Bunk’.
Henry Ford

and import controls’

Some Thoughts on Anarchy

[i ever there was a case for socialism, for
g democratically planned waorld economy,
for un cend 1o the ansrchy (hal sets
worker agamsi worker - it is the car
industry. The industry 15 now world-
wide; it does not recognise boundaries,
s¢as, nor Lhe ron curtain. 1t s the clear
proot ol the incvitability of inter-
nationalisin, ond ol the nationalistic
anarchy of capilalism, There is a spiral
of  vicious compcetition where hillions
are being spent 1o destrov jubs, 1o drive
ont compelitors and lock producers of
components and other supplies o the
industry fightly imta o world market
dominated lierally by a handful of
firms.

The world cur 15 by now 2 well-known
concept  world componcents are on the
way_. Much of the same madness as is
talking place 1 car production s now
spreading  through  the  cngineering
mdustry, Tucas, 217, Bosch and a few
others have been spreading out on s
world  scale and  creating their own
hysteria about imporls and “fake parts?,
The samce crists 1s spresding through the
glass  and rubber indusiries, which
supply much of rheir production to the
car industry

Bul the real lunmacy of what is going
on 15 sUll mainly in the sphere of actual
car production and assembly, where
economics of scale are enormous and
the struggle to ger and keep a sutfici-
ently Jarge slice of the market is all-
IMPortant row,

Cne. amazing example of the anarchy
involves Tiat. Hs position in ltaly has
heen cushioned by an unofficlal but
very fitm government policy restricting
Japanese imports 1o about 1,500 cars a
yvear. With the emergence of buropean
lapanese” production this will end. In
South Ameriva, Fiat has failed to pro-
duce hig profits and has run into techni-
cal probtems, so f1at has been exporting
Fiat engines to Italy and sourcing com-
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ponents in South America and Eastern
Europe, In the East, Fiat has a unique
position, both in Polund and Russia, and
its new model, ironically named Zero, is
planned to be built in Poland. But this
in itself involves further problems as the
state capitalist regimes’ alm is to export
and earn foreign capital. Hence the weird
spectacle of a Yugoslavy car, the Zastava
101, a variant of the Fiat 128, suddenly
appearing in the Western market in
Fanuary this vear, competing directly,
and more cheaply, with other Fiat cars.

An example on a different scale is
the potential hink-up now under discus-
sion between Ford and Toyota, which
would be about the only event that
could worry General Motors., Ford,
meanwhile, with its 25 per cent share
in Toyo Kogyo has a potential line into
Japan and has done a deal with TK to
tie up the Asian market. As a result,
there 1s a car called the Laser in Australia,
which appears to be an Escort, but is in
fact a version of the Mazda 323, which
is one of two Japanese versions of the
Escort {the other is called Lynx) expor-
ted to the West,

Not to be outdone GM Australia
(known as Holden) has launched the
Gemini, which is sourced from I[suzu;
and Isuzu i1s also one of the many,
many companies building the new GM
‘)’ car. Both Nissan and Tovota have
Australian investment plans tofalling
around $1.5 billion to compete with all
this.

The punchline i1s that the entire
Australian market totals only 600000
vehicles. The reasons for the desperation
of the smaller producers who can only
stand and watch while this carve-up goes
on are abundantly clear,

Limitless Struggle

Finally, what is the way forward for
those trapped in this horror? Even from
this quite brief look at only part of the
developing crisis, it's clear there is
absolutely no chance of a ‘British’
independent car industry, of successful
‘alternative plans® or import controls
doing anything other than dividing
workers from each other. This is even
hefore the revolution n technology
takes rplace. The Japanese producers
are something like five vears ahead of
even the most advanced US operations
in terms of introducing robots and
integrated, automated plants. Nissan for
example proposes to produce 200,000
cars a year with 5 000 workers in its
for all those
desperately trying to attract Nissan to
invest in ‘their’ area.

Instead of pinning hopes on anything
to do with wviability, the emphasis has
got to be on unceasing and limitless
struggle against the companies. Most of
them are not ‘viable” in any real sense
anyway, even the largest as we have
seen,

Yiability in the car industry today
and even more in two or three vyears
time —means the sacrifice of every trade
union gain of the past four decades, it

means the destruction of
hundreds of thousands of jobs. *Alter-
native plans’ mean thal workers will
have to do it to their mates, or go under,
Import controls are a cynical joke 1n a
world where no car tirm can afford to
recognise national boundaries and survive
forlong,

Against this we know that struggle
can force companies to give ground and,
more important, states to intervene. We
know that car production is now in a
ridiculous world, where fewer and
fewer giant firms fight over the spoils in
order to he able to invest encugh next

literally

time round to stay in the charmed
circle. Accepting capitalist logic now in
the car mdustry means certain destrite-
tion,

To come back to the image we had at
the beginning, the car producers are
mcreasingly like a cirele of vicious and
desperate animals closing in on each
other—except tlrat this 1s an insult to
the entire Republic of Animals. They
are Itke ordinary capitalist firms in an
ordinary capitalist crisis — but their arenz
is now the world and the stakes are very
high,

Dave Beecham
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British Nationality Bill

wtionality
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A

resh proyges

Racism ” b dgres

.

The passage of the new Nationality Act through parliament has focused attention

ence again on immigration controls and the racist presuppositions underlving them. In our
last issuc Lin James looked at the early controls of the Aliens Act. Now Bipin Patcel looks
at how succumbing to waves of racist agita tion, the Tory and Lahour parties produced

the immigration acts of the last twe decades.

Atter the Second World War and tie inde-
pendence of Tndia. both Labour and most
Tory pohiticians supported the principic of
the open door lor immigrants from the
Commonwealth, if Tor ditterent reasons.
This consensus lasted through to the late
fitues, a period of demand lor labour te Fuel
the post-war boom.

['rom the beginning of the sixties, the cla-
mour lor control of immigration {and this
afvars meant black imnigration) grew lou-
der, At first the Labour Party (under Gaits-
kelly continued to oppose all controls, and
(ought the 1963 Immigration Act. Since
then, Labour and Tory governments have
rivalled cach other to bring i more restric-
tive and more racist legislation.

The qustitication for these measures by
pobticians who don’t openly admit to
racism has always been thatl controls dre n
the interest of *hbetter race relations’. In real-
ity, the reasons tor control lie in the eco-
nomic system, In tmes of boom, capial
brings in labour which it would like (o get
t1id of in times ol slump, bedring none of the
cost of reproducing the lahour or giving
benerits ta the unemployved,

¥ouchers

Thus, Enoch DPowell, as binister ol
Health from 1960 1o 1963, encouraged the
recruitment ot medical statt from Indi and
the West [ndues,

The tirst controls came in the Common-
wealth Immigraooen Ace of 1962, This res-
tricted  entrv tor sertlement  to o those
Commonwealth immigrants who had been
wssued with vouchers, The vouchers were
chietly avallable to those who had jobs to

come 10 {A vouchers) and those with skills
or qualilications likely to be usetul in this
country (B vouchers) A third category, C
vouchers, for unskilled workers, gradually
disappearcd. Dependants of those admitted
were st unrestricled,

In August 1965, the Labour government
made turther restrictions on black immegra-
tion by reducing the nimber of vouchers in
the A and B categories to be a ceiling of
8,500 a vear. and abolishing the C category.

In 1967, the issue of the Kenyan Asians
provided the chance racist and opportumnist
politicians like Powell had been waiting for.

New Commonwealth

Az part ob the independence deal for
Kentvia, Tory politican Sandvs (later one of
the most vocal of the “keep them out’ bri-
gade}y had agreed that the populauon of
Kenva would have two years to choose to
take out Kenyan citizenship or Brinsh, OQut
ot about 200,000 Asians. only about 1OG, D0
chose to do so, and when increasing Africa-
nisation caused many Asians (o want (o
leave Kenva, not alt of them wished to come
to Britam. But the true tacts in no way pre-
venited the then [abour covernment from
responding Lo the hysternia by pushing
through the 1968 Iimmigration Act in eight
days tlat. |

This tried to exclude black peonle while
keeping open a side door tor white immi-
prants by inventing the nonsense of a ‘New
Commomwealth”  {(India, Pakistan, East
Atricit. Woest [ndies)y as opposed ro the old
Commaonwealth (Canada, Australia ¢te),

Far trom ‘improving race retations’ this

act only made things worse. In what Paul
Footr called the game of ‘Immigration
Poker'. the stakes went on rising. Powell
made his most openly racist speech to date,
spoke of the destruction of the British
nation by a ‘black disease’.

The response to the speech was horrity-
ing, not least to hberals who believed that
controls would dampen down racism.
Worse, smithfield meat porters and dockers
from London marched to Westminster in
his support,

Savage controls

With the 1965 and 1968 acts, mass prim-
ary black immigration came to an end. The
overwhelming majority of black people
entering Britain since then have been
dependants of those already here. The num-
bers were tiny, but the smalter they were, the
more savage the controls. And the more
powcrtul was the braying of right-wing pol-
iticans, clamouring for more blood. The
result was 4 steady mncrease m racialism,
culminating in the most racist Act yet, the
1971 [mmigration Act. This allowed the
governmenl o [1x quotas as it chose for any
nationality.

[t also denied the previous night of black
Commonwealth members o citizenship
aller live years’ residence. This created the
siluztion where any black person on the
street might be a post-1971 Actentrant, The
police, empowered by the Act to stop and
search people or to break into private pro-
perty without a warrant it they suspected the
presence of illegal immugrants, naturally vie-
wed the acl as carte-blanche to harass black
people. _

‘This they have donc: the latest instance
being the ‘fishing expediions’ early this
YEAT.

Immigration officers

The Tory election victory gdave a new
boost to the immigravuon officers. Deporta-
tions and detentions at Heathrow increased
as racism became respectable. In 1979, there
were 1300 deportation orders. In the first
half of kast vear there were 900-—an increasc
of 5% In January 1978 port refusals were
runnmg at 1000 a month. This tigure 1s now
running at 1684 a month. '

The chief effect of the 1971 Act was to
create a position where whites from the
Commonwealth would find i1t easier 1o enter
the UK than blacks, by scparating 'patnials’
{whites) from non-patrials {blacks). Tt 15 on
that act's categories that the new National-
ity Act 1s to be based.

Finallv, now all the loopholes have been
plugged. only one area remains. repatria-
tion,

For i there is one thing which clearly
emerges fram the whale disgusting story of
immigration laws, it is that opposition to
racistn must be based on rejection of afi
immigration controls. Concessions to con-
trol arc concessiens to the jidea that immi-
grants are a ‘problem’, that they are to
tlame tfor bad housing, reduced social servi-
ces, unemployment, and not the capitalist
System
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POLAND

THE TRUCE THAT COULDN'T LAST

The last weeks of Fehrpary saw an attempt at a ‘social truee’ in Polamd. The nincty day iruce
had been called for the by the prime minister and informally accepted by the national
lcadership of Solidaricy. But it was broken on 10 March as hall a million workers in the
country’s second city, Lodz, began protests against resistance to unionisation in intcrior
ministry hospitals with a one-hour strike. Strikes are also threatened in Radom, centre of
rioting against the regime in 1976, Frantic attempts are heing made by part of the Solidarity
leadership to head off the new npsurge of struggle. But it does not seem that they can he

successful for long.

The ninety day ‘truce’ has not been the
tirst attempt to bring the strikes and protests
to an end.

The regime and the Catholic hierarchy
hoped that the Gdansk apgreement of 31
August last year would do that. But hardiy
had Gdansk returned to work than the Sile-
stan mirers—untid then viewed by both the
regime and most dissidents as ‘labour aristo-
crats’ who would back the system—struck
to demand the apphication ol the Gdansk
points to themselves, The storm then raged
right through to the end ot November, as
group after group of workers aligned them-
selves with Solidarity, leaving the old state-
run union as an emply shell and forcing the
govermment to retreal 01 HS attempts 1o
curtail Schidarity's power. The second
alternpl at a truce carne 1n December. Pres-
sure was applied from three different direc-
tions to get Sohdarny’s Icadership 1o
restrait turther extenswn of the strke
movement. The Russians did their bit by
making explicit threats: a Warsaw Pact sum-
mit mecting on 4 December insisted that ‘the
primacy ol the Party’ be respected
Poland. .

The Catholic bishops did their bit as well,
warning of the dangers that further agits-
tion might hold for the ‘securtty ol the
nation’,

“The Roman Catholic church in Poland
vesterday threw its weight behind the
authonties and condemned provocative
actions by dissidents ... church spokes-
man Father Orszulik told a news confe-
rence that the bishops had specitically
amed their remarks at the selt detence
committee, KOR' {(Guardian, 13
December).

Finally, the regime did its bit by claiming
to share many common aims with Solidar-
ity. The apparenl unily of purpose found
expression in mid-December when, in front

of a crowd of halll a mutlion, the head of
state, Jablonski, and the archbishop of
Cracow Joined with the hest known leader of
Salidarity, Lech Walesa, to unveil a Gdansk
monument 1o workers shot down by the
forces of the state exactly ten yveuars before.
Cinby o few 'extrenusts’ disturbed the tran-
gquility by heckling the head of the Gdansk
distnict of the Party when he praised the
Russians.

But that truce barely survived Christmas,
[t wias no mare than 4 Lull in the contlict,
during which the avthorties prepared them-
selves tor a new onslaught on the gaing
Sohdarity had made, while in towns and
villages Lthroughout ihe country those they
ruled polished up the hists of prievances to
which (hey expected an urgent response.

The hreaking points

When the storm resumed 10 January, tour
Issles were orucial;

(1} The guestion ok what was to happen to
the dttempt by nulitant peasants 1o form a
national organisaton, Rural Solidarity, Iin-
ked with the workers” unton.

For the regime it has been imporiant to
prevent such an organwsation taking rools
and receiving legalisation. Not so much
because 1t would lead to the peasants being
uble to gain certain ol thor cconaenmic
demands, but because it would mean rhe
peasants identifying organisationally wath
the worker opposition to the regime. The
regime hopes to kheep the peasantry as o
conservative [orce. rosisiing any muissive
social change and capable of being whipped
up by some of the more demagome—tor
instanee General Mocrar—ante-senntic ¢le-
ments in the Party in opposition Lo the wor-
kers and dissidents ol the cities tas happened
Te3 4k coertain extent i 1957 and 19653

The peasants have plenty ob reason 1o
hate the reginme. The same acaemalation ot
leavy ndustry al the expense of hiving

—_
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One reason why the Russians have been worried about the cost of moving into Poland. The dotted line shows a planned new $11 bn pipeline
tocarry gas from Kara Sea in the arctic depths of the USSR to Western Europe, it would he the biggest investment ever carried outin
Russia, and could only be financed by loans from Western banks to be repaid through the supplles of gas. The Americans and some
West European commeniators (lor instance, the Economist magazine) are unhappy with the project—they clalm it would make

West Germany too dependent on the Russians and thus an unreliable ally for the US, But the scheme |8 cructal to the whole of the Russian
five year plan. If Russian tanks roll across the Polish border and are met with mass resistance, the international climate will be such that the

plpeline will never be built.

stantdards which has hit urban workers has
hit them: the prices the state pays them are
mimmal; they have repeatedly been put
under pressure 1o abandon their holdings
for state farms and ‘collectives’ where they
can be super-exploited; they do not have the
penston rights enjoyed in the cities, and
housing, educational and health care facih-
ties in the countryside can be abysmal.

The peasants are easily divided against
each other. They compete among themsel-
ves in selling thetr produce; cach hopes to
expand his holding at the expense of hs
neighbour; 1t s the individual who has to
find the means to merease his yield and
improve his land. Under such circumstances
the state can always buy tor itself allies and
influence 1n the countryside—providing
that its Party is the only nationally orga-
nised force in the villages (apart froh the
church with which it now has a hive-and-let-
live arrangement).

And so at every great crisis in Polish soci-
ety in the last 35 yvears the regime has been
prepared to make maierial concessions to
the peasuntry. But it has done its utmost o
prevent the consclidation of any national
focus for peasant aspirations independent of
itselt, It 15 almost as if the only tenet of
Marxism that the regime remembers 15 that
ihe peasantry can only be organised by some
urban-based class—and 15 determined
above al! to prevent that class being the
working class.

(2) The question of implementing the eco-
nomic points in the Gdansk agreement—
especially that of the five day week.

The economic cnsis has now reached
catastrophic proportions. Western bankers
say that the regime is now able to sansfy its
foreign currency needs on a day-to-day
basis: 1t 1s having ta borrow just to make the
minimal debt repayments needed 1o aveld
formal bankropicy. The bankers, meeting in
Paris over the last week, havesuggested that
only & cut of hving standards by 30 per cent
could restore the economvy—and that might
take five vears. Faced with such pressures,
the regime sought in Januvary to maintain
the level of exploitation of workers by resist-
ing implementation of the five day week
agreed in Gdansk.

(3) The third issue creating ncw antagon-
Ism was that of the regime’s attitude 10 any
torm of political oppositton—it recognised
that it had no choice but to accept, tor the
time being, the existence of independent
unions, but did everything possibie to keep
that a5 a non-political trade umonism which
could not discuss the broader questions of
vocial organisation. Tt was encouraged in
these hopes by the way in which some ol the
tocal Solidarity organisitions were hostile
to the influence of the political groups like
KOR—a hostility encouraged, as we have
secn, by the church.

For a time, it seemed that the regime’s
tactics might work. It arrested a few mem-
bers of the nationalist opposition group, the
Confederation tor Polish Independence, in
December without provoking more than
token protests from Solidarity: it continued

to censor Solidarity's statements to the
press; it arranged for a top Soviet press offi-

cial to lay down the line to meetings of staff
of the Party paper Trybuna Ludu and the
best selling Warsaw paper, Zycie Warszaw )y,
it banned the showing of a tilm, Workers 80;
it kept putting off the granting to Solidarity
of Facilities to produce its own weekly paper.

But the ties linking the pohitical dissidents
with the workers' union were toa strong to
be broken just like that. Protests by the War-
saw area of Solidarity forced the bishops to
retract therr criticism of KOR, and com-
plaints against the censorship and the delay
with the union paper grew stronger.

(4)The tinal, and perhaps most explosive
Issue was that of local ‘corruption’. It raised
thg guestion of the whole complex of petty
privileges that bind to the regime the mass of
[unctionaries, police officers, managers,
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foremen and purty officials who implement
the decisions of the top burciuerats, Estima-
tes by Polish dissidents suggest there are
between 3000040 and SOO0LHH) of these (the
figures are from an attempt @t more-or-less
Marxist analyses of the regme by Mareh
Tarniewski, translated in Suwover, Winter
19850).

These privileges exist everywhore—and
evervwhere they are resented. As oneantor-
mant told an iguiry into the condition of
Polish socety two years agor

“The problem s one ol injustice and
imeguality. This s how evervone leels
nowadavs. There are hospitals without
bundages and in which members of our
farmiltes are dving i the hail wavs, Bul
Lhen there are solation wards witlh inten-
sive care facilities it every voomm. We pay
tines for crossing the solid white lime, but
there ire people who get away with kil-
hing someone while driving under the
influcnce. There are better stores and
better vacution houses: there are enor-
mows lenced-m houses Ut ave of lemiats
Lo ordinary people, People can <ee all
this. and know what it s about. Evervone
can plainly sce that high ranking ¢ivil
servants and ofticnls ride around in lux-
Ury cars’ (Kepari on the state of the repuh-
fre, trunslated m Strevev, Winter 19961))

The enguiry itselt points out Lthe growing
medquality in Poland:

“The last ten vears has turned out 1o be i
period of growing social stratificatton |
Incomes grew bustestin the upper meome
strata ol cur society. which led e the
emergence of o wape gap ratio of 1:20.°

Workers in Brelsko Brada buailt up a dos-
sicr of complamts about such privileges.
They showed that *Party oificials misappro-
prigted tunds to bwld luxury villas, hotels
and weckend reteeats, allocaled free flats (o
friends  and  relatrves’. Sieniticantly, kew
demands ol the workers of Jelema Gora
were the turning over to the whole commun-
iy el a hospital built Yor the private use of
police otticers and the rerurn of 8O0 acres
of land expropriated by the state for use as o
hunting ground lor ofhicials,

Such demands for the socialisation of
‘nationalised’ property undercut all the calls
tor *national unity and sacrilice’ in the Tace
of the cconomic crisis. and by doing so gy
the basis tor deepening the political and ceo-
NOMIc protest movements in the direction ol
social revolutton, And they are demands
that make sense m every fuctory and oftice,
every town and village, One "moderate’ lea-
der of Solidarity indicated the explosiveness
ot the 1ssue when criticising the struggles m
Jelenia Grara and Bielsko Biala: "We want to
stop these anti-corruption strikes. Other-
wise the whole country would have to go on
strike.”

The truce began ro break down 1o the last
days ol December. Peasant achivists and
their worker supporters in the South ol the
country were nol prepared to remain passive

after the supreme court had deterred mak-
ing a judgement on rural Solidarity’s appeal
for legalisation. In Rzeszow (close to the
Russian border) they occupied the building
of the old state union, and at Ustrzyski
Dolne the town hall, providing focuses for
the national movement,

Then mn the tirst week in January, Sohidar-
ity called upon its ten million or so adhe-
rents to impose unilaterally the five day
week, That Saturday. 10 January, workers
stayed oft work al thousands of enterprises
throughout the country,

The January struggles

tThe regime decided the ime had come for
a show of strength against the union. It
retused to make serious concessions, gave
the go-ahead to local managements to cut
the pay ol those who had staved at home,
and then, on the 12th and 13th did some-
thing it had not dared to do stnce before the
sumnier—il sent the hated mihita {police) to
attack the occupations in the Scuth.

While Kania, the Party leader. denounced
Solidanty as ‘being led by outsiders with
ante-soctalist, counter-revolutionary views,’
police 1 gas masks evicted occupiers at
Ustnikie Dolne, and the transport authornty
N Warsaw announced 1t was docking the
wazes of its workiorce,

The regime had caleulated that Sohidanty
wias weak outside the major industrial cen-
tres and that even in Warsaw the pressure of
the church would prevent it taking scrious
counter-action, But Kama had misesti-
mated the mood. At Rzeszow the union pre-
pared a two hour general sirike throughout
the region, Workers at Poland’s biggest air-
craft plant at Miglec announced they were
going on indelinite strike. At the garmison
town for Soviet troops, Legnica, 270 enter-
prises empioving | 30,000 workers struck for
tour hours, and i Warsaw all public trans-
port ground to a halt,

Kania told party officials on 13 January,

‘There 1s no room for two power cenlres
i this country. Double power has never
beentand could never be a system of orga-
misation in public life. History knows of
no such thing |

But he was impolent (o prevent the wor-
kers of the country identufving with another
pOWeEr 1n opposition to his own. Over the
next lortnight the tempo of struggle grew to

a higher level than it had been since the
Crdansk and Silesia strikes the previous
surnmer. On 21 January for instance, there
were  strikes  in ten major  industrial
centres—including  Gdansk  Bydgvoszcz,
Czestochowa, Kuino, Poznan, Legnica,
Kicla, [n Jelenia Gora the union announced
an indefinite sirtke unless the government
sent a commission to settle the complaints
over corruption. The umon leaders at the
huge Lirsus tractor plant outside Warsaw
announced they were *‘determined to strike’.
The nest day there was another transport
strike  in the capital, backed by 40
COTETPriSes.

The national coordinating committee of

Lech Walesa
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Solidarity was ‘strongly critical of the

| government’s failure to honour commit-

‘ments made last year.” Al stake, it pointed
out, was not just the question of Saturday
working, but all the other untulfilled
demands: Lech Walesa histed, ‘the drawing
up of new union legislation, relaxation of
censorship and the release of political
prisoners.’

in the week which followed the struggle

spread still further. In the South all-out
general strikes against corruption begann
Bielsko Biela (by the Crechoslovak border)
and Jelenia Gora {in the corner of the coun-
try next to East Germany and Czechoslova-
kia), where the Polski Fiat car plant s
located. In both cases hundreds of tactories
and about a quarter of a million workers
were involved.

intransigence then retreat

Meanwhile, in Lodz thousands ol stu-
dents had occupied their colleges in protest
at the official indoctrination in their courses
and tor recognition of the independent stu-
dents” union (although the old official union
went along with the occupauon). And the
Polish film industry, centred in that city, was
closed down by a strike against the refusal to
distribute MWorkers &ft—apparently 1here
were interruptions too of film showings
throughout the country (M Manifesto, 28
January). In Warsaw thousands of prison-
ers staged protests demanding food rations
as large ‘as those provided Lo police dogs'.

The regime responded by taking an cven
more intransigent stance. At Jelenma Gora
the ecneral strike had been suspended tor
negotiations to take place—but the local
union had to threaten to resume it as the
authorities refused 10 give ground on key
-questions. And in Bielsko Biala the offer ot
the governor to resign so as to. bring the
strike 1o an end was overruled by the autho-
ritigs 10 Warsaw. The government announ-
ced that new regulations would cut workers’
pay by 50 per cent for days when they were
involved in strikes. Rumours were spread
suggesting that Solidanty leaders had been
misusing funds. And a prelimtinary judicial
inguiry into KOR—which reported thal it
was pursuing.illcgal ‘anti-stale activilies'—
was given enormous publicity by the press
and on TV, It became clear that the supreme
court ruling the next week would deny fega-
lisation 1o Ruoral Solidary.

The moad ot the regime was such that

direct measures to suppress Selidarity in the
Southern border areas seemed likely, Natio-
nal Solidarity issued a call it had not made at
previous moments of tension—such as when
a lower court demied 1t legalisatton or when
the gavernment would not budge on the five

day week. Tt declared there would be an

all-out national gencral strike of unlimited
duration il police were sent against the Sou-
thern strikers or if the arcas were sealed off
from the rest of the country.

The confrontation did not come. The
regime had gone to the brink—but it did not
yct dare go over it

Al the Party's Central Committes mect-
meg in the second week of February, the

prime minister Pinkowskl was replaced by
General Jaruzelski. He was the hirst military
figure ever to take the top stule position
anywhere in Eastern Europe—and it soon
became ¢lear he was appointed 50 4s 1o give
in tix the immediate demands of the workers
while using his military connections to keep
the police and army ntact tor possible
future use.

Within davs the demand of Bielsko Biala
and Jelenia Gora had been granted, a com-
promise had been reached over the issue of
Saturday working, and the peasants had
been promiscd material conditions and the
right to form ltocal associations. although
still denied a national organisation.

The independent student union was lega-
lised and the attacks on KOR were toned
down—tor the time being at least.

Having ended the strikes and occupations
by retreating betore the storm, the new
prime minister then issued a call fora Y0 day
moratorinm on such struggles. Although
this does not scem to have been tormaily
endorsed by Solidanty, 1n practice it was
accepted. By the time the Russian congress
on the one hand and the Western banks on
the other met at the end of February, the
strike wave was Over.

Yet the lull is ikely 1o be only temporary.
The scale of the economic crisis is such that
the pressure on the regime I8 Immense—
from West and East—to go back on its con-
cessions  to the workers the moment
Solidarity drops its guard. The ditferentele-
ments of the regime will sult quite eynically
switch lfom a hard position (o a sott one or
vice-versa according o the way 1t will help
their personal careers, and not on the basis
of any rational vicw of what will resolve the
social crisis. Meanwhile the workers will be
arguing and discussing with cach other the
lessons of the January struggles, will be
watching caretully to sce what happens
about their grievances. and will feel confi-
dent to take action again as they find thesc
arg not satistied.

Alrcady the components ol new struggles
can begin to be scen. as. lor example, the
official press criticises the contents ol the
uttion's weekly paper and the regime propo-
ses a unien law that would ban any strikes
considered o ¢reate Temcorgency
conditions’,

Inside Solidarity

Part of Kania's stralegy has been to work
with the church 1w create a stratum ot
‘moderate” union otficials within Solrdanty
who will hold the workers back and dissi-
pate the momentum ot the movement,
There is no doubt, for mstance., that when
Walesa went to Rome he was advised by the
Pope to bring the strikes to an end. This was
precisely as the agitation over Rural Solidar-
ity and the shorter working week  was
gathering strength, And the first thing
Walesa did on his return (o Warsaw was to
go into secret negatiations wirth the then
prime minister, Pinkowski. Throughout
January, the Western press continually por-
traved Walesa as the ‘moderate’, holding
back the more militant people om Soldart-
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1¥'s national coordinating committee,

But this was not sufficient to prevent the
movement going torward. The union leader-
ship in Poland is still a long way from being
a homogencous privileged burcaucracy
sharing & common interest different from
that of the mass of workers.

Within Solidarity some commentators
have seen three currents as existing: one
close to the bishops and disposed to coliabo-
rate with the “open’ sections of the regime;
ane close to KOR with 4 secular and more
overly political stance; a third intermediate
between the two, influenced by the indepen-
dent Catholic intellectuals,

At the time of Walesa's return from
Rome. the Italian left daily Manifesto said:

“Yesterday the tensions cxpioded within
solidarity, with a public attack on Walesa
and other leaders by Solidarity spokesman
Kurol Maodzelewski .. who is noted for his
secular onentation. He criticised Walesa for
deciding on the visit 1o Rome despite the
oppusition of many leaders’. Modzelewski
wenl on to crinicise Walesa's meeting with
the prime minister on his return. *which was
made by Walesa alone, without consulting
other leaders .7 (24 January)

The division could not have been a simple
one over the issue of more or less militancy.
F'or the KOR group itselt has argued for
controlling the extent and tempo of the mass
movement, 5o as to prevent clashes with the
police which might lead to allout confronta-
tien and possible Russtan intervention. The
best known KOR leader Jacek Kuron, long
ago abandoned his earlier revolutionary
views, and has argued lor a movement from
outstde the party to do no more than push
through reforms, which, he claims, could
lead to a democratised Poland being able (o

Rural Solidarity: the organisatlon the Government fears could give an

.::-k.-'-%?ﬁ'*:'E

coexist peacelully with Russia in the way
that Iinland does.

Where this differs from the position plug-
ged by the church is that it does mean keep-
ing the pressure up tor reforms, and not
putting one’s faith in the regime. As Kuron
expressed his perspective in an “open letter’
to shipvard workers in the autumn:

‘We have to organise ourselves demo-
cratically and take the affairs of the
country into our own hands. Yet full
independence is impossible: we have to
take into consideration the external for-
ces guarding the leading role of the party
in the state. We consciously give up a
part of our independence and concen-
trate on the trade unions which will truly
defend workers”™ rights, on sell govern-
rment in ndustry, on farmers’ organisa-
tions, and on a genuine cooperative
movement, and independent student
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movemeant and
research, culture and education
(translated 10 Labour Focus on Eastern
furope Spring/Autumn 980},

But the arguments msiae Solidarity
cannot be reduced to debates between ‘cur-
rents’ at the top. For what the January
events showed was (hat the structure of
Solidarity 15 bound to refiect the involve-
ment of ever deeper social lavers inagitation
and action.

The Guardian could report on 21 January:

‘Mr Pinkowski (the then prime minis-
ter) 15 known to have serious doubts
about Solidarity’s structure under which
reglonal commissions are given
autonomy to pursue their objectives |

The orgamsation is built like a federation
of geograplucal units, with the local bran-

-y

Russian troops In Poland: more than just window shopping
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ches able to act independently of the natio-
nal centre. At an early stage people like
KOR member Modzelewski objected to this,
thinking it would be casy for the authoritics
to intimidate and isolate the more remote
provincial branches. In fact, the experience
has been the opposite—it has been the bran-
ches in the smaller industrial centres, where
the whole community knows the extent of
local carruption/which have made much of
the running recently,

An Italian trade unionist who visited
Polind was told how

‘The administration of funds is only
minimally at the provincaal level. The
funds remamn in the hands of the enter-
prisc commitices who only send a min-
imal per capita amount 1o the centre. In
other cases the wages of the union cen-
tre’s employees and ofhicials are the res-
ponsibility of the factory organisations,
which give them a wape cqual to that in
the place of work .7 (I Manifesro, 1
February 1951}

What Next?
Poland displays all the symptoms of a soci-
ety 1n 4 pre-revoluttonary situation. The old
ruling class 13 more and more Tosing faith in
1its ability to pull society out ol chaos, The
mass of peasants and workers are only too
willing to follow the lead of the working
class apposition 1o the regime. The workers
have created orgamsations that can unie
virtually the whole of society behind them,

The *dual power® of which Kama has
complained is real cnough. Yet it 15 impos-
stble to be confident about the tuture,

Partly this is because of the Russians, Mil-
itary imtervention is a real possibility.

Yet this does not mean that one has to
view H as an external limie on what can be
done in Poland, aboutl which nothing can be
done. Brezhnev has been fnightened to move
into Poland.

Last summer the Russians called up all
rliary reservists under the age of 35 in the
Trans-Carpathian region close wo the Polish
border. According to reports reaching the
Finanieial Times {13 February)

“The call up ot reservists proceeded
amidst scenes of near chaos, Residents in
the area were dragooned in the streel.
cars were commandecred on the road,
and reservists deserted assembly paints
en masse .. Mobilisation took (wo weeks
(o complere because ol repeated deser-
tions on such a scale that it was impos-
sihle to pumsh indwiduals ..

"The desertions ol reservists were said
to retlect the low morale of peaple in the
area, who are well informed about events
in Paland”,

That does not mean the Russian army
would  crack  the moment it entered
Poland. It does indicate that prolonged
resistance in Peland could have an even gre-
ater chteet m tearing Russian society apart
than the Vietnam war had on America in rhe

late 1960, Brezhney knows this, and will do
all he can to avord that danger.

But therc s an internal”™ ot to develop-
ments side Poland, There does not yel
eXIstany Seriols revoldtionary current pre-
pared (o fead the workers” movement from
bemp an attempt to check the burcaucracy
(o makiong a bad o replace it—to thorough-
goang social revelation. In rhe tast days of
January it does seem that the workers” feel-
ing Jid approach breaking point, but they
were perstaded (o be ‘pauent tor a hittle
longer by those who advise Salidarity, from
the Cathaolie choreh to KOR.

The' trouble s that noa snuaton .ot
extreme social onsis, ke thar of Poland
today. the mass of people will mot wait inde-
Mnitety, They will eventualiy lose faith in
their own ability to achieve tlungs through
struggle. The regime 18 oping to break the
links which have bound peasants and stu-
dents to workers: iFitcan do that, it then will
hope to break the links between the more
solated “workers o the smaller tactories
wilh those 11 the big industrial centres like
Crdansk and Woarsaw, Te wildl attempt 1o use
ceonomig retorm—perhaps with the stck of
unemplovment—to turn one big Factory
against another. It will not be easy lor it 1o
dor this. But it cannot be ruled out it advance
as an impossible gim,

The wvery scale of the orsis demands
urgent soluttons. And b a4 revolutonary
trend does not develop m the workers’
movement oftering these, then the regime,
with s press monopoly, its wedpons of bri-
bery and intimidation, 1ts albiance with the
church, its natonalist, anti-semitic demago-
gues, muay be able Lo convinee people that 1I5
solutions will wark.

Chris Harman.
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Afghanistan impasse

It has taken the junket by three Labour MPs to remind us that real people are still fighting
and dving in Afghanistan, One year aflter the invasion, it is time we Inoked at the conse-
quences of the Russian intervention and the tragic impasse which now prips Afghanistan.

[Immediately after the invasion the Rus-
stans installed Babrak Karmal as President,
He was no puppet: he had long been the
leader of the more moderate wing ot Afghan

~Communism, the ‘Banner’ group. He pur-

sued a strategy of trying to appease the reb-
els: he apened the prisons, he appeared on
the television with mullahs, he began altl his
speeches with the name of god, he promised
a gentle halt to the retforms,

All this gained him very little. The rural
resistance grew to include almost every
body. The mullahs had been saving that the
civil war was a war against infidels and
foreigners: the invasion proved them right,
The difterent etbnic groups and tribes in
their own mountatn vallevs fought against
the Russians. Not, it would appear, in large
set piece bartles, but wn small attacks on a
patrol here, a tunk there.

Moreover, the urban resistance was on a
much larger scale than before. [t started in
the spring of 1980 in Herat. There they fol-
lowed the example of the Iranians, just over
the border when fighting the Shah. The baz-
aar shops closed down on strike. At night
the people went up on the roofs of the city
and shouted *‘God 1s great’. The Russians
could not gun them down lor piety, and the
poinl was muade,

Fighting their base

The lorries and buses spread the news
trom Herat to Kandaharin the south, which
saw similar demonstrations. And then the
news came to Kabul, But Kabu! was a diffe-
rent sort of city, with a tradition of muss
demonstrations, There the bazaar struck,
and the students and the civil servants and
some of the workers tollowed them. The
students demonstrated on the streets 1n
broad dayhght, Somebody shot them down,
Rumour variously names the Russians, the
Commumist militia, the police. Nobody 15
rustung forward to claim the credic. [t
doesn’t matter much. What does matter is
that the Communists were now fighting
their own base. For the student movement

had provided the cadres who fought the feu-
dal government and Mushim reaction on the
streets. The ¢ivil servants had provided the
cadre for the Communist leadership.

The urban demonstrations cventually
subsided. But the Communist’s base in the
army continued to erode. Some units rebel-
tod ds a whole, But morte commonly soidiers
deserted as individuals and ran tor Pakistan.
And voung men became refugees (0o to
avoid the draft. By this winter the govern-
ment had to extend the period of conscrip-
tion and face draft riots as a result.

Army of occupation

The government has had to run to Rus-
sian troops to do most of the tighting. This
cannot bul mean that the Russians are seen
as ever more of an army of occupation. And
the Russians face the usual problems of a
guerilla war. So far they have reacted in
classic imperialist fashion. They bomb and
burn out villages in retaliation for attacks.
And along the Pakistani border and insome
inland arcas they have driven the population
out to create tree tire zones, There are con-
stantt rumours of mass datrocities. T don™
believe them (partly because | would rather
not). But there s a logic to guerilla war
which will eventually drive the Russians to
such atrocities,

The Communists themselves are in disar-
ray. Babrak Karmal's moderation has not
worked, The more miulitant, and larger, fac-
Lon s Lhe People group. They claim to have
opposed the Russian invasion and regard
Karmal as a puppct. But although there are
constant rumaours of them going over to the
rebels they would not last long without Rus-
stan support, Sull, tension s rising between
them and the Banner groun.

The rebels are also in disarray. In the
countryside the resistance is chaotic and
localised. People fight tor tribe or valley or
language group. They do not fight as natio-
nahists or even united Muslims. And the “lea-
dership” 1n Pakistan 15 split inte many

squabbling factions, Some are feudal lords
with bandolicrs, some sincere reactionary
clerics, some modern Mushim bigots with
clean white robes, All of them are different
from the Afghan peasant, fierce but sloppy
in both religion and clothing. The peasants
doing the fighting repard these leaders with
contempt, and in fact they are little more
than groups of men organized 1o receive
foreign aid. That i1s why they cannot unite:
they do not reallv have anything to unite.

Helicopters

At the same time the resstance is stymied
in military terms. The Afghans have never
fought a modern war against helicopters
and tanks, and their heroic wraditions have
proved of littic use. What they need now,
thcy say to anybody who 1s listening, 1s sur-
face to air misstles and anti-tank bazookas.
These they are not getting, and without
them they feel helpless, .

The Americans are not supplying such
arms because they now have the Russians
just where they want them. The UN disap-
proves, the Mushim world 15 appalled, and
Afghamstan s a constant military and eco-
nomic drain for the Russians. But were the
Afghan resistance to win, the Americans
would find themselves the sponsors of a
government which would make the Ayatel-
lah lpok hike Mary Poppins. And one which
would rapidly fragment under the centritu-
gal pressure of tribal and ethnic rivalry.

The [ranmans have bowed to Islamic pilety
by denouncing the invasion. But they must
stay friends with the Russians as long as they
are enemies of Lthe Americans. And along
the border with Afghanistan sit the Turko-
man and Baluch peoples who would like
nothing better than to secede trom Eran. 5o
the Iranians do not smuggte arms across
that border, They do not set up refugee
camps near the border, provide offices tor
the resistance, or organize the million or so
Atghan workers in Iran,

The Pakistanis do provide refugee camps
and a nod and a wink to the resistance. They
have little choice, since they do not control
their own border tribes, But they cannot
atford and do not dare 1o provide arms for
the rebels.

The impasse

S50 the Communists cannot win the politi-
ca: battle and the rebels cannot win the mil-
itary battle. The conseguences are tragic.

Over a mulhion refugees now sit in UN
camps tn Pakistan. They swelter in white
tents, telling heroic stories and competing
with the local poor for what tew jobs there
are. Another million have flooded into
Kabul to escape the bombs.,

They can largely still afford bread, but
heating must be a problem 11 the mountain
winter. And in the countryside there is the
spectre of famine, tor it 1s hard to raise your
crops in the nuddle of a war.,

This impasse could conunue for years.
Many things the Russian invasion may have
been. it has not turned out to be a blow for
soclalism.

Jonathan Neale
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Fading Star

Pete Goodwin looks at the crisis in the CP’s daily paper

‘The Maormme Star i Facing the most
seriols financial crisis m s hastory, Ad
stuke v the very survival ot the paper,
Only an increasen arcilation of several
thousand copies dindy can now save e
Nrar.

These woere the words of Mornfner Srar
editor, Tony Chater, to the Communist
Party Exccutive Commitlee neeting in the
second weekend of January,

Chater 15 not blutting. The tigures he
quotes prove It

The cureulation of the paper has been
steadily declinimg Lor many vears, The dece-
line has largely beenin domestce sales. { Ano-
ther 14,000 without which the paper would
have folded long ago, are sold abroad, al-

most entirely in Eastern Turope). These
domestic sales are now down to 19,000, 3
further 1,232 daily readers having been lost
between Jinuary 5 1980 and January 5 1981,
According to Chater,

“The stage was reached 10 the muddle ot
[9%0 when the slender reserves ol the
paper bepan to be croded. That is what 1s
qualttatively new in the situation today.”

There is no reasan to doubt him, Indeed,
given that the paper has to support @ Jour-
nalistic, printing and administrateve statf
totalling some 200, it is perhaps surprising
that the decline m ocircubation has not pro-
duced the crisis long betore,

The announcement ol the paper's despe-
Fate situation prompted specalation g sonwe
af the non-CP press. Woting in fribune on
23 January., Joan Stile claimed thal the CP
exccutive committee had discussed seriously

the pussibilives that either the Maraiy Star
should go weekly or that the party itselt

should wind up 5o 4s to mamitain the paper as a
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sh to ruin,

daily.

In Thme Oura week later a letter from two
[abhour Party members who are Movaing
Star journalists argued that the paper’s real
probteny was content. They observed that
“over the vedars many (Communist) journal-
i5ts have left the Morning Star atter finding
that the party would rather sacritice thew
skill, initiative and imagination than haveits
views challenged’, and argued that the only
wiay Lo save the Srer was to open it up away
from Communist Party dominance,

Al of this produced an angry response
from the Communist party leadership and
the People’s Press Publishing Society, the
[ormally non-party cooperative which owns
the AMorning Star. They denled vigorously
that they had given any consideration to turn-
ing the paper into a weekly or 1o dissolving the
parey so as to tarn the Srarintoa Broad eft
papet.

Some Sociafist Review recaders might be
iempted to regard these demals with scepti-
cism and suspect that there 15 some skull-
dugpery aloot. They would however be
wrong. The CP leadership are being more or
less honest when they deny that the party
has discussed these alternatives, Bat, that
still leaves one group of peopte who the CP
leadership are hidding—themselves.

The Commumst Party basically has two
possible rationales for existence. Fither as a
pro-Soviel secl or as a disciplined indus-
trially ortented spine to the Labour [.eft,
The lirst option would be 1n no position to
support a4 dailly paper and would be an
admission of retreat mto the irrelevant mar-
gins of palitical exetica. The second option
has always imphed a political contradiction,
The sprne, afier all, should .be inside the
body, vet tor historical reasons the CP s
debarred frond atfillating 1o the Labour

Party and. as Jon Bloomficld recogmsed ina
recent Marxism Teday article, 1s going to
continue being debarred for the foresesable
future.

Traditionally the party has managed Lo
escape from this contradiction by its indus-
trial orientation and s pretence to a pohi-
cal clarity which the Labour lett’s lacked.
Today both of those assets look distinctly
tarmished. The CP's industrial muscle has
withered badly, most notably in the AUEW.
There now exist a number of broad lefts in
which the CP has a negligible or minerty
influence, There are a large number of union
activists linked in loose networks who teel
that they already have precisety whatthe CP
has traditionally offered.

On the political front the CP’s position s
even worse. The CP has a spectrum of politi-
cal positions now just as wide as that ol the
l.abour left and if anvthing its political cen-
tre of gravity isto the right ofthat of the new
Labour left.

But an organisation's lovaltiess—and
especially 1ts tull time apparatus—can take
an mterminable time in dying. And in the
meantime, political logie 1s ignored.

This explains some of the more curlous
lacts about the Morning Srar crisis.

The tirst 18 the gquestion of the content of
the paper.

At the 1977 party congress, the Furocom-
munists” high-tide, the plattorm was unex-
pecledly defeated by a reselution calling for
a commission 1o be set up to look into how
to improve the Morning Star'y conlent and
format. But the commission when reporting
recommended no change of any signifi
cance, save one—an eight page (the Syar 1s
normally six pages) Saturday editon with
the aim of winning new weekend readers,
The special Saturday edition was launched
at the beginning of 1979 with the target of
winning an extra 10,000 weekend readers.
Apart from increased length it did not look
any different and by the summer the extra
weekend sales were only 80D and the experi-
ment was wound up with, judging by the
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letters page of Comment (the CP fort-
nightly}, considerable bitterness.

Since then, so far as the CP leadership s
concerned, the content of the paper has
remained quite irrclevant to the circulation
decline. ‘The paper we are producing is the
paper we want to produce,” was what fime
QOur reported the paper’s deputy editor,
Chris Myant, as saymng.

To most people on the left who have ever
studied a copy of the Srar this must seem
amazing. For, to be frank, 1115 a stunningly
horing paper.

[t attempts to extricate iisell from the
squabbles of its friends 1n the trade umion
bureaucracy by a studied “objectivity” that
ends up telling you nothing (see the coverage
of the Isle of Gramn dispute for instance). De-
feats do not exist for it {remember the head-
line *Signtficant gains for Broad Lefl in
AUEW poll’ to caption a repeort of Duify
trouncing Bob Wright,} The Soviet blocis a
cue for boredom and disinformation. The
hst could go on and on.

So why on earth does it go on hike 1 s?
Especially when, according to the letter
from the two Labour Party Siar journalists
referred to earlier, much of the swafl are
dissatified and when, if Tony Chater’s poor
showing n the elections to the CP executive
Is anything to go by, so is much of the party’s
cadre,

The answer 1s partly to do with the nature
of the dissatisfaction in the party with the
paper. The main criticism 1 the past few
years has been from a Lurocommunist
lobby which is particularly concerned with
feminist coverage but 15 also hostle to the
coverage of the Eastern bloc and to the CPs

traditional propensity 10 1gnore inconveni-
ent stories.

Yet these critics are the very people who
would shy away from the sorts of serious
attacks on the monarchy or the C5D (which
includes some of their old friends) which
could give a reformist paper ife,

On the other side there is also a powerlut
lobby  which

‘tradiittonalist’ thinks that
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coverage of the Eastern bloc is either insufTi-
client or someumes downright anti-Sovict
and which regards incursions mte teminist
or gay politics or mentions of the *ultra left’
as stimple middle class trendiness. As the
hacks press 1o the watl 1t s a lobby the CP
leadershup teels e canlhignore. And indeed
It 15 prabably right in thinking that—ir
makes up a substanual, though ageing, pro-
portion of the readership.

‘But an organisation’s
Iuralties — and especially its
full-time apparatus - can
take an interminable time in
dying.

And so far as coverape of the BEastern bloc
15 concerned there are also maternial inte-
rests. After all, those 14,000 overseas sales
are vilal for survival and a fair chunk ot
them were taken oft the stands when Char-
ter 77 was mentioned. A good deal of the
advertsing s tor Bulgarnan holidays, And
not just holidays: a recent issue had a whole
page of apparenily editorial copy on the
26th Congress of the Russian Communist
Pacty; above o was a hiotle headimg “advertis-
Iing fcature’. Who, | wonder, 15 the clhient?

But all this does not explain the whole of
the Srar's mediocrity, Even given the same
political muxture it would still be possible Lo
make substantial 1mprovements  way
beyvond Tony Chater's wildest mghtmares.
And that these are not made Or even Tecog-
nised as necessary, can only be put down 1o
the fact that the party has now reached the
stage where any change would draw into
question the nertia that alone keeps tin
existence. It the party 15 carrving on only
because it has alwayvs done soo it should
come 4% no surprise that blind conservansm
has an even more visible grip on the editor-
ship of the Moy Star.

Blindness 18 manifest 10 the circulation
campaign {tself, Chater’s loug report to the
CP exccutive in January stressed the need (o

win ‘several thousand'
Nowvember to save the Star

Whal 15 astounding about Chater's pro-
posals s that they are exactlyv the sanie as e
propasals he made in Seprember. Then he
revealed that circulation had dropped by
921 since the beginming of the vear and
announced g three month campaign Lo reco-
ver these 900 sales and add ancther 300 by
Januvary, The net result was ay we have seen
absolutely zero. Not only were none ot the
Q00 lost sales recovered:; but anather 30
were lost, In other words despite the ‘cam-
npaipgn’ the dechne continued at cxactly the
sdme pace..

The only ditfference with the present cam-
paign 15 the amount of ballyhoo and the
admission that the Star's survivalis at stake.
It 15 an attempt to stop the rot by sheer
will-power,

But will power 15 exactly what the CP
short on. A glance atits rmembership reports
mdicates that 1ts already {labby organisa-
tion is stilt withering. In the years of Labour
government it underwent a massive hacmaor-
rhage: from 29,900 10 July 73 (o 20,600 n
July "79. A year of Thatcher slowed down
the loss but even so by July "BO over 60
mote members had been lost, and member-
ship was down o just below 200000, The
1981 card ssue 18 now well nnder way (il
siarts 1n Seprtember of the previous vear). By
January the OF national organiser was
reporting in Cematent "Only three districls
are in advance of thely position at the same
time Jast vear .. The rate of recouitment s
alsao significantly down.’

[n these circumstances 1ty ditficult to see
a Srgr arculanon campargn based on sheer
will power achieving much,

The collupse of the Maorning Sie wouald
signal the CIs eniry o a stage of terminil
decline. And unless the TP makes quite
uncxpected pains out of Muav's “People's
March’™ against unemplovment {in which
some of its acuvists gre playing a4 kev role)
then that collapse will be a very close by the
time the party congress mecls 11 Novembaer,

new readers by
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Lenin’s children

Little Moscows, Communism and
Working-Class Militancy in Inter-
War Britain,
Stuari  Maciniyre,
L1185

A Prolctarian Science, Marxism in
Britain 1917-1933,

Stuary Macintyre, Cambridee Hni-
versity Press £12

Croomt  Helm,

A recent reviewer ot Supermean 1
expressed reluctance to divalpe any

details about the film for fear of

spailing the fun tor potential vie-
wers, Fecannot help leeling the sume
abour Fittfe Moseowy.

Litrfe Moserney examines throe of
the working-class communites of

inter-waut Britaw that earngd the
notoriety/ dstinction of being 50
dubbed by a hysterical press. a label
worn with pride by many of the Lit-
tle Muscovites. To such commun-
Licy, whose stredt names werg morg
likely to hopour Lenin thao [lowd
Gieorge, the only significant Line of
political demarcation was that bet-
ween Commumsts and abourites,
The examples Macimtyre studies are
two mining communities —Mardy
1 South Wales and Lompluninans

in Fife, Scotland-——and the Vale of
Loven in Svotland. a string ot villu-
ges obliged to pravide labour power
tor the testile dyeing firms of the
Lited Turkey Red Compuany,

The book is studded with gems of
proletarian deflance. Copsider, Tor
cxample. the case of the Communiat
magistrate who, atter severels repri-
manding a oiner for venting his
aggression oo his wite instead ot on
the File Coal Company, bound him
aver on condition that he attend by
May Day demionsteation the tol-
lowinge day to hear the specches
about the compaoy and sing 1he
Read Flag, Conscionsness-raming as
punizhment was obyviously appro-
priate in a court based on simply
working-class moradily as nter-
preted from the Communist view-
poimt™. The sanwe magistrate Lald a
girl brought belore hinm for coal
siealing thut what she had domewas
izt

Macimtvre outlines many other
Iorms of resestanoe that reveal the

estracrdinacily degp-rooted nagure

ui the opposiiional cnltare, for
enstance, the anarehist conmunst
miner of Lumphiinnans whe caliod

his children such typically Scottish
naimes  as  Germinal, Armome,
Liberrie, Autonomie and Anarchie,
And he captures well the {frantic
mood of the established authority.
As a deseription of the depriva-
rions of working class existence, f.i-
e Movcows almost attains  Lhe
pathos of The Road 1o Wigan FPier,
Woe ure ever reminded of the grim
round of poverly, police brutality,
the indignities heaped on recipients
ol the dole, the debilitating efTects
of unemployment, the hassles of
victimisation and, of course, the
arducus  nature ol the labour-
process tsell. And the double
oppression of women is recognised,
epitomised by the classic dilemma
of the beaten wile: Lo press charges
meant a [ine {or her hushand, an
unacceptable diminution in the
tight budget she was cxpected,
miraculously, (o rear a fanmity on.
Macintyre also makes tmporiant
political  points. Labourism s
roundly mdieted for s madequa-
cies, lor its enthusiasm for adminis-
tering  savage soclal service
cuthucks andsticking to the leteer of
the law. Yel he avoids hagiography
al the Communists, The lunacy of
the  sectarian  excesses of Third
Period Stalinism, the folty of the
tactic ol dual unions, are high-
lighted by concrete examples of the

deleterious cficcts of such strategy

on working-class organisation.

Intransigence

In A Proferarign Science Macin-
tvee cxposes the supposed "peculia-
rities ol the English’—the
non-revolulionary character of the
British working-class and its lack of
interest in theory—as figments of
historiographical imagination
rather than as 1ruly immutable
characteristios of the working-class
communitics 0 such areas as the
old industrial regions af Central
Scotland, South Wales, the North
liast, and parts of Lancashire and
Yarkshire. The hallmark of the mil-
nant and anti-capitahst tradinon of
thiese ureas. of which Macintyre's
Marxists are mercty a part, 15 'a cer-
Luint stubborm intransigence, a rejec-
tion of both the mores and the
imstitutions of the existing social
urder combined with a deep suspi-

cion of the respectabie path to
social reform’,

But this tradition 1s almost sub-
rerrangan. Macintyre’s task the-
refore 15 that of a labour
archeologist concerned to unearth
not just the ideology of an articulate
minority but that practised n a
material form within working-class
communilies. The most impressive
results of this excavation are details
of the richness of the self-educated
iradition ol the British working-
class, that obsessive desire on the
part of many individual workers
since the Industrial Revelution to
be able to interpret the world so as
to change it. Omne s torced to marvel
at the strength of character of those
who studied such “grim fare™ as
Joseph Dietzgen’s Positive Cutcome
of Phifosophy after a ten-hour ghaft
down the pit or in the factory. In
contrast to the dominant mode of
thought Iin contemporary Bntish
life, this working-class philosophi-
cal tradition was non-empiricist,
metaphysical, systematic and
lighly dogmatic,

Culture

Marxist education, carnied out
primarily by the labour colleges and
the Communist Party, was rooled
in this wider self-educated culture.
In the 1920s, and this is the point
behind the book’s title, these cloth-
capped ntellectuals were also the
leading lights of Marxist theory.
Bul then the Fall: in the 19305
university-trained intellectuals
assurng  responsibility  for Party
orthodoxy, while the self educated
traditian itself dechnes. Macintyre
attributes the decline to the provi-
sion ol remedial civic education,
such as Lthe WEA, Ina conscious brd
Lo combar the permicious effect of
Marxism, and to the incorporation
of bright working-class children
inta state-controlled secondary
education, en routg Lo a non-
manual occupation.

There are two objections here.
Firstly Macintyre surcly overstates
his case: worker intellectuals are
alive and well in leading theoretical
positions on the British left today,
though not, presumably, in the
Cambridge Umiversity branch of
the Communist Party. Secondly he
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does nol satishuctenly explam why
Moscow  prelerred o emiplow
midddle-class mredlectuals 1o enfurey
the new erthadoss . Can anly such
peaple be cntrusted 1o ooursh the
sithstitanee natonalaam of Stalinean?
Prosumably the Kremlim™ gversm
Ly anly boene ol warkine-clisss sell-
activety at Iromne hoed e refiectiom

sbhroid.

Mavioivie rightls
Fcrcusing estrangemoent ol Muars-
e Ao ats Bewroier workime-class
s, but argues nevertbceloss that
the decline ol working-cliss burs-
=i retlected aonadvance 1 Moarxis
docirioe. Die formoal terms thas s cor-
Fect: e Marsesn of the 195, as he

maurns  Lhe

revedls, wias dogmatico Bo be Jias
underemphasised s stronge pants
sucly us s anderstanding of e
Improctanee of rimk-iond-file fndis-
Lrial striggle. which probably owed
ware e the lepacy ol the pre-war
Soctalst Fabsenr Pacty thian Macoim.
rvre waorild Gdot,

Yerity Hergmann

The bullet and the cash register

mouthern Africa after Zimhahwe
Afey Calfimie oy
Fluger £203

With the ascendaes ol generals
and Reagin the word seemano” has
Becaome o tremdy word o and
KUCTYIAEIO-EZ 1
fhe. 5o let’s exiomine Soueh Adri-
can prone ninistey Botha's scenario
as he goes mtooan election,

The ‘relorms” he had planned for
black trade unons lic o ruins Jue e
W lantaste strike wive, prohablvihe
biggest 10 South Adrican histor,.
Afmean National Cougress soeril-
Lix have stopped np attacks qeainse
the repime. Turther stretching the
white  defence toroes which are
alreicdy bogoed divwen i Nt
Soecner ar dater there will e 1o be
an clectnon m Namibi — an electiem
inowlnch SWAPO wall win.

Despite the high price ol gold on
the roternationat marker the
ceomamy s sJugpedl, The pluns tor

popubar puse-

vreatinog o bhlack mindole class, o -
pevsed ob Black busmessien and
skilicd workers o whose mnterest it
would be o keep the statns gua,
ren’t bearing trat Froalls, s
own power base withne the whit

lager e smadl, and be faces o sult

chillenge trom the right-wing.

The last decade ui-n™ been vers
good cither, With the caception ot
Namibe, the white-ruled builvr sra-
tex don't exit any mare. The West
can’t e expected (o give uneondis
vonat support any more. Pure busi-
ness lagic has seen to that.

Black  Alvica prosaides copper,

vobalt, manganese and a host ol

minerals  for the West's,
industries, supplics cotfee and
Coriina Lo is people and 3% per cem
of E°5 erude petraleum immports; US
tracde wirh Nigeria surpassed that
witli. South Atricy as long ago as
[973 i 1978 Nigerin toohk TIK
sawports warth Y1013V million—
compared B Souwth Alrica’s LAAT
million,

Bul i+ 10 good news Tor socialists?
Followmg  his landslide  victory,
Robert Mugabe has failed to live up
Lo s people-erented” and ‘socal-
B-s-ol -bvword” muaantesto.

An Uallomicoy savs:

alher

“The wlute monapely af pohit-
ol power wis nwerely the crys-
Gillisation of 4 web of sociul
Felations imvelving, crucially,
Lt cheayy Bubour and torenzn
capilil, Withaout the exproprin-
Chay ol the b plantatons and
other mulomatioral  inlereses,
attonal democracy’ o Zinm-
bubwe would be meanimgless,”
And uany hope that weaker
coomnmies sich as Zimbabwe
Citn, 11 dn Interpationial
cogtir iy, sueeeed Twhere
Puolund or Brasl has fgiled s s
Fewble oo’

Mupabe's supporters arguc thie
this policy 5 forced on him by
CITCUMstances; pressure  rom
Fromt-line stites and dear of war
with Souch Atrici. Bat i is less a

matter of mdividwal ractecal chonges,
thun ol The overall strategy ol wlhich
they are part. F'rom the beginning
Mugibe placed his hope o goe-
rilla army based mo Morambigie.
Tlas chotce forced i e depen-
dance upon the front-lw states.
Was there an aljernarive?
Clallinieos:
W bolicve rhere was,

the ..
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Mupabe could have bused hiy
strateey instead on the develop-
et ol oomass mesement ol
workers and peasants, As it was.
the Zimbabweun masses were
called wn 1o paructpate within
ZANL struciares ynder the par-
v leadership. Their role was
an essentially  passive one—of
suppart for the guernllas and the
cenfral commitiee. The possihil-
1Ly o the miasses acting on their
coan and developing their own
independant organisations
within which detterent purties
could  contend  lor leadership
wits ot envisaged, The model of
soclalismt adopled by ZANL-
P17 wis vne in which the state
contralled the cconomy and i
benevelent parey controlled the
stite and manaped aitairs os
freaflt ol the masses, Muoabe's
LT wils i ane-party stafe.”

Mueanwhie South Atrica, since
the elechion ol Botha, v moving
dway Trom the crude repression evi-
dent during Vorsier's period. Politi-
cal power s now concentrated ina
stnall number of people—niainly
the State seeurty Couancll, 4 com-
Mittee al seoier ministers, civil ser-
vints und generals. The
centralisation ol power dnd the oil-
Hurisition of the stale upparitus iy

justdicd by the claim that South

Atrico e igltimg a total war which
teared o Motal  strategy’. The
aenerals luve studied the Yictnam,
N lveland, Algeens amd ather wars,
wilbe i specihinterest Y the case of
Brasal. where atrer the 1964 coup
the anmy Tl created 3 ‘nuoonul
seeuriny state’ commuitied (o the
provmotien of groswib and the sup-
prossion of disorder.

Eatermally this mieins g policy of

the budlet and the cash register,

The Blair Peach Case:

. by David Ransom
for the Friands of Blair Peach Cammiltea
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First the cash repister: South Afri-
can manufacturing industries suf-
fer from the restnicted nature of
internal demand caused by low
wages which makes 1ts manulac-
tured exports uncompetitrve in the
world market. 8o the most abvious
local markets for these goodds are
those of Southern and Ceniral
Alrica. The buliet: when {ront-line
states have stepped out of ling they
have been ruthlessiy attacked — the
most recent being the rads
Angola and Mozambigue.

Internally, the economy is being
restructured and, more fundamen-
taly, the apartheid system is being
reorganised. Oneg of the first moves
were the reports from two commis-
sions dealing with the influx of
labour and hlack 1rade unions. The
Riekert commission advocuted
among other things tightening up
influx control by wmaking employ-
ers, rather than Africans themsel-
ves, hable for breaches of pass Jaws,
Overall, the homelands, ‘the ban-
tusians’, are to continue to perfurm
their function as a dumping ground
for ‘non-productive’” or unwanied
blacks.

The Weihahn commission repaor-
ted that black workers are a perma-
nent part of South African
gconomy. They are no  longer
mainly unskilled bur have achieved
a far greater degree of employment
stability and imndustrialisation. His
proposals were to bring the black
anrecognised unmons imto the fold
and to control—not strengthen the
nnions.

However these moves, along with

25p + 15p postage

10 coples £2.25

{post free)

Socialists Unlimited,
285 Seven Sislers Road,
London N¢

CONTROLS WON'T

measures 1o help black business-
men, have antagonsed the highly
priveleged white working class, The
effect of this has been to drive (them
rightwards 1nto opposition  {o
Botha. Far support Botha relies on
the military and big business, both
Loglish speaking and Afrikaans,
while the narrowness of his popular
base remuains a problem.

Alsey 19R0 saw a massive sirike
wave, consumer boyootts by blacks
in support of strikers and a schools’
boyeott. Botha now taces “acrisis of
rutinpe class hegemony. serious div-
st wiathin the power bloc and a
serious challenge from the popular
MGsses’. N .

This book 1 vital in the undet-
standing ot Southern African palir-
s, For me, the last chapter deahing
with the strategy and tacties ot the
black oppoesition is the most impor-
tant. ANC and the South African
Communist Party advocate a two-
stape strategv—itirst the nationab-
democratic revolution against
aparitherd, then the soctalist revolu-
ton against capitalism. As Callini-
cos arpues this sirategy s clearly
WL,

.. Such a perspective presu-
mes that nationai hiberation can
be attained m South Aidnica
within the framewark of capital-
sm. The interweaving of capi-
talist relatiops o production
with  apartheid muakes  this
impssible, Even the Bboaraeois-
democratic demands of umver-
sal sultrape ew are bikely 1o be
attained  only  through  the

WHY IMPORT
SAVE JOBS

In the face of growing
unemployment and ever-
falling living standards, the
call for import controls—
particularly from some
sections of the trade union
leadership—is rising to a
hysterical chorus. But would
import controls save jobs?
Would import controls
improve [iving standards?
Would the prices in the shops
go up or down?

This pamphiet answers these
giestions.

against
import controls.

expropriation of the white bour-
geoisie and the destruction of
the state machine which defends
their interests. Socialist revol-
ntion s the precondition of
nalional  liberation . South

Atrica, even it the development
of national consciopsness
among the black masses provi-
des a stimuius 1o the formation
of cliss consclousness’,

Bipin Patel

Useful but...

Crisis in the world economy

Andre Gunder Frank
Heinemann Educational Books, £4.95

Capitalism, conflict and infation
Bob Rowthorne,
Lawrettce aad Wisharr, £3.95

If you want to know lacts about the
development of the world economic
crisis 1in mid-to-late 1970s, then
Gunder Frank's book is usetul, 1t
contains & mass of statistics and
newspaper cuttings showimg how
each part of the world—ihe Wes-
tern states, the so-called Commu-
nist states and the thitd world —was
hat.

Particularly  interesting 15 his
account of how the Eastern states
have been increasingly imtegrated
into the world market. He shows
how they treat the third world states
wilh which they have “gid” and trade
relations just a5 Western tirms and
states do.

‘For the socialist  countries.
imvestmment links with the state
sector o the underdeveloped
countriey are beneticial, particu-
larly in so far as these relations
provide the basis for exports of
not highly competitive products
of  heavy  indostry, For the
underdeveloped couniries these
relations arc not particularly
more tfavourable than  those
with a capitalist supplier.”

Gunder Frank's weakness is that
he cannot provide a theoretical
explanatiaon of what 15 happening,
Su when it comes to trying to find a
cause for renewed cnsis i the last
ten years he falls back upon talk of
‘long waves —a  spurious notion
borrowed from Ernest Mande! who
in turn borrowed it from the Men-
shevik theornist of the 19208, Kon-

dratiell, and the bourgeois
cconomist of the 1930s,
Schumpeter,

Agiain, despite Frank’s excellent
desevipiinn of the practice of the
[1astern states, he does not draw the
logical conclusion that thev are

state capitalist and the Russian bloc
as 4 whole imperialist, deiven by its
internal economic dynamic to parti-
tion and repartition the world, even
it this threatens war with its rivals,

Rowthorne’s book stands at the
opposite extreme to Frank’s. [t is a
collection of essavs that are, by-
and-large, thearetical. withoul
attenmpting 1o provide much empiri-
cal material to deal wiath the crisis as
4 whele. They look at certain
aspects of Marxist economic analy-
sts only,

The resuit can be useful—as with
the discussions of Marx's theory of
wages, of the role of skilied labour
and of the labour that produces
skilied labour (ep that of teachers),
of iflation as a response by capital-
sy to decliming profits, of the con-
Irast between the world role of
many British firms and the difficul-
Ligs the state has in strengthening
British-logated capital. But such
useful analyses only make sense af
they provide butlding blocks for a
larger edifice of Marxist
explanation—and ot this therc s no
SIEN.

The nearcst he comes to 1t 1s his
attempt 10 one of the essavs o jus-
Lty the “alternative economic strat-
egy’. The best comment on this
essay (written in 1974) 15 a point
madc in an carlier essay (written in
1971). There Rowthorne talks
about the possibility of *big capital’
in advanced indusirial countries
aeting a5 a ‘nationalist force’ 5o as
to support an achigencus path of
economic  development’ out  of
world crisis, "Where this s the case’,
he warns, 'the danger exists of a new
“social imperialism’, whereby in
return for the benelits of indigenous
development, the working class
accepts the capitabist system...”

The later Rowthorne would do
well to remembet the earlier Rowth-
orne’s. warnimgs. For talk of an
“alternative economic stratepy’ for
“‘Britwin’, with demands for imporl
controis, 15 precisely a call for the
labour movement to persuade big
capital 1o follow a nationalist path,
Chris Harman
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Enter the women

Jane Ure Smith looks at some surprising new films

The critics keep telling us that 1980 was a
bad year tor the movies. As tar as the por-
trayal of women is concerned they are right.
Horror-movic thrillers were said to be the
only puarantee of financial success and they
emerged time and again as variations on the
same theme: She Asked for 11,

These films didn’t go by unopposed.
They were seen as part and parcel of the
media’s treatment of women which crystal-
hsed around the Yorkshire Ripper case, and
on more than one occasion women burst
into cinemas and hurled paint at the screen,
Thankfully this cvcle of tilmys seems to have
run its course.

And now, rather unexpectedly, as it they
had been waiting in the wings for a vear or
more, a whole army of strong independent
WOImen arc ITIHI'Chng ACCO5S OWUD S5CTECS as
the central charactecs of such films as Gio-
ria, Nine to Five, and The Lady in Red Tony
Garnett’s  Nlm,  Prostiruze, also  places
women n the centre of the sereen butl 1n g
rather different way.

Both Gloria and The Lady in Red rework
the gangster Hlm in new and interesung
ways. Gone are the shadowy, mink-couted
beauttes. whose allegiances were never quite
clear: the seducers of men who were their
viclims as weil. {Anvoneg who remembers
the scene where Cagney pulps a grape-
fruit into his girllnend’s tace in Public
Enemy, or the boiing coffec that gers spla-
shed over Glona Grahame in The Big Heat
will know what [ mean). In both Fhe Ladv in
Red and Gloria 1t 15 the women who wield
the guns and shape¢ the action,

When the FBI gunned down Dhillinger
outside the Brograph he 15 said to have been
accompanied by a woman wearing a red
dress. The Ladv in Red (with Pamela Sue
Martin in the title role) 1s a hichional account
of this unknown woman. Shestarts lifeasan
innocent farm girl to become, by the end ot

the film, Dillinger’s avenging angel, outgun-
ning them all, having passed through sweat
shop, whorehouse, prison and hamburger

jornt on the way, The film borrows shame-

lessly from Bonnie and Clvde, Norma Rae
and probably a whole host of other films,
but never mind, for class consctousness and
a scnse of solidarty amongsl women 1t 15 a
definite winner.

(rlorfa plucks the gangster movie out of
the thirties and scts it down firmly in the
eighties. Former mistress of the Mob’s big
man. (Horia (played by Gena Rowlands) 1s
comfortably sinking into middle age, when
suddenly the tamily next door arc blasted to
bits by the Mafia,

She 15 left as the unwilling custodian of
their six year old Puernto Rican kid, and the
Mafia account hook that belonged 1o his
father.

The film s really too long and the plot is
rather too thin, but it 1s saved from dutlness
by 1ts intriguing, at times disorienting cam-
erd style.and by an amazing performance by
Gena Rowlands.

Nine to Five, though nota gangster movie,
% dlso about power, or rather the lack of 1t
It takes as iLs starting potnt the oppression
and exploitation ol women oftice workers.
But 1t quickly shps away [Tom being a film
about class struggle in the office to become
an amusing and inventive fantasy/comedy.

All sorts of criticisms can be levelled at the
film tor taking this particular course. Chan-
ges happen in the oftice not because the rank
and file fight for them, but rather because
the three main women characters send out
memos with the boss’s signature lorged at
the bottom: no one tnes to do away with the
changes the women make because 1t 15 appa-
rent to alt, including the benevolent chair-
man ol the board, that really they have
shown how capitalism can work much more
etficiently

Gena Rowlands-no ordinary gangster's moll

In other words the film shows a clear
understanding of the praoblems women
working in offices have to put up with, but 1t
shows no understanding of how to Light
back.

But vou can't have everything, I guess,
and the film i1s admirable in other ways. [t
has a good grasp of how women actually fee!
doing boring oltice work, and it shows
clearly that things could be  diflerent.
Dolly Parton and Lily Tomhin give high-
powered and wvery lunny performances,
whtle Jane Fonda remains disappointingly
graoy.

Tony Garnett’s Prostirure also takes up
the question of how things could be different
for women; in this ¢ase it 15 a question of
organising to get the laws on soliciting chan-
ged., Using the gritty documentary style
tamiliar to us (rom earlier Loach/CGarnett
ims. Prosiitete opens up o us the world of
a Birmingham woman on the game called
Sandra. The film has ats highter moments,
but they are quickly crowded out by images
of degradation and disgust. and ultimately
by the overniding image of Sandra’s hel-
plessness in the face of the police. her more
threateming clients and the matriarch who
employs her in 4 London massage parlour.

At the same ume Garngtt tries to nsist
that prosttution s just another job, 4 mes-
sage which 1s undermined visually trme and
again by the film. Granted that prosttutes
need lo organise to bight tor their nghts, and
a change in the law, the way forward in this
respect shown by the film amounts to no
more than lobbving MPs and the odd peu-
tion in the street. The film is a disappoint-
ment because it seems to have no direction.
The possibilities of digging beneath the sur-
face or arguing a hard political line are rejec-
ted in favour of saving nothing substantial
at all.
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ST TETTY T L L AT

{ used to be
a Feuerbachian
humanist until, .

~I

Alex Glasgow's right again. Vodka 18 the
drink least lkely 1o leave with you that
morning-alter-the-might-betore  feehng.
This hias been prove by Dr Gaston Pawan,
of Middlesex Hospital, His hangover-mdex
makes brandy and bourbon top with 6.2
points cach and other Iigures are: red wine
5.9 tum 5.0, sherry 4.9 whisky 300 beer 340,
white wine 2.2, gin 1.9, and vodka 1.0,
Not, of course, that excessive Vodka
drinking s harmless, AL the height ot the
Russian civil war Trotsky Tound nme fromn
his duties as commander ot the Red Army to
write an article against alcoholism. Appa-
rently, many “good’ Communists continucd
the habit developed under the Czar. ol get-
ting drunk and beating their wives, The bro-
therhood of man did not extend 1o women.

*

In this country. the industrial revolution
wus borne along on a rising tde of boore,
Living and working condittons  were 50
mdeous people simply wanted to escape.
The guickest way out ol Manchester, it was
satd, was through the door of the nearest
public house. You could get drunk lor a
penny. dead drunk tor tuppence.

From the outset of the Brinsh working
class movement, the drink guestion presen-
ted 1t with an awkward divisive question. Cn
the one hand. there was the enjoyment and
conviviality to be derived trom having a jar
with [riends. Indeed, many of the political
discussions and unton mecungs—then as
now—were held 1in public houses. On the
other hand demnk-sodden workers, their
minds betuddled and onlty concerned aboul
Lhe next pint, would never become an army
to revolt. For progress to occur, they had (o
be ransed from the gutter, their mental hori-

is for Vodka, yes Vodka the one drink
that don’t bring the bends.

cons expanded, and higher vahaes accepted.

The first mners’ natgonal union proudly
proclaimed 1ts social functions to tike pliace
1 friendly and peacetul armaosphere, not
spailt by the brawls and drunkenness that
uscd to disrupt such gatherings belore the
union had been created. The naled the
employers” argument that behaving Tike
anmimals workers deserved 1o be treated Iihe
animalts. An inlluental scction of the unmon
leadershup pushed this argament the whole
way Lo tatal abstinenee: imstead of favouring
drinking 1 moderation they opposed il
altogether, Thev could point to many evils
that arose from drink. Wives were denied
sutticient housekeeping money to obtain
foud and clothing for the family. Men, sall
intoxicaled. were poing 1o work and endan-
sertng themselves and  their fellows.

The temperance movement developed a
wide appeal and grew excecdingly stroneg,
Strange to relate, 1t plaved a prominent part
in the lormation ol working men’s clubs,
These were originally imtended to be rivals
Lo the pubs: they were Lo be places where a
respectable man could take his family, emjoy
a drink. preferably non-alcobholhic, and read
uplitting books,

The Independent Labhour Party (the pre-
cursor ol the Labour Party) belonged very
much o the same tradition. A fot of the
pioncers of the 11.P developed their Chrys-
tinn Socialism with a strong puritanieal
streak. They regarded alcohol as *the devil in
hguid form'. In his vouth Keir Hardie had
acquired the pass-time of bricking up the
entrances 1o public houses.

Not that anti-drink was & purcly {LP
phenomenon—members  of the Sociahist
[Labour Party, Britamn’s tirst revolutionary
sacialist group, held the dentical view,
Although becoming convinced atheists,

they still mamntamed their old hine, The S1LP
even relused two Edinburgh socialists mem-
bership hecause, as 1 € Matheson explained
to James Connally, they ‘ran a hornble
drinking ciub’. Much later Tom Bell aceused
London lelt wingers of dehiberately corerupi-
ing voulng comrades by takorg them 1o pub-
e houses,

*

When. 1o 1920, the Communist Parly was
tormed, an attempl was made to perpetuate
thay attitude, A ts maugural congress the
Scecualist Prolubtion Fellowship proposed
the CPGR should demand ‘the complele
siuppression of the manufacture ol alcohaohe
hquors”, Alter beimg moved and seconded
the resolution was referred to the party exe-
cutive Tor dction. As James Klugmann, the
CPs ollicial historian tactfully explatns in
his book published in 196K, ‘the cxecutive
Ity not vel wken action’

Perhaps 11y somewhat dilatory approach
is somewhal understandable. Forever since
the voung Karl Marx was imprisoned 1n a
German police station lTor “disturbing the
peace al the night with drunken nowse’, there
have alwavs been socialists who enjoy a
drink. Even in myv Labour League of Youth
Girvs, many years ago, [ well recall singing
atter a few drinks with Duncan Hallas.
"“When Labour comes to power
We'll buy the pubs for the nation
Whal we wantl Lo orgamse
s mass intoxicaron.”

For tonight we'll merry merry be, in con-
stant urination.

*

[t must have been very much n this frame
of mind that Karl Marx and some compa-
nions embarked one night ona pub crawl. It
was intended to start out 1 Oxtord Street
and drink in every hosteley untl they rea-
ched Hampstead Road. But their plans went
awry when they came to the Oddtellows
Arms al the end of the Touenham Court
Road, There they made friends with some
strangers and many drinks were drowned.
Then the conversation turned to politics and
fists woere raised. Marx's party managed to
make “a passably dignified retreat’, though
one of them stumbled over the pavement.
The evening ended at two o'clock n the
morping with the smashing of four or five
street lamps, Karl Marx and his comrades
ran off, hotly pursued by the capitilist state
in the form ol three burly London
policemen.

Clearly Karl Marx®s attitude to drink (1l
nol to vandalism) has much to commend 1t.
Most of us today are socialists because the
presenl  system  possesses  the mhuman
power 1o transform the delights of Iite into
its miseries. Creative work becomes soul
destroying drudgery, love becomes loveless
marrizge and prostitution, a pleasant pint
and a chat can become guips simply 1o for-
get. But it doesn’t have to be like that, See
vou in the Dnitter’s Bar at Skegness.

Ray Challinor '




