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THIS YEAR'S COURSES
INCLUDE:

o Women's politics

e A Century of War and
Revolution

o [Debates within Marxism

e The Labour Party

e Madern Writers

e Mapping the Missile Madness
e Working for the State

¢ Introduction to Marxism

o Classical Marxism

e The Mass Media

o The Politics of Black Liberation
e Sexual Politics

e The Anatomy of the
Revolutionary Leift

e Advanced Economics
e Literature-Women and Writing

e The Fight for Socialism in
Eastern Europe

o Imperialism and Revalution
Today

e Ireland
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SPEAKERS INCLUDE:

Eamonn McCann
on James Plunkett

Paul Foot
on The Struggle For
Socialism

Duncan Hallas
on Historical Materialism

Duncan Campbell {of The
New Statesman)
on The Nuclear State

Hillel Ticktin {of ‘Critique’)
debates with
Alex Callinicos
on ‘Is the Russian ruling
class capitalist?

gt

MARXISM 81 will be held at

the Queen Mary [‘.nlle?e, M]ilg
rom 10-

End Road, London E1
17 July {Friday to Friday). It
costs £11.50 in advance, £13
on the door.

S1

Write to SWS0,
PO Box 82, Lendon, E2 or rin?
01 986 8355 for further details.

MARXISM

July 10-17 §

Seven days of
ideas and debate

Tony Cliff
on the Dublin Lock-0Out
Jim Larkin
and Lenin

Duncan Hallas
on The Origins of the
I abour Party

Sheila McGregor

on Marxism—The First
Theory of Women's
[iberation

There are also debates on
Pornography, Immigration
Controfs and many other
subjects.

Book now to make sure of
vaur place at the Socialist
Worker Student Organisation
annual summer school




Where is the

Benn wagon rolling?«$

The press ure already hysterical. We can expect the hysteria to get worse as the summer
passes. For the bid by 1ﬂnv Benn to become deputy leader of the Labour Party looks closer to
success than most initial calculations—ours amung them—thought possible.

The cateulations were based upon a simple—and correct—assumption. This was that the
heads of the big unions and majority of the Tribune MPs would do their atmost to avoid Benn
getting many union votes at the autumn election, because this would opset the stability of the
Foot leadership and drive still more right wing MPs to desert to the Social Democrats.

What this did not allow for was the
exireme—in some cases unprecedented—
ditficulues unton leaders have lhad in con-
trolling their own conlerences.

The most graphic case was the ASTMS
conference. The arch-fixer Clive Jenkins
came complerely unstuck 1n his atie mpts Lo
serve the umions vote up to Healey, The
mass ol delegates twrned against him and

torced through support for Benn.

At the NUPE gonference the feeling was
Just as elear—although the inal vote on the
matter has been ceferred to a branch hallot
which Benn shoutd easily win, As one
Labour activist put it, "After the 1979 low
pay dispuic, there’s no way you can push
Hcalev-——the pill is too bitter)”

At the Fire Brigades conference Benn
only had to appesr in the visitors” gallery to
get a standing ovauton. At the Postal Wor-
kers, it is true, that the right teadership got a
majority vote lor Healey. But it is also true
that the Broad Left, furmed only last year,
got o third of the vores for Benn after the
first political discussion at a conference for

[

vears, and that 200 delegates and another
two hundred observers heard Benn speak at
a [ringe meeting,

Suddenly, the big one, the conference of

the giant TGWU at the end ot this month no
longer scems a walk-over lor those who
would rig things for Foor and Healey, It
there 1s anything like the same groundswell
of support tor Benn there that there has been
at other  conferences—and  preliminary
soundings suggest there will be—it could he
touch and go for Healey in Ocrober. Even if
Benn narrowly loses the deputy leadership,
he could get enough votes to make him the
aobvious heir apparent.

Hence the most sordid manocuvre of
them all—the running ot Silkin as a ‘lett’
candidate in opposition to Benn, designed
Lo grab the TGWU vore and ruin Benn's
chances, _

No one on the lelt i the untons should be
tocled by such manoeuvres. Whatever
Benn's role 1 the last Labour government
(and nothung has alterced our view that some-
one who way prepared, as late as 1975, (o
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threaten troops against Windscale strikers is
nol to be trusted), (o hundreds of thousands
of union activists support for himisseenasa
repudiation of that government’s record.

Support tor Benn is one expression of a
political upturp inside the working class
movement. The impact of the Tory govern-
ment and of the world recession is pushinga
new laver of activists to seck political res-
ponses, There are other expressions of the
same trend—the recruitment of a claimed
60,000 new Labour Party membgers in two or
three months, the size of the Tabour Parey
demonstrations called 1n Liverpool and
Glasgow. the big response to the People's
March in many arcas, and, ina shightly diffe-
rent miilieu, the flounshing of CNLD.

Left wing ideas arc being discussed on a
wider scale than hetore, And revolutionary
sociahist ideas can he part of that discussion.

However, they can only gin from such
discussion if something else 1s recognised:
the lmitations ot the polincal upturn. For,
by and large, it 1s not a result ol any great
new feeling ot self-contidence and power on
the part of workers, but rather of Irustra-
tion. People don’t feel able to tight agamst
the tidal wave of redundancies, the six per
cent public sectar norm or endless cuts, and
so put their fith in producing a different
sotrt of Labour government at some poimnt
the future. Put crudely. the political upturn
i5, In part, @ reaction (o the industrial down
turrn.

So at many of the union conferences—lor
instance, the FBU. NUPE, ASTMS—the
shift to the lelt on the Benn issue has nol
been matched by a simitlar shitt on issues
concerned with the mdustrnal struggle.

There are two ways 1o which sociahists can
respond to this state of aftairs. The firstis a
facile optimism that takes the poltical
upturn at face valuewithout seemng its lim-
itations when it comes to the crucial gues-

Book now!

Please register me for/send me more
information about Marxism 81

Name . ... .. i i e
Address .. ... .. ... .. .. ‘e
| enclose £ (Whole week

£11.50. Weekend including Friday night
£6. Cheques payable to SW50)

| will require accommuodation/creche
facihties

Return to: Marxism 81, SWSQO. PO Box
82 London E2 '

10 oo

4 Socialist Review

tion of real social power. The logic ot this
view is to join in the rush tor the lLabour
Party and the general adulation tor Benn.

It is a wrong response. The Labour left
and Benn can raise certain questions about
what is wrong with society. But when it
comes to answering them, what they haveto
offer 1s pitiful.

Look at Benn himself.

He raises the question of how the large
firms can turn their economic power 1nto a

L eft wing ideas are
being discussed on a
wider scale than
before, and
revolutionary ideas
can be part of that
discussion

political power preater than that of clected
left wing governments, And  then  he
attempts to answer 1L by calling merely tor
the government to buy shares in certam
firms (the very ‘revisionist” argument that
even  Tribune denounced when Harold
Wilsan [irst suggested 1t back in 1958) and
[or the ‘three sides ol industry’ to sign plan-
ning agreements.

He raises the question of the anti-union
hias of the media. And he answers 11 by
suggesting that the BBC takes over Jae
Times, cven though he himsell emphasises
that the BBC 15 hased.

He raises the question ol the partiuon of
ireland. And he answers it by calling, not foy
a campaign to get the British troops out, bu
for the sort of UN torce that has proved so
useless in Cyprus and Lebanon,

Above all he raises the guestion of the
desperate need for workers to ind somc way
out of the present crisis by challenging the
power ol business and finance. But the only
answer he can suggest as to how this s to be
achieved is through a 1.abour governmentin
which the MPs will have more control over
the cabinet than in the past and the consn-
tuencles more conirol over the MPs,

All this is Pie in the Sky for those suftering
under the present government. It means
leaving solutions o urgent problems at least
until Thatcher decides to call an clection.
And actually leaves then much longer. Both
Ken Livingstone of the GLC and Nigel
Stanley of the Bennite Labour Coordinating
Committee have cmphasised o Sociafise
Review in interviews that reselection ot MPs
will not produce what Livingstone calls a
‘sucialist Labour Party in parliament” unul
‘the peneral election affer next’

Meanwhile there will be more factores
closed like Linwood, more use of courts to
break struggles as at Bestabells and Chlo-

ride, more deteats like that recently suffered
in the banks and now threatening i the

Civil Service, more demoralisauion where it

really matters, in the workplaces where the
value and surplus wvalue are created that
kecp the system going.

Under such circumstances, there 13 not
cven a guaraniee that at the end of the day
vou will get a Labour government. As the
working class as a whole 1s thrown on to the
defensive, the political radiealisation ot a
minorily of workers can be accompanied by
passivity, even righward tendencies, among
the majority of the class.

1t does not have to be like that. Organmsa-
tion in the warkplaces is on the defensive.
But it is not yel defeated. Indeed, the last
couple of months have indicated that 1n cer-
tain sections—usually those where people
feel to some extent protected from the fur-
ther ravages of the recession—there has
heen a himited revival of militancy. Witness
the strikes in Halewood and Longbrnidge,
the cccupations at Lawrence Scott and Lee
Jeans, the siruggle of the Ansclls workers.
The moment there is any real ‘hottoming
out” from the recession there could be a
deluge of similar such fights.

The fact that astruggle takes place, howe-
ver, docs not mean that it is automatically
won. If effective leadership is lacking, it can
all too casily be lost.

This 15 shown all too graphical by the cases
of Bestobells, Ansells, Chloride, the civil
service—as articles later m this Review
show., In each case opportunities (o arrest
the retreat before the offensive of the Tories
and the employers were lost. In each case, the
reason did not lie with the membership on
the shop floor, but with the deliberate ref-
usal of union olficials—including officials
who back Benn—to give a lead. In each case,
a stronger organised socialist presence on
the shop tloor could have bult resistance to
the stance of the officials and ulted the
balance from defear to victory.

Such 4 prescnce cannaot be built through
Bennism or the Labour Party. The whole
arientation of the Labour Party 1s towards
separating the industrial struggle from the
political struggle. Bennism continues this
tradition, Despite token references to sup-
port trade union struggles, its whole empha-
sis is on what takes place inside the Labour
Party, not on interventions to win indusirial
disputes, if necessary criticising the conduct
of union officials who back Benn,

Not that the political upturnis passing the
workplaces by, There are hundreds of thou-
sands of supporters of Benn in the factories,
offices, dacks and mines. Every effort has to
be made by revolutionary socialists to pull
them into joint activity, But such activity
cannot be effective it it leads away from the
workplace towards the Labour Party, sub-
stituting resolutions for action, token gestu-
res for the development of real struggle.

We make it clear at cvery union meeting
or Bennite rally that we support Benn as
against Healey. But we go on to insist that
refving on Benn or on changesinthe Labour
Party will get pcople nowhere. Instead, we
urge the Labour lelt to help us initiate joint
activity against redundancics, the six per
cent limit, the cuts, the dechine in trade
urion membership and the dangers of work-
ing class demorahsaton,
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Angry mourning

Four prisoners have now died the most painful deaths in the H-Blocks, Bobby Sands, an clected
M P and former TGWLU member; Francis Hughes, a legendary fighter for the IRA in South
Derry; Raymond McLecesh, and Patsy O°1ara, the leadine imprisoned member of the INLA,
who was due for release in two years time if he had conformed. The deaths have unleashed a
massive wave of anger in the Catholic working ¢lass arcus of Northern Treland. Kiweren Allen

writes from Dublin

The anger was shown i the widespread
stoppages of work (that marked Bobby
Sands. and o a lesser extent Frances
Hughes death. It was shown in the large

scale nating by youth so large that arcas of

Bellast and Derry have been brought under
a regimie of military terror, During the past
manth and a halt, tour people have been
murdered with plastic bullets—the latest an
L1 vear old girl,

The anger was also shown dramatically in
the recent local clecuons. There the former
leader ol the SDLP, Gerry Fitt, was ignomi-
niously thrown oft his scat on the Beltast
city councii after topping the pollin the area
for years. [n Beltast in particular, the SDLP
was driven into second place by candidates
assoctated with the H-Block campaign. The
fact that the SDHLP held its number of seats
and votes overall 15 to some extent accoun-
ted for by the fact that the H-Block cam-
paign did not field official candidates in
every drea—due to the abstentiontst polies
of the Provos.

Nevertheless, with the news of every death
in the H Blocks there has also been a grow-
ing sense ol despair. Quite ¢learly as long as
Thatcher can confine the mobtlisation tothe
North, that despair will rise. Her army has
ten years of experience in Containing riots in
West Beltust or Derry. Barricades crected in
an area are simply removed the tollowing
marmng. Young petrot bontbers or stone
throwers are treated as legitimale atmy tar-
gets. And rhe the mopnting trustramon at
the containment leads W voung rioters pick-
ing on lecal targets, thus atienating older
sections of the population.

Jhut's how Thatcher’s gencrals o the
Briush army see their joh. Far them the
H-Block campaign 15 an extention of the
military war waged by the IRAL A defear tor
Thatcher on the issue would be inoreal terms
a hlow agamst the army. And such a demor-
ahsing blow would open the doar to the
withdrawal of the British army.

The stakes are extremely high, The enor-
mous possihilities that would tollow on a

victory, the confidence that comes with that
vision and the strength of the mass move-
mcnt. clash with fechings of desperation as
the deaths moune, Derry was at one stage
the foretront of the struggale with a massive
one-day peneral stoppuage. But o lell dram-
aticatly belund when 1t came (o organisimg
subsequent industriat acuvity., Yictory on
the hunger strike depends. finally on involy-
ing the weaker arcas, in bringing them up o
the level of the stronger arcas when i comes
(o mass strike activity, And the key arca i~
the South,

The stabihity of the South has beena <o
Legic priorily for the British ruling claa. o
the last decade. That consideration foresd
them into a retorm policy after Bloody Sun-
day and it put o limit on the scale of nuhlitary
repression or the concessions to Loyabism,
By and large they have been successtul in
keeping the South swable. As a result, en
vears of the most rovten traditions ot Sou-
thern solation, of {fcar fer law and order,
have developed in the Irish labour move-
ment, One indication of that 15 that up (v
recently the North was simply not discussed
al unmon branches, .

For the first time i a decade that tradi-
tion 13 being successtully challenged. The
hest illustration of that s probably ong
town—Waterford in the South Fast of Tre-
land. Traditionally. it has been a right wing,
Fine Gael town with the Britsh bhased
ATGWLU f{i¢ the Brittish TGWLU recruiting
the majortty of workers., There has been no
major republican sentiment there. Yet when
Bobby Sunds dicd. an enmergency meeting ot
the 11704 T&C branch of zlissworkers
demanded that the trades counal areanmseu
general stoppage. Reluctantly ir issued the
call is others orgamised. The town wis stop-
ped wotatly tor Bobby Sands and subse-
guently for Francs Hughes, Pur simply, a
fotally new tradittion was bamg established.

To some exrentWaterlord & erceptional
in that there s a strongly orgamsed socralist
presence (n the factories and trades council,
wilh ten veurs ol organising and experence
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behind 11, Bee, 1o tact, when the first two
hunger strikers died other wowns such as
Dundalk and Drogheda, border towns,
stopped. The scale of the stoppages varied,
with halt-duy or lull-day stoppages, with
total, near total or monoriey walk-outs,

But given the tradition in the South, given
the opposition of the burcaucracy and even
trades counctls, and given the relative wea-
hness of i orgamsed presence of H-Block
supporters o the factories—ine response
s been amazing.

Two points need Lo be made. The stoppa-
aes did nor siply arise trom spontaneous
overtlowimge  of  deeply  felt nationalist
instnots, In fact i some of the strongest
ralionalest arcas—eg Cork—there were tew
stoppaaes. The work stoppages had we be
argamsed lor—olten by shop stewards com-
mittecs. There was also a feeling in the stop-
pages that 1t wuax workers who had the
power, ratlier than simply cheenng the
repubbicans,

The sccond paint, though, 1s this, The
stoppages  were completely neltective 1n
Dubhn where only building workers and
WOrkers in onc or Two arcas came out.
Fssentially Smn Feimnthe Workers Farty and
the OCP are betier arganised in Dublin, and
there s also a4 much stronger rejection of
nationalist polittes, Unkortunately, the revo-
Iutionary fett did not have a sullicient buse
i1 the workpluce to put over the argument in
Class terimis,

Maost ol the response inindusinal rerms
came immediatelv atter the deaths of Bobby
Sandds and Francis Hoghes, Unfortunately,
after that the campaign fosf impetus, and
because 1t did not go lorwards wenl back-
wards. Whal happened?

Firstly, the Nauvonal H-Blocks Campatgn
his not placed a central impartance on the
involvementt of workers, It has looked on
tha sittke movement merely as a welcome
b~ As o oresulo it has had absolutely no
Strateey bor developing the stoppages or
cven coordinating them. Tt has became difti-
cult tor militants o push continually for one
day stoppages i response (o every funeral,

Scecondlv, the Naional F-Block Commit-
tee has pushed for o digmified, guiet res-
ponse Lo each death and, as a resuld, silenced
the anger to some extent, But when Francis
Hlughes died the bubble ol irustration burst.
Three thousands people  spontaneously
rierched on the Brinsh embassy in Dublin.
They were met by 2 crowd of baton waving
police, As a result, waves of unemployed
vooulh wenton the rampage and smashed up
cars and buses. Dubbin had seen 1ts first
Beltast-stvle riots for o long pertod.

The weak nesses ol the FH-Block campatign
dre not unconnected with what 1t sees as s
central  goul—the foreing ol premier
Haughey to speak out tor the prisaners, Asa
result 1t has placed central emphasis on win-
ning over the rank and fie of Franna Faal. It
demaunds respoectability 1o even be i a post-
treann Lo et that rank-god-tite to histen, And
the prospect ol a masstve strike wave of
workers would tormity Lhe conservatiive mrd-
dle class of uanma al,

The H-Block campaign has lec':-ui}' come
out ol the doldrums. But rhe key ro victory is
very much dependant on 1t jettisonming ity
ortentation o Pranna Fad—and o burlding
for mass workers” action.
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The truth begins at Calais

Nothing it seems, can alter the sickening complacency with which the British press views
Northern Ireland. Army hand outs continue to be regurgitated as “the truth’ in the papers
and on the TV. But the deaths of the hunger strikers has focussed international press interest
on the province. And the reaction from reporters who do not feel that it is *their’ army thatis
involved in repression has been quite different to that of the ‘impartial’ British press. Sue
Cockerill looks at the contrasting responses.

The extent of international reaction to the
death of Bobby Sands was such that even
the British media wus forced to take note
of it. Not of course by modifying its own
reporting — 1f you can call it that - of the
situatton, but by showing some of the
demonstrations, some of the speeches of
criticism, and cven some of the foreign
newspaper headlines.

Mostly, these reports dealt with the
United States, since the media has long
practice at dismissing protests in America
about the Irish situation (after all, there
are a lot of Irish-Amencans’) and moving
on quickly to denounce Americans for
‘misguidedly” supplying arms to the Pro-
visionals. Demonstrations in  Athens,
Paris. Sydney, Oslo and Calcutta were
mentioned, but only the one in Oslo got
much publicity — because the Queen had
something thrown at ber.

In fact the royal tamily has figured large-
Iy in the British popular press over the
issue: the Sun's lead story on the day alter
Sands died was “Charles’ love calls put up
tor sale™. Sands’ death got a column at the
side. The Mirror, reporting a day later,
had ‘Letter Bomb is sent to Charles’ and
‘What the Ripper told his Wite' on the
front page, rather than any tollow-up
stories on the Irish situation. The Express
and the Mail both led on Sands’ death, but
neither devoted the whole front page, both
carrying more ‘row grows” and ‘roval fury’
nonsense about the phone bugging.

The difference between foreign report-
ing and Britishshows up evenin the foreign
tabloids: the New York Post, owned by
none other than Sun boss, Rupert
Murdoch, had its whole front page taken
up with two words “Sands dead’. There
were three stories inside. one a history of

cvents in Northern Ireland since 1969, The
Daily News, another New York paper,
had a reporter with the Sands family at the
end. and began a series on the history of
[reland since 1170, A column by Jimmy
Breshn said of Sands “He was a rare one, a
voung man who thought enough of the
place where he lives to want to die for it.”

Besides these, the Wall Street Journal,
the Washingron Post, the Washington Star
the Philadelphia Inguirer. and the main
New Jersey paper The Trentonian, all led
with the death of Sands.

When you come 1o examine content,
the difference between the British and the
world press is even more glanngly clear.
Shortly after Sands™ election the British
press — and the BBC - ceased to refer to
him as an MP. {Compare its unfailing
grant of the fitle ‘Reverend’ to: [an
Paisley.) Instead it constantly attached the
label “terrorist” or “convicted cnminaf’ to
his name. The foreign press on the other
hand, whether sympathetic .or not to
Republicanism, always correctly reported
that he was an elected representative.

Even among newspapers which have a
reputatien for ‘objectivity’ —the Guardian,
the Sunday Times, the Financial Times -
the reporting cannot be compared to that
of forcign ‘quality’ papers, like the New
York Times. and [.e Monde. The Sunday
Times, which ran some good articles in the
carly seventies about the atmy’s activities,
has recently more or less reproduced the
government’s publicity material on the H-
blocks {which 15 along the lines of a
grotesque holiday brochure) in the colour
magazine.

Republican attacks on the army and
security forces arg reported consistently,
with condemnations of the IRA. But the
deaths of four people including a 13 year
old girl, from plastic bullets, are reported

‘as ‘due to street violence'. Even where 1t 1s

admitted that the fatal bullets were fired
by the army, the assumption is always that
they were yustified in thetr action.

Compare the front page cditorial of Le
Meande on the day after Sands’ death:

“It does not scem that Mrs. Thatcher
envisages anything other than the re-
establishment of an order contested by so
many at the combatants. She rests on the
quasi-unanimity of British opmion, of the
cntire press and of the Labour opposition
itself.™ ’

[t describes Thatcher as the “iron lady’
‘faithful to her legend to the point of
caricature’ and says that the memory of
Bobby 5ands ‘and the meamng of s
sacrifice are heavy with an emotion which
several times this century has aroused the
passions of the world against Great
Britain’.

The New York Times editonal on 6 May
ran:

“Mrs Thatcher deplores the IRA terror
but seems unable to address the grievances
which make terrorists like Bobby Sands
heroes to the Catholic minority. Power
remains in the hands of an unyielding
Protestant majority, whose leadcrs in 1914
preferred mutiny against the ctown to
home rule in a united, predominantly
Catholic, Ireland. After partition in 1921,
Protestant dichards shaped a politics that

& Socialist Review
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kept Catholies out of office, and they have
since refused any rational power-sharing.

*It would take uncommon leadership to
nse above cold logic to speak frankly
about the bigotry and meanness that make
Ulster a battleground. Mrs. Thatcher
showed on Zimbabwe that she knows the
meaning of beld diplomacy -~ far from
home.”

In Portugal, deputies in parliament ob-
served a minute’s silence on hearing the
news of Sands’ death. The Popuiar Daily's
headline was “Hunger fer Freedom killed
Bobby Sands” and the editorial asked
“How much longer can Britain retain the
distinction of being the only country in
free Europe to hold part of the continent
as a colony?"”

In Belgium, hourly news bulletins
reported on the hunger strike, and on the
reasons and motives behind it. The Belgian
paper Le Soir also referred to Thatcher as
the *dame de fer’ —the iron lady.

In Britain, the Mirror's coverage was
probably the most nauseating, and also the
most important - since it is read by millions
of people, is regarded as a Labour paper,
and because it has openly taken a troops
out positien. Besides the usual *‘mobs on
the rampage’ and ‘brutal gunmen’ stuff,
the Mirrer managed to sneer in all sorts of
small ways.

John Edwards wrote on the day after
Sands' funeral “Sands., who committed
suicide on hunger strike, 2 man never
blessed with genius, rode in his coffin”.
Although Edwards admitted that the
mourning column was *huge’ (no numbers
given) nevertheless, it was a pathetic end
for a man who never played more than an
average part in the deadly moves called by
tus [RA masters.” This unsubstantiated
aptnton was accorded the importance of
an entire page quote. He went on to imply
that many of the shops were closed because
of intimidation. *On the day Bobby Sands
was buried the whole of Catholic Belfast
had to be scen by the world to be behind
him”, he comments, after references to
phone caills and visits from men with
serious threats.

What clearly stuck in Edwards’ throat
was the fact that the whole of Catholic
Belfast was behind Sands.

A similar note of hysteria was evident in
the Maif. Express and Sun. “The IRA
propaganda machine” was blamed con-
stantly for the election of Sands and for the
widespread support for the prisoners’
demands in the rest of the world. That
support could no longer be 1gnored. Nor
could the willingness of these men to die
for what they believed easily be reconciled
with the usual picture of the “cowardly
terrorist”. The media predictably fell back
on the ‘fanatic’ explanation. The Sun cven
suggested that Sands had a *'macabre death
wish’.

The trouble is, more men have now
shown themselves ready to die, and worse
still these ‘fanatics’ command mass sup-
port. The hunger strikes have raised more
questions in Britain about Britain’s role in
Northern Ireland than for many years. If
we needed any more evidence of the fact
that a war is going on in Northern Ireland,
a companson of the British with the inter-
national press should be enough.

Waiting
for the war _

-
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The world seemed very close to a new Middie East war last month, as Israel and Syria
moved towards confrontation over the siationing of Syriun anti-aircraft missiles in
Lebanon, Phil Marflect and Jon Bearman have just returned from a three week visit to
Palestinian camps in Lebanon. First they describe the feeling there, and (hen they explain

the background to the confrontation.

Satda, Lebanon, Monday May Hith

It s 8.00pm. A mile offshore the lights of an
[srachh gunboat announce the nightly visit.
Red marker rockets shoot high then fall
slowly over the town—we know what will
come next. With a whistle and then a devas-
tating crash Israeli gunners shell the town.
Who watl they kill tonight? They cannot
tell—they do not care. This is just the usual
treatment,

Already, halt a dozen times, Phantom jets
have {lown in high over the sea. This time,
they did not use their bombs and rockets.
Lhey content themselves with rattling every
door and window as sonic bangs boom
across the town,

Bur by ¥.30 1t 1s ¢clear that tonight will be
different. At one of their manv bases Palesti-
man commandos wait for the night’s events
to untold. The news does not disappoint
them. Commandos race to the beach to take
up their defensive positions, all available
transport 1s mobilised, the heavy weapons
are brought out and prepared.

[sracli helicopters have landed troops in
three places inside Lebanon. At anc Al-
Fatah base there 18 alrcady heavy fighting.

By 9.00 the [sraelis are in five places, By
10,000 they are in ten. Their nearest
strike 18 only two and a half kilometres
away,

‘Ten o'clock now” says the commander,
‘that means they't be in twenty places in half
an hour, fifty places by midnight, We must
assume that this is war.” His deputy laughs,
“Good, our enemy 18 coming.’

Thoughitis the commandos who operate
the communications system, the news trav-
cls fast. The town is silent. the streets empty,
Only jeeps and trucks of fighters race (o new
positions. Fars are strained for the sound of
the Israel bombers—or will it be the heli-
copters carryving troops tor the invasion?

For hours we wait. At thice comes the
sound of intense firing. lsraell boats have

tried to enter the harbour, They are repelled.
By tour, the raids are over, the helicopters
gone.

Next day we collect the evidence. This has
heen the  biggest  Istacll operation  in
Lebanon sinee the war ol 1975, There have
been many helicopter lundings-—but none
have heen successiul. Tverywhere (le lsrae-
lis have been doiven ot

What were the Israclis trving to achieve?
More ol thelr “softenimg-up’ operations? If
50, they have laited, for evervwhere the
Palestinian and Lebanese leltist fighters are
now on the alert, and confident they have
fougitt off at least this further test of cheir
determination.

The Palestinian commanders  confer.
Their new mobile rocket luunchers are pre-
parcd. “We wiall see it the Zionists are
sertous. Do they want war? We are ready,
we'll see if they are”

That night vallevs of lethal rockets, in
batches ot thirty at a time. are despatched
into ‘Hadadland®—the area under control
of Lebanese tascist Saad Hadad but which.
the Palestimans know, 1s {illed with Isracli
lroops and lanks.

The dumage. we hnow will be enormaous.
In the west no-one will hear of such attacks.
No-one will hear ot the ‘muni-invasion’
which has just taken place. Only the news of
Amernican Hahib's “diptomanc shuale® s
approved reading,

This twentv-tour hours of stnike and
counter-strike makes up the life of the peo-
ple of Lebanon. 1n the cities—Reirut, Saida,
Tyre, Nabativyah—there s no respite. At
Sarda and Tyre the gunboats have an even-
ing appointiment with the town. At Nabg-
tivyith Isracli bombers and helicopters make
reputar ratds—for (his 15 the Palestinian
buse which lsrael must break o it is to con-
trol the puerrilla forces m the south.

Buoits m Berrut that the pressure is muost
relentiess. tere the Isruelis are present—
though 1w dilferent form. They have armed
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the fascist militas of the Maromte
community—the Karaeh ot Bashir Gemayel
who claim to represent the Christian com-
munity of Lebanon and the “destiny’ of the
[.ebanese naton,

Their claim 15 feeble, The Maronite com-
munity is divided into warring sections. In
the north of Iebanon Maromte leader
Franjiech—Gemayel’s  hitter  enemy-—1s
meeting Lebanese lefusts to form a front
against the Karaeb. In Beirut and the south
as many as fifty per cent of the Patestinian
movement’s fighters arc themselves Lebao-
nese. Many are Christians.

But for Israel it is important Lo maintaen
the illusion that Gemayel and his tricnds are
true representatives of an Independent
[.ebanon, and that the Ziomsts” task 15 to
defend them against the *genocidal” attacks
of the murderous Palestinians and [Lebanese
left.

It is not so simple. For vears the lsrachs
have armed the Karaehn These lascists—who
originated withthe Phalanee Tormed in the
19305 an the European models of Italy and
Spaln—possess the most up-to-date heavy
weapons., They daily shell the Palestunian
camps and densely packed areas o Woest
Beirut,

The fascists” lavourite weapon 1y the
phosphorus bomb, Hlegal nnder the Goneva
Convention, but cagerly supplicd by Lsrael,
this loathsome object is Tunginto the streets
of West Beirut where it detonares o spray
phosphorus which like napalm adheres and
constmes all 1t touches.

On May 1&th the tascists for the first fime
shelled the Patestinsan district ol Fakani—
‘headquurters® of the Patestinian revoluuon.
Their phosphorus shells memerated seven
cary. Four of the occupants were tried alive.
Passcrs-hy were ignited and ran screaming
and burning, helpless to brush off the flames
which consumed them. Friends looked onin
terror. Then as they rushed forward to heip
survivors a carefully-calculated second bat-
tery of shells telt within vards of the hirst
exlOsLOns.

“What can we do? asks a Palestinian doc-
tor, ‘we tell the peaple, do wret go into the
sireet and pick up the injured. You must
wait, 1t is terrible but you must wait, OFf
course, they never can. So maore die. The
fasctsts know exactly what they are dotng.’

Grief

There is 2 siren in the street outstde. Com-
mandos rush for their guns, Surely the fas-
cists are not dere? 11 o1s a funeral, A
commando has been killed in yesterday’s
attacks. An ambulance carries his open cof-
firr. hehind three Land Rovers with armed
fahters of his party, a jcep carrying a heavy
machine gun and the red party thag,

The wvictim's mother and brother are
hestde themselves with griel. This s the
tourth son, his the fourth brother to be lost.
The mother eollapses. friends hold down the
voung commando  who 15 shaking with
anger and distress, Even here, where death s
expreted. onlookers cry openty. Nobody
can eserve o tourth son killed.

There is the sound of rocket launchers
projecting their missiles away to the East,
We know what it means. Palestinians are
shooting back—the fascists in turn will
reply. The dreadtul attack and counter-
attack goes on. At night no part ot north
west Beirul is safe. The shells and rockets—
hundreds of them, will whistle and crash
along the front line. In the month of May
300 were killed and 1000 injured in Beirut
alone. Most casualties were in the west, but
from the heights above Beirut, at Aley,
Palestinian and Syrian gunpers can also
create havoc in the Maronite areas.

The daily pressure in Lebanon 1s appal-
ling. Everyone is under pressure, but as
usual it is the Palestinians who are made 1o
suffer most. Since expelling them from
Palestine in 1948 the Israelis have maintai-
ned a continuous offensive. Palstinian
camps in the south are under permanent
attack.

In 1974 the Israchs completely destroyed
the camp at Nabatiyyeh, 12,000 were made
homeless, hundreds were killed. This camp
is now an overgrown wreck, a graveyard tor
those whose bodies were never found. BEve-
rything in it has been smashed.

At Rashidivyeh camp, near the border
with 1srael, more than half the 22,000 1inhab-
itants have left since the lsraeli invasion of
1974%. Still the Israelis bomb the camp—in
every  street there are the remains of
recentiy-destroyed homes. Just a few kito-
metres from ‘Hadadlangd®, Rashidivyeh s
also open to the lascist shelling. The camp s

.8 5Sccializst Review

ke




NEWS & ANALYSIS

dotted with underground bunkers. "We
spend half cur hves down there’, savs a
Palestinian woman, "but we're not gowng to
go. Let them come here. We are waiting tor
them. They have been chasing us for sixty
years. We won’t go, you now. We shall fight
them. They took our land, we shall fight
them',

The [srachis aim o squeeze and sgueeze
the Palestintans. Already they have restric-
ted the Palestinian resistance to the south
and west of Lebanon. Their overwhelming
mitttary force, theti. American weaponry,
means that in direct confrentation they can
in the end always beat down the Palestinian
guerrilas. |

In Rashidiyveh,.in Nabatiyveh, in Beirut
the Palestinians do. nat give up. Theyv are
proud of their intraasigence, proud of the
way-in which, in 1978, a few hundred fight-
ers beld off the 33.000 invaders with their
tanks and aircratt, Fordays the Israclis were
unable to despatch the guerrilla force.

Today the Palestinians are better armed,
better trained. Will Israel invade again? Are
the Zionists prepared 1o accept the bloody
batile, the many deaths of their young sol-
diers which will result? Their mania to crush
the Palestinians suggests that sooner orlater
they will. Will they go on, as Begin pronses,

Why has there yet been no 1981 Middle East
wat? All the inpredients are there, but so far
Isragl, which traditionally imitiates such
conflicts, has held back.

- The lsraeli leaders are convinced that it is
time 1o again prove their military “invincibil-
1ty" 1n the region. Since being caught unpre-
pared in 1973, their strategists have been
seeking 4 chance to make a decisive strike—
they hope to prove to their American pat-
rons (hat they are indeed the West's most
secure and reitable ally.

Credibility

With & new US pressidemt 1o ottice, the
need bas become even more pressing, and so
in April Begin prompted his allies 1n
Lebanon-—the fascist milittas ol the
Kagiaeh—into an attack on an important
route under the control of the Syrian forces.

Begin's short-term aims seem to have
been unclear—a tact which has not helped
his own credibelity. Bul 1t seems that in the
long term he hoped to force the Synans o
climb down trom their postion of domi-
nance in Eebanon, to link up his (ascist allies
in the north and far south of the country,
and to move again against the Palestinian
resistance.

Begin, and doubtless some of his Penta-
gon advisors, had miscalculated. The Rus-
sians have long been eager to strengthen
their own shaky position in the region, and
are equally eager (o impress the new Ameri-
can president. Moscow encouraged the
Syrian forces with a guarantee of unlimited
military support. The KRaraeh were soon
smashed, and retired to their mountain
bases. For the first time in years an Arab
state had responded to [sraeh aggression in
Kind.

Begin replied by upping the stakes—

to *eliminate the Palestimans’ This 1s the
logic of their record of repression over sixiy
vears.

Uniil now, there 15 no war. Bat the raids
continue, the gunboats, the helicopters, the
bombers are active each day and each night,
somewhere 1o Lebanon, Where the Israehs
do not yet feel confident to reach, their fri-
ends the Karaeh dutifully perform for them,

‘Stull the Palestinians do not surrender
their hopes, nor do they sink into the sorry
racism of which the Israehs are guilty.

*No, we have nothing against Jewish peo-
ole’, the fighter in Rashadiyyeh insists.
‘Naorhing We are not fighting Jews, though
Begin wants the world to believe we are. We
are hghting Zionism-—that means we are
[ighting imperiahsm, the United States, its
friends, their obsessieon with controlling this
part of the world, its oil, the Arab countries.”

‘1 am sorry for the Zionists, [am sorry for
the fascists. These fascists are nothing with-
cut the Israelis standing behind them.
[.ebanon 1s not our country, but while we
arc nere the Lebanese people are our ailies.
We have something 1n common—as long as
[srael exists we shall have to hght—
together.’

Lights appear off the beach. The gunboat
starts 1ts nightly patrol,

Middle East end game?

shooting down two Syrian helicopters. With
the new sell-confidence born of super-power
backing, Syria introduced SAM missiles and
Begin's bluff was called again.

He was 1n a cleft stick. By making the
Syrian pnssiles his propaganda target, he
felt obhiged to remove them. To strike them
out meant risking a dangerous counter-
strtke by Syria into Israel,—and perhaps
all-out war. With an election just weeks
away, with the opportunist Israeli opposi-
tion already labelling him the *war-monger’,
Begin dare not risk the gamble.

In Syria, president Assad is delighted with
the course of events, Like Begin he has the
problem of growing internal opposition, in
particular 1n the shape of the [slamic fun-
damentalist Muslim  Brotherhood. His
‘national mobilisation® against the [srael
wadr threat has helped to ward off the resent-
ment aganst the Alawite minority ruling
faction.

Internationally too, Begin seems to have
done Assad an important favour. Syria has
been 1ncreasingly isolated in the Arab
world, the only apparently senous ‘confron-
fation’ state opposing Israel. Suddenty
Assad has new friends. Saudi Arabia and
Kuwait have sent messages of support. Hus-
sein of Jordan has travelled to Moscow to
endorse the Syrian-Kussian alliance. Libya
hay piaced its forces *at Syria’s disposal’. At
a stroke Begin has at least temporarily reu-
nited the Arab states in oan altliance that
[srael had spent so many years reducing.

[t is not the case that Assad’™s motives are
untlenushed. His ambitions in Lebanon are
quite cynical. In 1976 he invaded 'on behalf
of' the Palestimansg, only 1o round on them
and attempl to smash their movement with
the greatest brutality. Today he needs the
Palestinians and Iebanese left. When his
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project for a Lebanon under his control rea-
ches a new stage, he will again turn to des-

troy these ‘friends’.

While Begin hcsitates, the Israeli forces
maintain thewr daily attacks on Palestinian
and leftist areas. This at least, he hopes, ¢an
provide some evidence that his promised
elimination’ of Palestimians in Southern
Lebanon s going ahead. But the Palestinian
forces are responding. More rockets have
falien in *Hadadland® and in- lsrael proper
near Kiryat Shemona. This evidence of
Palestinian intransigence does not fit well
with his clection promises.

Chessboard

Begin would dearly love to imvade and
crush the Fedayeen, He knows that now this
ts no easy task, A nuge invasion force will be
necessary—at least the 33 400 used in 973,
For, now there are more Palestinian and
leftist commandos. Their weapons are are
more numerous, more sophisticated. Their
lorces are skilled and mobile—as the Israelis
discovered to their cost last time round. And
there 1 no gudarantee any such strike would
not seoner or later lead Israel into conflict
wth Syria, thereby again posing Begin with
his problem of the missiles and an open war
with Assad backed by the Arab states, and
of course, Russia.

This 1s the usual chessboard pattern of
Middle East polities. Bur this time round if1s
taking a torm the Americans deo not like.
Saudi pressure on Washington 1s particu-
larly telling, and the Habub ‘shuttle” is moti-
vated by American uncertainty that Israel
could strike gquickly and etfectively enough
to crush Svrna and the Palestimans before
the Arab states were genuinely tnvolved. In
addition the shadow of the Krembin plan-
ners hangs over all the Pentagon™s analysis.

Here is Begin's dilemma. He must prove
hus military effectiveness to persuade the
United States 1o arm and finance 1srael. Yet
[sraet’s loss of military credibility means
that the US will not yet allow Israel to strike
out with impunity. Before long [srael must
resolve the problem. The odds are that the
traditional Zionist methods will again be
used, that Lebanon, and ot course the Pales-
tinians, will be the victims, But already the
strike against Syria has been costly, How
much more can lsrael attord?
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Leadmg London Ieftwards’?

Labour’s victories at the local clections have been seen by the press as a precursor of what

could happen nationally as the tide of Bennism rises within the Labour Party. Nowhere has this

heen more so than in London, where, the day after the defeat of the Turies, the Lahour group

on the GL.C threw out its own old right wing leadership. Many on the left are sayving this proves

the value of working inside the Labour Party. We disagree. But the arguments raised by the

left's victory ure important, and so we sent Pete Goodwin and Chris Harman to find out from

the new leader of the GL.C. Ken Livingstonc, what the left expect to achieve. We hope our
readers will let us know their views for the next issue?

We've had the experience in Camden, and in
[.ambeth of lefl councitlors coming to power
with the best intentions and soon finding
themsclves so circumscribed by the govern-
ment’s financial regulations, that they end up
not only having to implement the cuts, but
forcing up rents and rates as well. Do you
think you can avoid this at all in the GLC?
We try to avoid people rushing away with
the 1dea that this s a revolutionary council
thut's going ta bring down the government
or transtorm lile in London,

We've set out sights very much tower. We
haven't been ahictoavoidtherhetoricot the
Tory press, convincing cvervone that 1t's
revolutionary. But certainly in dealing with
the left press we've tried too make it clear
what the position <. OF the fitty Labour
mcmbers, twenly to twenty four could be
deseribed as lelt, and the remainder breah
down pretry welt equally. about ten people
on the ideotogical right and the rest in the
centre of the party,

What wa have got here s broad oty
withm the tabowr group, arcund g commit-
ment o implement the manifesto, The
manilesto s not revolutionary Hicscarred
ol it will he amagorbreakthrough, because
i simple reformst terms it wiil be a bold
step Torward, 1 is o step that a capitalist
seciely could bive with—wouldn™ ke, bur
could live with, Most of the things 1o {ha
minitesto have been done somewhere else,
usially under govermments which are 1o
sense socialist.

But i’ takiny the whole package toge-
ther, plus the tact that the media and the
Tories detect thut we have o Libour group
witladetermmatien boearry iteut da el

quite unusual in Labour Party terms)which
has giventhe GLC ¢lection result the signifi-
cance the media have attached 1ot

But we are trying to avord the sort of
aver-enthustasm that there was in Lambeth.
Bear in mind that Lambethtook place at the
time of a Labour government. They didn’t
work a strategy for what they should doin
the advent ot a Tory government unut after
it happencd. They've spent two  vear:
detendingthe present level ol service, so thai
no-one’s seen anyvthing improving—thing
have been getting progressively waorse, anc
the rates have massively gone up.

Wo're committed to obvious, noticeable
Improvements in service, so perhaps we're
in a slightly easier position in defending a
rute merease. But also what’s happened
during the campatgn is that forthetirsttime
labour Party activists have been out onthe
doorsteps 10 a big way discussing (he qucs-
non of rates and services with the public.
And that campaign has clearly changed the
perception ol the Labour Party about the
lssue ol Tales.

[ mysctl teel that perhaps the only reason

why the Lambeth results were so had is the

supplementary rate—Lambeth  Council
woere forced into making a supplementary
rate 1 a rushed Fashion, uaplanned. with-
out any way of discussing 11 with people
betorchand or mvolving the movement.
Clearly n
peaple 1o be confused abouat where the
hlame for the present conditions hes: whe-
ther ol was wholly with the government, or
the council, or whatever, In an area hike
mine 0 Paddington, where there was the
wime red seare and rates scare, simply

Lambeth that caused a lot of

because everyone has lived under Tory
councils for as long as they can remember,
there was no diltusion of the responsibility
for the crisis, People voted overwhelmingly
Labour. in the face of the most incredibte
publicity from the Tories. because there you
haven't had a Labour council trying to pro-
tect them from the eltects of government
palicy. So the issue was sharp and clear.

Now the lessons [ lake from that are that
we've got to get 1t across that rate increases
ate very much a last resort measure—they
have to be used simply to delend the pro-
gramme. Instead ol approaching the thing
in a defensive way we have to argue the
offensive  against  the government, 1o
demand the restoration of the money that’s
heen cul from the government, (0 puton the
spot the individual Tory MPs tor L.ondon
who voted to cut rate support grant lor
E.ondon and tobringhome topeoplethatall
the rate increasesthey’ve hadin Londonthes
vear are solely the response the government
policy,

Take away inflation and debtcharpesand
the switch ol resources from London and
no-one would have had a rate inerease, All
the three factors that have increased the
rates arc  centrally  determined by
government,

Don't you still think that the danger is that
you'll get through a few improvements, which
will certainby be very popular. Then afer a
couple of years it will be like it is in most long
established L.ahour boroughs in London—
funtastic cvnicism among ordinary working
class peaple about the L.abour council, the
councitlors heing remote from them, and the
rate increases hitting them just as hard as rent
increases used to?

To succeed in carrying Landoners with us
we've got 1o produce the services. Now, the
key oneis goingto be publictransport. [fwe
cant avold U-turns or defeats on that and
stick to our policy of introducing the initial
fare culs and simplying the system—
improving the number of buses on the
roads—people will percerve that as an
improved public transport service, and, |
think, will detend it in the way they havein
South Yorkshire,

[nSouth Yorkshire you geton thebusand
say Lo people: doyou thingiUsright that you
should be paving these higher rates in order
1o keep fares down: they re over the moon.
delighted to bedoingso. Partotthe prablem
in Lambeth was that having led the hght,
when it was lorced to back down Lambelh
did o forcuts, [think thut was 2 mistake. [t
woutd have heen betier (o go for an even
larger rate increase and avold any ol the
CUls,

50 vou wouldn’t envisage any circumslances
in which it would be correct (o go for main-
taining services but having no rate increases?
You mean the bankruptoy option, as Ted
calls 1t.

Yes,

Clearly
youare in the sortol siiation where the dite
ol the government s threatened and that by

taking that option you can provicde another

tuctor into bringing down the government.
Bit short ol that. no. because vou're m o

there would be o circumstanee —it
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pasition where the government has alt the
cards in its hands, That bankruptey option
15 ¢redible when you've got trade union and
mass support, But when the government
1511t threatened with defeat, to take that
option merely opens the wavtor the govern-
ment 1o set you aside.

Hescltine will be making some move
against overspending councils againsoon——
the possibthity s they'llintroduce a limit on
rate increases mn the industrial sector, or a
limit on rate increases generally, Clearly the
government’s not happy to see the rates
option used. They have no doubt in their
mund which opuon most benefits their class,
We shouid not have any doubt 1in our mind
that the rate increase opuon does benetit
our class, certanly in Landon, rather than
cutling services. '

W called meetings in Kilburn ward
{which [ represented on Camden council)in
the run-up to this year’s rate debate and sand
to them: Look, the options before us are
either redunduncics in the building depart-
ment and cuts, or d massive rate increase,

We had unanimous support-—nobody
was n favour of cuts and redundancics as
the alternanve. [ think working class people
have a much greater degree ol sophistica-
tion about what a Labour council and the
[abour Party can achieve in a capitalist
society than most of the lefl groupings give
them credit tor,

You do tend to get a 1ot of populist reac-
tion because people percewve a lot of waste
within the council bureaucracy. That™s why
we've set out here tn all our pronounce-
ments to make it quite clear we donotseean
imcrease incentrat burcaucracyasoneofour
obectives. We believe we have to be cleary
rdenubied with cutting out all the opulence
and chautteur-driven cars and municipal
bean-teasts, seeing trips abroad as synony-
muous with councillors.

Overapertod ot ttme, it a Labour GLC 1y
dentilied with the mdustrial struggles that
take place in London, the deteats that we
will sulter should not break the ink between
the working class and the Labour Party,
shouldn™  lead to cynicism. ordinary
L.abour voters do not expet that electing a
Labour GLC 15 going (o produce some sort
of heaven on earth in London. They jusi
expect us tofight as hardas we canto detend
their interests as best we can.

We've gone through sixty years of the
mostappalling leadershiplocally and natio-
nally inthe Labour Party. Now that is begin-
ning to change. We had, in parliamentary
terms, this drift of people who went trom
comfortable upper middle-class  homes
through university into the PLPund had no
connection with the working class whatsoe-
ver, On locul councils all these old munici-
pal deadheads—because the left never
cansidered councils with interest—got on
there and bullt up their hittle empires,
enjoyved the comlorts of being on the coun-
ctd, loved the status, —these are the people
we're now shaking out, But I don™ belisve
that they were all hittle Ken Livingstones
and Ted Knights when they were in their
early twenties and that somechow they've
been lost. |

I thaink there are ditterent people coming
inte the party now, people who have had a
majority on the regronal executive,

So what would you say to theelaim, I think it
was in the Times, that of the new people
elected to the Labour GLC, there are only
three people who immediately prior to the
elections had been manual workers? That fits
in with our impression that the bulk of the
people are lower professionals, cspecially
people professionally involved in local
government work, social workers, commun-
ity workers, and so on.

It depends how you define class. Many of

the clements that you would consider most
important to have removed from the party
are those that have the skilted manual back-
ground, peoplethat have beenproviding the
404 ot the Parltamentary Labour party,
which 15 lebby todder for the leadership,
who've arrived 1n parhamem as their
reward for years of hard work in the local

factory, or whatever, They are not necessir-

ily, Just beeause ob their factory back-
ground, likety to be radical.

The incoming group is, [ think, fundam-
entally working class. Now, it may bethat a
lot of them are in non-manual work or
protessions, but then there aren’t many
manual worker professions jeft in London.
The skilled working class have long since
gone. What you've gotin London isa popu-
lation that works in service industries and
public administration, which 1s where the
shift 1o the lelt 10 trade unionism has come
over the last ten years. These are very much
post-1968 10 terms of the tormative kev
torms of political experiencesand [ perceive
those people as working class. The fact that
4 lot of them have gone to university docs
ot disqualily them.

You talked about the Labour group on the
council supporting industrial struggles, and
winning further support through that, How
would yvou envisape that?

Well, that’s really something that comes
lrom the book Red Bologna. which most of
the incoming members seem to have read
and taken a lot ol lessons {rom. In Bologna,
in any industrial struggte, the local council
ouis the tacilities ol the council at the use of
the strikers and is down thereon picket lines
with them and so on. lfthergisanindustoal
dispute in London andthercare GLC tacili-
ties that can be used Tor the hbenetit of stn-
kers they'll be made available, Mike Ward 15
setling up a trade unlon resource cenfre
which will provide support and extra back-
ground research facilities for London trade
unions and particularly concentrate on
those areas where trade unions  are
wedakest—in service industrics, tourism and
SO 0.

['ve beenstruck by some ot the letters I 've
had in Irom ordinary party members, who
are just delighted to see the lett has won
something at tast—nol people who've been
terribly active—people whao've stopped mc
m the street and congratulated me, and so
an, It has gotthrough to a proporuon of the
population that there's been a break-
through here, and this has been very well
recelved.

We will fight on a whole range of issues
right the way through, but we are not going
to throw ourselves like kamikaze pilots, us
Ted Knight's fond of saying, into situations
which are hopeless or for which there isn't
popular support. We'll try and choose the

INTERVIEW
ground n 4 way that actually benehits us
rather than the government.

Now, our scope in all this is limited; the
government 15 In g position 1o be able to
chause most of the ground on which it will
move dagainst us. Bul we will be tighting.
We're curently convening meetings inevery
horough to discuss how we should imple-
ment the fures cuts, We're producing our
own GLC free giveaway newspaper, which
will go 1o every household mm London
explaining the stand we're making,

We'll also use that newspaper (0 camn-
paign round issues which go beyond just the
scate ol what this building 1sresponsible tor,
The ethiie minorities CoOmMmItics we've set
up will use the newspaper to explain our

Capposttion to the Nationality Bidl, to urge

people o write and complain to their MPs
about it

The real disagreement between us is that you
end up having a cheice between being the
people who actually do the dirty work for the
government, perhaps a bit nicer than a Tory
¢council would, or you end up in a Clay Cross
or a Poplar situation, and the attempts to
skat¢e between the two, which is what Ted
knight's been (rving to do, are not very
saccessful,

My record s that  don't mind, as in the 35
hourweek 7£60 minimumwagerow at Cam-
den, taking a risk and trving to break
through that system and its constraints. But
YOu want some guarantee, some chance of
success, Now, | don’l perceive, as you
clearly do, that rates are just downg the dirty
work —~of the government. The London
Chamber of Commerce goes screaming
bananas at the thought of it—which is why
they're 1in and out ol Heseltine's office
demanding that he stops us using the tutes
opuan. Anvtlungthattakes £2 7 million out
ol the city of London every time we put a
penny on the rates s net perceived as a
betrayal ot the working class in the City of
London,

Some people would arzue that vou may take
inout of the City of London but that you put it
siraight back in—30% of the GLC income
cocs back in interest payments,
Well, convinee the City of that, Part of the
problem s thuat o lot ol the tendencies on the
lett, it a desire to mamtam theirown credi-
bility when they re outside the main stream
of the movement, always have to hind an
sstie on which tiwey cun ditferentiate them-
sebves Irom the lelt withinthe Labour Party.
The rates ssue has been used in that way
quite cynically by some ot the Left tenden-
cies 1t an attempt to say the Labour Purty
are betraying.

| have netlnng but contemptior those left
tendencies whoe have sought really o go
over Tod Knmiphtand attack [Lambeth, while
bypassing the appaltingly nght-wing coun-
crltors that have passed aneverycurin order
to keep the rates down rnight the way across
London, One would almaost have the feehing
that there was onlyonecouncibin London—
it was Lambeth and that was-the centre of
the tight. { think that's been very counter-
productive. and 1 think thart reftects the
bankrupicy ol sume oithe tendencies an the
lett, nn eir own destre to ey and recrutt
members i the mostevinaal way,

#ﬁw R Tt . T
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Nato's spending spree

Admmiral ot th Fleet of theSoviet Navy, 5G
Gorshkov, 15 not a figure familiar to most
readers of this magazine. Sergel Gorshkov
became an admirat at the age of 31, com-
mander of the Russian fleet at 46, That was
25 vears ago.

Since then he has become probable the
maost admirable admiral in the view of the
Royal Navy; for he has done all that they
would like to do. The Russtan navy has
emerged from being an almost insignificant
force to being the second-largest 1n the
world (second to the US of course}—more
than 300 submarines, 37 crusers, 75 des-
trovers...a vast array of boats capable of all
sorts of combined operations.,

Sergel Gorshkov did not appear perso-
nally in the.muddle of the *great defence row”
that conrvulsed the Tortes recently, But 1 1s
the combincd respect and lear thal the
Britsh admirals have 1or his Neet which led
to their outrage when they heard that ther
government might he going to cut back on
some of their precious surface ships, in order
to spend the vast increases in the UK detence
budget on other armaments. Most notable

pocket history of the
labour movement In
Britain, written by Steve
Cherry, Norwich SWP,
125 pages, only £1.
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on the Trident nuclear project, the cost of

which began at £5 billion, has now reached
at least £6 billion, and 15 widely estimated to
he eventually aboul £1{0 billion.

If anvone was more cutraged than the
admirals and the Tory nnght-wing—those 10
the nght of Thatcher, 1o be perfectly clear
about 1t—i1t was the Labour Party. The
House of Commons dchate on detence on
19720 May saw many impassioned speeches
by Labour MPs against the waste of the
Trident project, the horror of nuclear weap-
onry, even the need tor unilaieral
disarmament—hut nothing about the fleet
except prase and a desire 1o prescrve ‘Bri-
tain’s maritime strength and our national
detences.’

Labour MPs pursuing this line stretched
right over from the ill-named James Wellbe-
toved to Stuart Hoelland. They all had one
common underlying theme, sometimes
stated overtly, somes implied, that the point
of nuclear disarmament—uniiaterat or
multilateral—is 1o preserve and improve the
imtegrity and conventional weaponry of the
British armed forces,

Stwart Holland even suggested that it
would have been easier for the US to inter-
vene directly in Afghamstan 1f 1t had not
been *muscle-baund by nuclear power.” Bob
Cryer {another member of the Bennite-
Marxist factton of the Labour Parly, to usc
the Welibeloved phrase) said: *Of course, we
shall prescrve our conventional {orces. Of
course, we shall preserve defence taciltticsin
Britain. We shall do so, so that we may use
these conventional lorces if and when the
need arises.’

These constant protestations of Labour
loyvalty to Britain’s established armed torces
and tw NATO, which were repeated

throughout the debatc in parhament, are
extraordinary in the light of the recent
defence while: paper, its statements about
the tole of conventional lorces and the cost
of modern non-nuciear weaponry.

It you look at the total cost of defence, the
strategic nuclear force—ie Polarts and Vul-
can bombers—in itself takes ‘only™ 2.2 per
cent of the budget. The navy takes 13.6 per
cenl. European theatre ground forces rake
in 15.3per cent.Naturally, this 15 a shightly
bogus argument. Decfence expenditure
cannot really be separated out so neatly, and
the nuclear weapons deployed by Britam
(rather than hy US forces in Britain) are
nearly all closely integrated with parts of the
navy, Nevertheless, the economic argu-
ments which Labour uses about defence are
simply wrong.

In poilitical terms they arc cven more dis-
astrous. First of all there 1s the argument
about spending more on the navy, the air
force, ete., to “preserve British industry” and
jobs, Labour MDs trom shipbulding areas,
notably the Lower Clyde, Tyneside and Bar-

L3

row, are now calling lor massive warship

~expenditure to kecp British Shipbuilders

alloal.

The sums thvolved are colossal. The cost
of one nuclear powered submarine (whale-
ver its armamentyis £175 million. The latest
type 22 trigates cost £128 million each. A
ming counter-measures vessel costs £30 mil-
lion. The projected cost ot a Tornado
aircraft—the main  replacement for the
RAF—is about £14.5 million. As aresult the
amounis taken trom the tax paid by British
workers to pay British military contractors
5 enormous.

Labour is caught in a central contradic-
tion over detence——one which 15 going to
become much worse in July when the
government actually announces its restruc-
turing of defence expenditure.

It cannot call imto guestion the *blocs of
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terror’, NATO and the Warsaw Pact,

because the different factions think, in diffe- -

rent ways, that both are necessary and,
indeed, desirable. [t cannot call for real cuts
in defence spending—the place where they
would have to hit hardest would by the navy
and the RAF (assuming the Tories themsel-
ves cut expenditure on British forces in Ger-
many, which s probable). Worse, the
[.abour Party 1s by implication wedded to
the central NATO role for British military
forces, the control of the Greenland/Faroes
sea entry into the North Atlantic.

This 15 again because of their passion for
the navy, and the fact that by treaty with the
US, 80 per cent of this North Atlantic
defence is controlled by the UK. This partic-
ular requirement has, incidentally, had ano-
ther effect, Tt is that the British navy is
almost incapable of operating at full stretch
in the North Sea and the Channel—
supposing such a thing were necessary—
because the majority ot surface ships are
unsuitable. Not only do the needs of the
Western Alliance and conventional warfare
in the nuclear age demand huge expendi-
ture: they are also incredibly specialised
needs.

The essentital difficulty tor the British rul-
ing class and its governments —Tory and
Labour— i dealing with arms expenditure
1s that costs arc now escalating so rapidly
and strategic demands for integration have
become paramount,

The balance of nuclear torces as such—
‘catching up’ with the Russians—is not the
main issue—despite what the Tories and the
Lbour right-wing say. A paper by the head
af the International Institute for Strategic
studies given to the Trilateral Commission
last yearsiarted from the premise that ‘in the
nuclear strategic field, a rough balance ot
forces...exists. There are no doubl asymme-
iries between the Soviet and and the Ameri-
can strategic effort, These would tend, in the
first years of the decade, 1o give the USSR
certain theoretical advantages through the
vulnerabihity of US land-base intercontinen-
tal mussiles; in the second half ot the decade,
however, new US strategic programmes—if
they are implemented-—will not only neutra-
lise that Soviet advantage but actualiy pro-
vide the US with a clear measure of strategic
advantage over the Soviet Union.”

This passage is guoted at length because it
shows what liars we have as rulers. The 118§
i1s thier think tank; they know what it savs is
true. The propaganda about a Russian lead
15 designed to provide a cover for a massive
Increase in defence spending throughout the
whole of the capitalist world, by three per
cent a year 1n rea! terms {on top of inflation)
each year.

But this extra expenditure is not particu-
larly of their choosing: it is the logical exten-
sion of what went before, massive
imvestment in nuclear arms systems and
their conventional back-up systems which
have become increasingly specialised,
sophisticated and costly. And as arms have
become more and more costly, the world
cconomy has moved into recession; expen-
sive weaponry has become a terrible burden
on the weaker economies, particularly Bri-
tain, 4s it has on Russia and the Easern bloc,

Britain under the Tortes is now commit-
ted to arms spending of approximately £75
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billlon at current prices in the period to 1986
because of the joint agreement recently sig-
ned by NATO defence ministess, Russia is
currently spending about 13 per cent ol the
country’s cntire out-put on arms; the US
plans  to  ncrease its 1980-81  arms
expenditure—38142.7 billion—by 17 percent
in two vears: 3200 million a year. give or
take a few dozen miltion.

It 15 the scale of this expenditure which
has led the Tories 1o look at how they can
restructure within even their vastly increa-
sed budget: if they do not, the total cost will
he even greater. Because defence costs are
rising 1 a virtually uncoentrollable way, Lthe

government 15 forced to look Tor wavs al

making culs in ceriain areas while niaintain-
ing the commitment to NATO to increase
real spending by three per cent a year.
July’s defence review will attempt to do
this tor the period up 10 1990, [t has to look
as far ahead as this—without the govern-
menl having a clue what will happen in six

months time, let alone ten vears—because of

the time it takes to plan, build and put new
weaponry into the field.

This will i itself lead to ludicrous deci-
swns, To quote just one example, given by
Tory Defence Secrctary, John Nott, the
anti-submarine warfare aircraft carriers,
which are stll undergoing trials are now
deemed to be irrelevant. ‘1 do not believe,”
said Mr Nou, ‘that we would order them if
we were making the decision today. Times
hae changed. However, [ am going to the
launching of the Ark Rovyal.’

The Tories have now realised—probably
better than the Labour Party—the mess that
arms expenditure has got mto. Tt is fantuasti-
cally difficult for the NATO powers to plan
ahiead and to integrate their forces (as the
Warsaw Pact does, hecause the Russiins
control 1t rigidiy). So they are having 1o
spend more and more, often in competition
with each other, for lucrative ‘third world'
contracts, and are cnormously vulnerable to
unforesecn events, The fall of the Shah for
example, meant that the cost of (he new UK
Challenger battle tank (initial order £350
million) has fallen much more heavily on the
British defence budget.

There are some conclusions o be drawn
from this mess. First the amazing dishonesty
the Tories are engaged in. This has been
pointed out elsewhere in this article: & more

sinister example concerns nuclear strategy. |
Compare these two quotes: |

Selective air attack with nuclear weap-
NS against spectic targets might be
necessary 1o demonstrate pohitical will
and to tnduce. an opponent to stop
aegression.”

“Theadea that any Western democralic -
nation could conceive of Trident or any
ather nuclear weapon as being required
tor “war fighting’ is too lanciful tor
words,”

Fhe lirst 15 the defence white paper: the
second s John Nort,

Sccondly, the defence debate really does
show up he Labour Party—and especially
the Labour lett—as reformist cretins. Their
entire approach 1s o protect the armed ser-
vices @y ther are al all costs; to bolster up
their power: to reinforce the arms race in
copventiondl weapons, while saving that
they support untlateralism.

Above all they do nol want to question
why NATO exists and why the Warsaw Pact
extsts. They goalong with the system: evenit
11 means reinforomg those sections of the
torces hke the marines, the paras, parts of
the navy which are specifically designed for
counter-insurgency and repression.

Often these artitudes are covered up—
somelimes, Lo be charitable, perhaps they |
are unconscious. The most pitiful spectacte
15 4 [Lahour MP begging for srore conventio- -
nal arms cxpenditur to “save jobs”. Parl of
the process of technological development in
arms manrtufacture 1s 1o cut jobs, anyway.
The first computertsed factory in Britain is
Normalair-Garrett in Crewkerne. [t makes
bomb release mechanisms for the Tormado.
It emiploves five people.

Mceanwhile, certain Labour MPs are very
goud at putting the CND position in parlia-
ment. The groundswell against nuclear
weapans has clearly zot the Toris worried;
over and overagain they repeat they hate the
bomb and rthat the arms race is mad. They
know they could be on a loser. But for our
purt we cught 1o be putting the argumunts
mare strongly: that the enemy 1s militarism,
that the heht s agaimnst NATO and the War-
<iw Pact and that the solution is internatio-
nal sociabisim.

Erave Beecham
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could have
won

The mighty TGWUL halds its hiennial
conference at the end of this month.
Most of the press discussion on the
event is concerned with whether the

union will back Tony Benn in his fight
for deputy leader of the Labour Party.
But however important this may be,
other struggles are taking place—and
being lost—of immediate relevence to
TGWLU members. At Apsells” brewery
in Birmingham on¢ of the most signifi-
cant struggles against the destruction of
jobhs this vear is threatened with
deleat—because of the role of TGWL
olficials. At Chlorides Gaedor’s distri-
bution depot in Essex, the union seems
fo have given in to the first injunction
actually served under the Tory Employ-
ment Act—despite its conlinual claims
to be opposed Lo the Act. And at Besto-
bell's on Clydeside, union officials
reflused to support an occupation that
was linally smashed when the courts
imposcd fines,

Barry Blinko. a member of the strike
committee, and Sherla MacGregor tell
the story of the Ansells struggle. Then
Christine keonny looks at the issues
behind the Chloride injuctions. Finally,
[Jave Sherry compares the defeat at
Bestobells with the occupation that is
still goinge on al Lece Jeans.
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‘You can overkill
us S0 times,

but we can only
averkilf you

SWP pamphlet by Peter Binns on
the new weapons system and how
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10p postage). Bulk orders £3.25 for
10 post free frem Sacialists
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The first shots 1n the Ansells dispute were
fired 1n January this vear, when manage-
ment introduced a four day week, based on
retaining full production. This was not, us
they claimed, because of falling trade for
local beers, but as a 20%; wage saver, and a
means of carrying out demanning. Despiie
being a poor time of year lor brewery stri-
kes, Franch contidence was high enough for
the membership to vote tostrike on January
141h.

The brewery was 1solated in various wavs

rom the rest of the working ¢lass movement,

The cutbacks i labour, and short-nme
woTking of the previous years had not atfece-
tedd ws, Disputes tended to be short, mainty
one day departmental affairs. Unhke else-
where 1n the Midlands, where workers’
morale had been shattered by deteats.
Ansells workers were confident in their own
ability to win a dispute that could take a
long time. Compare the length of strikes al
Longbridge under threat of sackings, and
that in Ansclls in the same city.

It was quickly realised that there was a
necd to picket. It was decided to cover the
brewery and the two depots, where all the
manual workers were on strike, the wholes-
aters who had supplied the pubs 1in War-
rington with beer during their 13 week sirike
the previous vear, and the major managed
house pubs, '

This strategy was imtally successiul
within its own hhmits. The wholesaters arran-
ged for the preckets to moenitor beer from the
inside rather than have all their becr stopped
(a sign of weakness on the part of the stn-
kers). 1t was also difftcult tor the pubs to get
deliveries and the majority staved dry. The
TGWLU managers of the pubs supported the
strike at this stage.

Pleiegations were arranged by the SWE1to
g to Manchester and London. These trips
had a profeund influence on the four delega-
tes where they were introduced to new 1deas.
The SWP argued that the fight had w be
extended bevond Ansells to Allied Brewe-
ries as a whote, that the days of winning
against local management had long gone
and the struggle had tobetaken into the rest
of the working class movement. The SWFP
also argued that the strike had to be orga-
nised properly with a strike commitiee and
that lfund raising needed 1o be a prionity with
delegations sent oul all over the couniry,

As a result of such discussions, a strike
committee was set upand 4 decision made 1o
picket the Burton brewery, but after the
intervention of the branch chairman four
days tater this vote was reversed, 5-4. This
was a turning point an the dispute. It was
early enough m the dispute {3th weck) tor
the involvement and contidence of the pick-
ets tor be high enough l'or a picket on Burton
to he elffective. Things were different when
the decision was retaken over cight weeks
lutter.

The mamn activity, apart trom the pub
picketing, was dealing with the trade union
burcaucracy, and, atter the company had
announced the closure of the brewery on 9
February, involving local MPs and coun-
cillors, Regional Secretary Brian Mathers

s CeRt LA Birmingham's bitter men

and Divisional Officer Doug Fairburn toed
AT Twio mass meetngs to get the members’
agreement to end the dispute, Both times
they failed miserably with almost unani-
mous  decisions to contnue the fight.
Mathers told a local TGWLU steward “The
TGWU has never won a light against clo-
surc and Ansells is not going 1o be the first.”
l.aocat  Counciliors™ support lor Aston
Brewery (the brewery not the jobs) and local
MPs" meetings with management did not
help the dispule but rather wended to deflect
it into lobbyving or pettioning rather than
picketing. The tact that the strike leadership
were prepared to allow this diversion is ano-
ther indication of their weakness.

Because of the otficial union’s inactivity
in helping to win the strike. a delegation
from the strike committee went to meet Alex
Kitsop, the TGWLU Deputy General Secre-
tary, who stated that the unions were not In
the business of selling jobs.

Six days later, at a crucial mecung of the
TGWIUU pub managers, who had received an
ultimarum lrom Ansells to reopen with scab
heers, [doug Fawbhurn retused to allow a
vole and indicated the managers should
reopen, His reasoning was based on the fact
that many of the managers had left the
TOGWU and joined the National Assoctation
ol Licensed House Managers in order 1o be
able 1o reopen. Another imdication that
picketing the consumers, not the producers
of the product, was g mistake.

The strike commetee decided to picket
another Allied brewery. A strike bulletin
argucd for a change to this strategy, volun-
teers were pot, and o deciston to pickel Rom-
ford was finally wken on Sunday 22nd
Muarch.

The TGWL ofticials broke the picketing
at Romford, by declaring that the strike was
only officiat 1n Region 5 and that drivers
should theretore cross the hines. 13rivers who
would have respected the picket fine i the
area were afraid o Tor fear of losing thesr
tobs and not getting union backing if they
did, Finally Terry Austin, Region § district
officer, instructed the pickess 1o return from
Romiord an the basis of a deal done with his
counterpart in Region 1. He threatened that
the strike would lose its official statusafl the
pickets did not return.

On Priday March 27th. the delegates’
mecting of Allied Breweries finally took
pluce, carefully supervised by TGWL off-
clals, This meeting agreed only that the
other browenes woultd do nothing to under-
mine the stnke and would not supply beer
tntor the area!

Meanwhile Alex Kitson mel the brewery
without suceess and we were told rthat i any
other brewery came out on strike it would
immediately be made olticial, The impres-
sjon wis 2iven that any escalation of the
dispute would find otticial favour, A turther
branch mecting again voted overwhelms-
igly on Laster Priday tocontinue thestrike
and tostart picketung other hreweries. Based
upan this piekets were sent to Burton and
Romturd on Aprib 23rd.

This picketing was once agam under-
mined by the tull tme officials telting drivers
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Lo tanore the prchet bines this gme because
they were anty official inside Birmingham
(Brrnnngham is o Region 5). Eventually the
Ronford peckets retuened demoralised.

O May 5ththe pickets at Bucton had had
ciurigiy, They occupied Transport Flouse im
West Bromwich, and Kept Mathers and
[Fateburn there for tive hotrs tryving o get a
WTLLTern insraciont o drivers nat to eross the
picket lines. They refused, Their reasons are
revealmg: that the TGWLU did not want an
tnjunction and they were not prepared o
pud the Junds ar risk,

Mathers had alse arveued that the could
DD BIve At s uctian ol oo cross e
prehet Toies He convenmently forgot that he
had done precisely thar over hlacking of
steel 1 Wolverhuunpton during the steel
strike i 19200 s anstraction then was
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ciieetive, And when Ansells picketed the
Biges brewery in Salishbury they were elfec-
tive because the jocal ollicial steod on the
line with them.

Mathers alsoargued that the TGWLU were
doing quite enough 1n supporung the strike
by paving oul L9 0 week stoike pay!

Wilh the stnikers nereasingly  getting
demoralised and feetimg the pinch, the stage
was now set lor the Regional Secretary to
prowe that they had been right all along to
vel the members toe accept the company’s
otter, Marthers baltivted the membership ina
secret ballot with choees worse than any
mantEement could concerve, With such rig-
g e gota deasion to allow the officials to
nesatiate on the company’s viler and nat
continue the tight For the reopening ot the
brewery He used company envelopes and

their addressing system for the ballot.

With the strikers delivered up the rru:1n;1-"‘ff§T

gement then put the boot 1in, offering fewer
jobs on werms and conditions that would
seck to prevent any elfective trade unionism
in the tuture, The pobs would be olfered to
those seiceted by management on company
terms, based on g long bst of quaiifying

points  such  as  disciphne record, co- |

aperation record, etficiency, age, fitness ele.
The jobs were for re-engagement not rein-
statement. So bad was this otfer that the
officials (Mathers and Fairburn) have not
been prepared to aceept it and have retused
to 512, So tar. they have <toved silent and
not todd the strikers whae Lhey should do
next,

The branch has decided 1o picket the
depots irom resumption of work on May
24th and continue the strike {or more jobs
and better redundancy pav. and a better
agreement Tor thoso who ciurn o work.,
Untortunately, aidhough the company will
now be more vinlnerahbe sinee 101 desperiate
to reepen the oo and get back to normal
tor the summer scason. the morale at the
strikers 15 probably now w0 low that they
would not have the energy (o take up picket-
mg Burton again.

Ansells 1 a hieght winch could have been
won, Allicd Breweries 15 highly profitable
iaird so s Ansells iselt, providimg just under
i third of the profis Tor the brewing div-
1s1on. The membership were contident and
prepared to fight with a high level of rank
and file mvolvement at the beginning.

What went wrong?

The TGWLU teadership want (o keep their
heads down and wart Yor o Labour Govern-
ment. They are happy to rely ondemonstra-
tions as a means of protest in the meantime,
A Region 5 circular tells otficials 1o ‘avoud
strikes and other industriat disputes that end
in well publivised defeas™! 1n other words
they have no mtention of cncouraging
Industrial struggle as & means of fighting
unemplovment. Nor do thev have any inten-
tion of sticking to TGWLU conference policy
on the Employment Act and defy it. The
determination and unity af the Ansells stri-
kors has been a constant embarrassment to
Marthers instead ol a shining beacon in the
Midlands, which has been taken to the cleu-
ners by Michael Edwardes so many times
over the last couple of yvears. It took the
cttictals to break the hght against closure
where Allied management had failed.

Howewver, there are also other reasons tor
the lack of success at Ansctls, The branch
leudership whiclh had proved so capable in
peacetime  conditions al work was not
cquipped to deal with the class war started
by Allied Brewcries,

As & brewery Ansclls was solated from
the rest of the Allied Brewertes. There was
no nter-union organisation which would
have cnabled the workers at Ansells to call
on real support Irom other Alied workers.
In fact. rhe workers at Burton were glad to
see Ansells close because that meant they
would get Ansclls” work and would the-
retore escape redundancies themselves,

[te this sttuation, the picker Tine was ¢ru-
crtal Lo the success of winning Mathers
knows that and Mathers broke 11,
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No spark at Chlorides

The injunctions served on seven T'&G WL members at Chloride Gaedor's distribution depot in
Romfurd, Essex, on $th Mav. could mark the beginning of a new legal attack on trade union
organisation. Although not the lirst injunclions to have been granted by the courts against
‘secondary picketing” under the {mployment Act, these are the first to have been actually

servied, and to have been effeciive.

Although the Fmiplovment Act has been
in toree Cor nearly a vear. employers have so
Far seemed to be wary of using 1ts provisions
on picketing, s it is uselul 1o look at the
combination «f  ccumstances  that  led
Chloride managenmient o tike this step.

Firstly, let’s ool bhe surprised that n
should be at Chlortde that this should have
happened. 15 not sa long azo that Michael
Edwardes tett Chioride to go e Leyland,
and the style ot management there stlb bears
his stamp. For exampe, shiost overy wril-
(e IASErLClion 1T m e e i ie it 158 -
panied by the threat ol d - ad s ne
camplied wirh.

Secondly, it has oo o oo uon and
work place organisatie e depotat which
the strikers work s oty —only e
emplovees. Although tiery was o successiul
ten week unton recogn:lton sirike there in
1976, since then thees hoas been lotle
aclivity—the worktoree haes dropped from
fifteen to nine without Loo muoch complain.
avertime was cancelled, and then reintro-
duced, without pay. some tmic later. Pay
itself s patheucally low. runging from fess
than £40 to under 70 per week, While union
orpunisation at the main Chlonde Automo-
tive battery plunt a tew mdes away o Dag-
cnham s relatively strong. there s httle
communication. Wages and conditions are
negotiated separately. and the workers ui
the distribution depot are in ua ditferent
T& (3 branch (a Fords branclh!)

The isolation ol the strikers has been com-
pounded by the etfeers vf the recesstonin the
motor industry, Demand for batteries has
fallen by 40% this winter: the conseguent
threat to jobs 1o the indusiry o irkely. the-
refore. to be one of the reasons why the
strikers have not, so lar. been able Lo get the
support of the workers at the Dapenham
baltery plant.

‘Phirdly. there™s the guestion ol the union
mnvolved, the Transport and General Wor-
kers Union. Even for 4 company as large as
Chlaride, there's a calealawed risk invalyed
in taking on the country’s biggest unton,
especially when the Tundamental wsues at
the heart of the dispute (pav bargiming,
lock-out, the mplovinent Actyare so clear.
But so lur. Chloride’s gamble appears 1o be
paving oll.

As soon us the injunctiwons were served,
the T&G full-tirne alficial advised the stet-
kers 1o call ait the secondary” prcket wlitle
the union thought it over. Their first
thoughts, apparently were that the wording
ot the injupctions might be incerrect, and
could be challenged in court! Their second
thoughts have vet to be reveated, But there’™s
ne doubt that the T&G are petribied by Lhe
possthiliny ol legal swtion heing taken
against any of their officals, tor the
Emplovment Act not only removed the pre-
viows indemnity agamst Jegal action lar
pickets. it also removed mdemnity from

anion otficials who organise ‘unlawiul’ acti-
vities in connection with dispures.

So while the T&G have been muttermg
about the need for some sort obf mass
Jemonstration or picket to defy the injune-
tion, once they are seen (o organisc it. the
way 15 clear for Chloride to cloom damages
fur loss ol production, breach ol commet-
cial conlructs, ete. And they are very Iright-
cned indeed of anything that might have
such sericus linancial repercussions. S0
irightened that they cven (old the strikers
that they weren't to talk to the workers al
the main Pagenham plant, or to the BOC o
Texaeo drivers delivering supplies. as (hal
mipht he construed as inciting a breach of
cuonlract.

However., not wanting (o be seen 1o be
Joing nothing, the local T&G burcaucracy
have been parading up and down outside the
Chloride Automotive plant 1 Dagenham
for hall an hour a couple of times a week
with anti-Lmployment Act placards. while
heir locked-out members ure on their ‘own’
picket line a tew miles away.

There’s no doubt t}
ment saw very clearly the dilemma the union
would be placed in by thelr recourse to law.
On the one hand, to win the dispute, the
T&G would have to be prepared to risk a
large amount of money, on the other. they
would have to tace the conscguences Among

the membership ot being scen to back down

over Lthe major prece of Tory anti-union
legistation, Chloride’s betting has been that
lor just seven members, the T&RGW U would
give 1n,

And they seem to have been nght. Chlor-
de’s decision on Friday, 22n0d May to close
lour distribution centres, including the
Romford one, at an hour's notice, and four
more the tollowing week, will have been
accelerated and strengthened by the reluc-
tance of the T&G to fight over the tock-out
af its members at Ramford. The success of
legal tactics in getring the pickets on the
Dugenham plunt withdrawn will mean that
the workers at all the Chlonde Gacdor
depots will have a much harder fight on their
hands if they try to defend their jobs. The
&G policy ol “hacking” all members
tighting redundancies is meaningless in the
conlexl ol court injunctions and claims for
damages. The union’s job s not to be
‘hehind™ its members, but to be feading the
[ight aganst the Lmplovment Act, by cal-
ling and organising Tor mass pickets of
Chloride Automotive ptants in defiance ol
the nunctions.

A tale of two sit Ins

Talbot Linwood closed last month with the loss of nearty 5000 jobs. It wus a serious defeat
and it seemed to doom for the time being all hope of any decisive strugyle against
unemployment. But socialists'on Clvdeside necd not despair. In the last few months there

have heen a rash of small disputes; the combatants have included water workers, librarians,
engineers, busworkers, and even unorganised (cenagers on the phony YOP schemes. But the
most significant indications that there exists 2 minority prepared to fight have heen at

Besiobells and Lee Jeans.

Regular readers ol Sveialist Worker wil
have tallowed events at these disputes. Why
are they signilicant? They started ot as
snolticial actions, developed into militant
pceupations and challenged the full mightof
the luw. Yel despite their inttial sinularities
thete are sharp contrasts in the way these
two strugeles have developed.

As we g0 Lo press, Lthe contrasts in the two
disputes have heen starkly drawn. Today ay
[ write. the clothing workers of Lee Jeans in
Greenuck have achieved a decisive break-
througl, Alter a 16 week occupation. and
after a lot of hesitation they have finally
gone tor a blacking campaizn and have won
the immediate support of the dockers. The
oceupativn has been promised an bl oul
national blacking campaign on the ¥V Cor-
poration  (lee  Jeans American-owned
PATCHT COTTMITY

lronically, on the same day the Bestobell
workers, out of sheer isolation, have reluc-
tantly returned to work. their organisation
wedakened though not broken,

let’s first Iook  at  the Bestobell
GUCLpEtion.

The dispute involved 60 skilled insulation
warkers, commoendy known  as laggers,
working for Beswobell Tosulaton Lid., a
large and profitable firm which specialises in
marine and oil-reluted insulution work.

Generally, laggers, because of thetr mul-
itant record and Hiercely independent orga-
nisation are hot pepular, particufarly with
union officialdom. The Isle of Grain strike
was an illustration of ths.

The struggle at Bestobetl, like the [sle of
Grraln, was Seen in some quarters as
“messy, complicated™ i1ssue. That worked
against the laggers from the start,

Socighist Worker ot 2nd May explained
the background to the occupation:

‘The taggers all under contract to Besto-
hell have taken action because of the
company’s attempt to smash their union.
By putting six boilermakers onto jobs
done by laggers their union branch s
under threat. The Company have done
this despite thie jobs being awarded to the
laggers by ACAS’S

The reason for thelr aggEressiveness was
that (he lageers have been well organised

and militant, while bollermakers, without

this militancy, arc prepared to work under
conditions the laggers would not wilerate.

After three wecks the laggers decided to
ver to the heart of the enemy and ook over
Bestobells headguarters in Glasgow, The
police told them they were breaking the law
and a court arder was served ordertng them
ot the premises. They ignored L.

yat Chloride manr;ige— |
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The occcupation continued for another
maonth. Eventually the peolice moved in, the
laggers were arrested, taken to court and
fined over £6000 for contempt. They confti-
nued to picket for another week but have
now reluctantly voted to rewurn o work,
although there s a possibility that they will
strike again on the same i1ssue.

There were three main reasons tor the
occupation being defecated.

1} The full-timers ol the T&OGWLU refusced

to make the dispute offictal. Hugh Wiper,

CP member and Scottish Regional Secretary
ol the union, made sure of that.

The officials claimed that an agreement
had previously been signed with Bestobell to
allow a limited number ol bollermakers
onto the contract. The laggers had never
seen this agreement and had never heen
party to 1it.

The oificials were able 10 sow the seeds of
confusion and doubt among the other ship-

yard shop stewards on the Lower Clyde.

Without strike pay the laggers had 1o rely on
unofficial sources for funds. The Clvdeside
yiards, normally generous to those i strug-
gle, gave no support whatsoever. Many peo-
ple were led to believe that it was an
inter-union battle and not a principled stand
for trade untonism.

2) Despite the militant tradition and cou-
rage of the laggers there is no doubt that
they were seriously intimidated by the police
and the massive court fines mposed on
them. The prospect of Lighting the employ-
ers and the state on their own proved (oo
daunting.

3y Ghiven the interference of the law and
the apposition of the T&GWU hierarchy,
the only thing that could bave turned the
tables would have been the laggers themsel-
ves mounting a widespread campaign for
financial support and mass  solidariy
picketing.

The potennial was there. Afterall the 1ssue
which provoked the dispute —
management’s attempts to end demarcation
and to cut satety standards—sirikes a chord
with many shipyard militants who arc tac-
ing the same threat. Even more significantly,
when the law moved in it could have become
an issue for ¢ff trade unionists. Clearly, here
was a case of ‘an ihjury to one being an
injury to all’.

Yet the only ‘outside’ support was from
the SWP, who produced collection sheets,
raised the dispute m other workplaces, hel-
ped with picketing, and carrned the laggers
case n Secialist Worker. But that kind ol
support 15 only cftective if 1t moves bigger
forces into active support. It didn't do so,
and here the weakness of the laggers’ own
organisation has o be examined.

The Glasgow laggers had Tought hard
over domeslic 1ssues—particularly wages,
condttions and health and satety. lixperi-
ence had taught them a healthy distrust of
union otficials and they tend to ignore or
bypass them. Good 'site’ militants, they are
tradmionally self-reliant tighters capable of
looking atter themselves.

So far so good, but as often happens har-

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

dened militants have problems too. The lag-
gers, because they are so self-rehant, have an
ipsutar style of orgamsauon. In the Besto-

bell dispute they didn't appreciate that the

old ways of organmising no longer apply.
They had 1o put pressure on the officials and
they could not afford tq 1gnore the umon
machine as they did. They had to get our
delegations raising money and putting their
case o other workers, they had {o invalve
others 1n their pickets and occupation, hut
they did none of these,

It's a truism that it's often the weakest not
the strongest whao see the need tor solidarity.
The laggers, traditionally strong, were bea-
ten because they didn’t reahse that with all
the odds stacked agamst them they could
never win on therr own, Widespread solidar-
ity was the only way to overcome those
odds.

Now let’s look at Lee Jeans,

L.cc Jeans 15 a small factory in Greenock.
Owned by the multi-national corporation
Vunity Fare, 1t 15 one of the 40 factories they
own throughout the waorld. The firm’s Brut-
1sh operation consists ot three tactories in
Northern Dreland and the Greenock plant,

Last year, VE moved their cutting room
from  Greenock to [reland. Over there
povernment grants are higher and the work-
loree are reputed to be more amenable. The
writing wius on the wall lor Greenock. Four
manths 4go the company worked ourt that,
on thewr terms, the factory was no longer
viabie, and decided to close it. throwing 1ts
240 workers onto the street. The company
never expected trouble. The plant was unio-
nised but the orpanisation concerned, the
National Union of Twloring and Garment
Workers, 15 usually regurded as a push-over,
(As one of the Greenock workers tater said,
areal Mickey Mouse unton’)

More importantly, the worktorce, nearly
all women., and the majonty of them teenu-
gers, had no tradition of struggle or organi-
sation. So with an  inexperienced and
solated worktoree, the cormpany seemed to
have 1t all going tor them. Better orpantsed
places on the Clvde were crumbling without

resistance. Yet the company expernienced

what they considered a ‘lemporary setback®™

when, on the dav the announcement was
made, the waomen occupied the plant.
Clearly 1t appeared a desperate, forlorn res-
ponse. But 16 weeks later those women are
sull there,

They have tonght as if their fives depen-
ded on it, and that’s not surprising. In a
town with 16% unemplovment and no jobs,
the wonen know they hiave no tuture out-
side the factory, One 20 vear old had been
made redundant iive times lrom tive diffe-
rent factories that have closed. This s the
et time she'™s been able 1o hight back.,

Acutely awire ol thetr own weakness, but
strengthened by there desire 1o fight, the
women accepred support and advice from
‘outsiders’ right from the start. Thowsands
ol collectron sheets were distnibuted, ship-
vard shop stewards helped set up a local
delegate trade univn committes 1o organise
suppotl. The Right to Work Campaign initi-
ated delegations lrom the wecupation to
local factories and tooworkplaces round the
country. Women who had never spoken n
public carmed thetr defiance to union meet-
ngs, trades connctls, tactornes and demon-
strations  throughout Britain. Shop
stewards {rom Gardners were invited to the
occupation to explain how they won, Atfter
51X weeks, the reluctant umon leaders were
forced into makme the cccupation official,
That i wselt was o victory,

Support began 1o flowd 0. lee Jeans
gquickly became o symbol of struggle tor a
dispirited movement, The bigslopyards and
gngineering  factories were mspired ntoe
arganising mmassive sweckly levies wo keep the
aecupation alive, Morale m the occupation
rocketed, and the Lee Jeans strugple became
s popudar that even the 8TUC put out the
red carpet at their Rothesay conlerence.
Clearly the atticial movement was betng for-
ced ta respond o a proundswell ot rank and
file support.

The kev Lo winmpng the dispute bes n

blacking VF —proventing the movement of

goods from the [resh tactores and cutting
oft their source of revenug, Tor oo long the
women accepted the officn] advice and
shied away itom blacking because 1t might
dent their mage. But abter 16 weeks, they
now koew there was no other way to win.
The dockers have mmmediatety responded to
their call and 1t the blacking is tully imple-
mented then the johs can be savedd.

Lec Jeans shows that by fighting workers
can overcome hoth their own fears and the
odds that ave stacked agiunst them. 1t's clear
that in every dispute the question of solidar-
ity 1= more crucial than ever. When the Bes-
tobeli managewent took out o court order
agiunst the liggers” occupation, they succee-
ded because the Laggers remained solated,
When VIFred the some taacnig at Tee Teans,
1t backlired. On the appointed day of evie-
tron, the [ee Jeans Factory wis surrounded
by hundreds ol mean-looking shipyard wor-
kers prepared to hight alongside the women.

The lesson from the sil-ins1s @ simple one,
Tostund any chanee of winnimg. you have to
involve other workers in your struggle. It
means involvement  al every  level—
callecting money, standing an the picket
line, blacking gouds. 11 applies o the strong
as well as 1o the weak.
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Contrary to most predictions {(including our own in Socialist Review two months ago)

Francois Mitterrand has become President of the French Fifth Republic, the first clear-cut

victory for the left in French politics since the onset of the Cold War in 1947. Street

celebrations that have been in all serionsness compared to the events of 1968 leave ne doubt as

to the enthusiasm that has greeted Mitterrand’s victory.

But how real are the prospects for change? Tribune (15.5.81) looks to Mitterrand’s victory

as being the ‘first salvo in the attack to drive back the madness of monetarism which has

affected so much of the Western indusitrial world.” But Mitterrand may find the road ahead

much more arduous than his supporters expect. Ian Birchall explains.

Mitterrand’s victory was, of course, a
narrow one. He tock 51.75% of the vote
ab against Giscard's 48.24%. In 1974
Giscard won by 50.81% to 49.19%. This
represents a total swing of only just over
2.5¢% - ie only one voter i forty has
shifted sides since 1974,

Indeed, since Mitterrand did
particularly well among young voters
voting for the first time, the result could
have been achieved simply by (nscard’s
supporters dying otf while Mitterrand’s
came of age, without anyone changing
their mind at all. Certainly not an
indication of a massive shift in popular
COMSCIOUSTIESS.

Secondly, Mitterrand was able to take
advantage of the fact that the open
represcntatives of the French bourgeaisie
were 1n a state of dwarray. 1o the face of
growing economic crisis, the corrupt and
authoritarian Giscard did not have the
confidencc of a sigmhcant section of the
French ruling class. Hence the Chirac
candidacy.

At the samec time Mitterrand brought
off the difficult tactical feat of getting
substantial support from the Commumnist
Party e¢lectorate without making any
significant political concessions to it.
Mitterrand was able to do this because of
the deep crisis raging in the ranks of the
Communist Party. The CP's greatest
growth In recent years came during the
peniod between 1972 and 1977 when the
CP was campaigning jointly with the
Socialists for 4 Common Programme of
government. The members recruited
during that period have found it hard to
follow the more recent swing to a line
sharpty critical of Mitterrand and the
Socialists, and many more long-standing
members have also drifted Into
OppOsition.

Many traditional CP voters seem to
have switched their viotes to Mitterrand on
the first round. Hence the CPs
catastrophic performance, with some of
their higgest losses coming 1n therr
traditional strongholds such as the Paris
suburhs. CP voters seem to have believed
that (a) they might ax well vote from the
start for the only candidate who had any
chance of beating Giscard or (b) that it was
better to vote for an openly reformist party
than for a reformist party rather
inconsistently  pretending to be
revolutionary.

While some observers may have been
premature 0 writing the CP's obituary. t
15 clecar that the sitwation posed great
difficulties for the Marchais leadership. It
they had called for anything other than
total support for Mitterrand on the second
round, they would have faced a massive
revolt from their own ranks and ended up
looking very foolish. Yet this left them in
the role of being mere voting fodder for

And now for somx

every effort to stress 1ts discontinuty from

Mitterrand without being able to impose
their own demands on the situation.
Despite Marchais’ bluster n calling for
guarantees of CP ministers in Mitterrand’s
government, they found no way out of this
trap.

Mitterrand’s victory, then, was that of a
clever politicai operator taking advantage
cf a favourable situation. This 15 indeed
what one might expect of someone of his
political background. Mitterrand was a
minister on no less than eleven occasions
under the Fourth Repubhc and showed
himself to be a loyal agent of the French
bourgeoisie and of French imperialism.
When the Algerian national liberation
struggle began on November lst 1934,
Mitterrand was the Minister of the
interior. It was his responsibility to
organise the dispatch of CRS riot police to
Algeria to try and suppress the rising.
Mitterrand was one of those who mnsisted
from the beginning that there cauld be no
question of independence for Algena.

“The only negotiation is war’, he told the
National Assembly on November 5th
1954, and on November 22nd he
elaborated: “We want the Algerian peopie
to be more and maore integrated into the
French natien, and 1t's because we cannot
allow it to be separated that we are having
recourse to force, as the ultimate means of
maintaining national unity.’

Likewise Mitterrand could be rclied on
to show the priorities of the Cold War
period. Serving in the Mendes-France
vovernment, he declared: "We are not a
government which confuses an  anb-
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communist  policy with  constant
victimisation.” Clearly the former was
quite acceptable, while the latter might be
tactically undesirable. Mitterrand was
responsible, as Mimister of the Interior, for
banning the traditional Communist Party
demonstration on July 14th,

With this record Mitterrand proved
which side he was on. His opposition to de
Gaulle in 1958 was purely tactical. With so
many politicians rushing into the Gaullist
camp, it was necessary for someone to
keep their hands ciean and bide their time,
just in case the Gaullist strategy chidn’t
work.

But Mitterrand’s main achievement
over the last dccade was the
reconstruction of the Socialist Party. The
old Socialist Party — the SFIO led by Guy
Mollet, to which Mitterrand never
belonged - became discredited through its
support for the Algenan war and its
capitulation to de Gaulle in 1958, By the
sixties it had lost most of 1its members who
made any claim to socialist politics - and
many of those who didn’'t. In the 1969
presidential elections its candidate Gaston
Defterrc got a densory vote of around five
per cent.

The new Socialist Party was tormed in
June 1971. It was based on a fusion of
various social-democratic groupings, and
chose as its leader Mitterrand. It made

the old rightist SFI1Q; it made great play of
auiegestion {(workers’ participation), and
openly sought an alliance with the CP, as
well as coopting much of the PSU, a party
formed in the early sixtics by left dissidents
from the SFIO. Some of its leaders,
notably Michel Rocard, came from the
PSUJ, with a suitable aura of leftism about
them.

In June 1972 the SP signed a common
programme of government with the
Communist Party. Mitterrand’s strategy
was already clcar - to ally with the CP so as
to equal it and then to dominate i, in
order eventually to be able to go 1t alone.
Mitterrand made no secret of his
intentions. The day after the Common
Programme was signed he told the Vienna
Congress of the Socialist International:

‘Our fundamental objective role is to
rebuild a great Socialist Party on the
ground occupicd by the CP itself - to
demonstrate that of the 5,000,000
Communist voters 3,000,000 can vote
Scciakist! That is the reason for this
agreement . .. The reconstruction of the
historic  bloc by escaping from
Communist leadership.’

The CP accepted the union. despite
Mitterrand’s open boasting, because they
thought their supenor industrial base
made them invincible. Buat the 8P
remorsclessly overtook them clectorally,
In the 1973 general ¢lection the SP was
only 3% behind the CP. and by the
municipal elections of 1977 it had caught
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ething completely similar

M

up. Although considerably weaker in the
workplaces, it began to catch up there too;

in 1971 the SP had only 51 workplace
branches, but five years later it had nearly

‘a thousand. At the same time it developed

its links with the bureaucracy of the
CFDT, the second largest union
federation in France.

If its members were predominantly
white-collar and supervisory workers, and
teachers, it was beginning to break into the
CP’s electorate. A 1976 opinion poll
showed that 389 of industrial workers
would vote Socialist and only 34%
Communist. At the same time the SP was
also able to get the support of some
managers and employers — in 1976 some
CEDT militants were disciplined lor
producing a poster showing a boss sitting
on a worker’s shoulders, with the caption
‘Like your boss, join the SP”.

It was this irresistible ascent of the SP
that forced the CP 1o break the Commaon
Programme and make a ‘left’ turn in 1977.
But it was all in vain. The SP's electoral
rise continued and culminated in
Mitterrand’s victory.

It is not surptising, thercfore, that
Mitterrand’s victory was percetved by the
French ruling class as something less than
a total disaster.

True there was a sharp fall tn prices on
the Paris stock exchange in the week after

the second round, but that was The result
of speculation rather than a Jong-term
collapse. The franc fell on international
markets over the same period — but not
catastrophically — the shuarpest fall, from

just before the election to just after, was

from 11.28 francs to the pound to 11.53

francs to the pound. (For a Bntish tounst

that would make a 25-franc meal just five
pence cheaper.)

A certain
nervousness

finangal
until the

amountt of
will continue

parliamentary elections’in June —indeed it

may be deliberately engmeered to scare
some voters back into the right-wing fold.
But there is scarcely any indication of
rampant panic among the ruling class.
Indeed, many of them have taken the
Socialist  victory very philosophically
indeed.

One French banker told the Economist
that Mitterrand’s nationalisation plans
would ‘change nothing in reality. Already
no big business decision is taken by French
industry without the implicit, or explcit,
approval of the'government.”

And Marcel Dassault, head of one of
the big aircraft firms facing nationalisation
has said: ‘If the majority of the French
people  decides  that  armaments
manufacture should be nationalised, then
I can only accept. There is not a shadow of
a doubt about that.’

On the working-class side. there & no
doubt that Mitterrand’s victory was felt as
a great step forward.. There are numerous
reports of sponianeous demonstrations,
and of workers taking bottles of
champagne to work (Rouge tells of a

workplace in  Marseilles where a
Trotskyist militant took champagne to
work on the morning after the election ~
and where the CP members could not
make up their minds throughout the day
whether to drink any or not.)

In some places the result had a clear
effect on the morale of workers — and of
management. In a hospital near Rouen the
management called a meeting to announce
that all disciplinary penalties imposed
since the beginning of the year had been
cancelled.

it is certainly indisputable that
Mitterrand’s  victory  has  provoked
considerable enthusiasm and goodwill.
But this scems to arise from a general
welcome for the prospect of change,
rather than any very precise expectation of
what that change will mean.

As a result some sections of the left
seem to have developed exaggerated
expectations of the implications of the
result. Thus Rouge paper of the French
section of the Fourth International:

‘An’ immense hope is born. The French
workers have just won a substantial
victory. It needed the general stnke of
1968, then years of struggles and battles,
often fought under difficult conditions,
to lead to the defeat of the bourgeois
partics and the opening of a new
period. The victory of Frangois
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Mitterrand is not only evidence of the
rejection by a majority of the policies
carried out for seven years by Giscard
and the employers, it is also the
expression of a victory of a will for
radical change, a will to get rid of a
society which exploits and oppresses the
workers.’

The first hurdle that Mitterrand faces
will be the parliamentary elections now set
for June. Undoubtedly the presidential
success will produce a certain band-wagon
effect and produce a good result for the
Socialist Party. Some polls show 38% of
the vote going to the SP and their close
allies, the Left Radicals. But even this will
not be enough for the SP to govern alone,
espectally since the present electoral
system, established by the Gaullists in
1958, is deliberately rigged against the left,
with some constituencies (generally left-
wing ones) having more than six tithes as
many electors as others (generally right-
wing ones).

Talks between the CP and the SP on an
electora! agreement (for the first time
since the 1978 elections) have been
resumed. The CP need such an
agreement, since without it they are likely
to have their parliamentary representation
catastrophically reduced. But Mitterrand
will doubtless take good care not to get
himself too <closely tied to the
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‘The left have run the

risk of seeming to be
the cheer leaders for
Mitterrand’

Communists. Any decision about the
vexed quesyon of Communist ministers
will be left unul after the election results..
Mitterrand would doubtless prefer an
italian-style solution, whereby the CP give
support to the government but do not
actually vote for it.

Mitterrand’s provisional government
does not contain any Communists. It does
contain Claude Cheysson, former member
of the European Commission, Jacques
Delors, who in 1971 was economic adviser
to the Gaullist prime minister Chaban-
Delmas before deciding to become a
Socialist, and Michel Jobert, a former
Gaullist minister.

Whether these will serve as a bridge to
more formal links with the Gaullists as an
alternative to an alliance with the CP only
time — and the election results — will tell.
Mitterrand may prefer a series of ad hoc
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alhances in order to get specific measures
through.

Two things, however, are clear. Firstly,

whatever the formal designation,
Mitterrand’s will be a thoroughly
bourgeois government. The fact that a
man like Delors now sports the label
*Socialist” does not make the government
he  belongs to into a ‘workers'
government’, Whether or not Mitterrand
openly governs with the Gaullists, his
regime will be based on class
collaboration. And secondly, whatever
happens, Mitterrand will have some good
excuses for not carrying out all of his
programme — his allies or lack of them can
always be blamed for that.
Some observers have seen parallels
between the present situation and that of
1936. In 1936 a Popular Front government
— based on an electoral alliance of
Communists, Socialists and Radicals — was
elected on a programme of anti-fascism
and social reform. The enthusiasm this
electoral victory gave rise to sparked off a
series of strikes with factory occupations,
and before the Popular Front government
even took office there were hundreds of
thousands of workers occupying their
factories. Despite being sold out by the
Socialist and Communist bureaucrats, the
mass strike achieved important economic
concessions — notably two weeks' annual
holiday for all workers — and potentially
could have set off the process that led to a
revolationary siteation.
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Doubtless the Mitterrand victory, like
that of Blum in 1936, has produced great
enthusiasm. But the French working class
1s a very different phenomenon from what
1t was then. In 1936 the French working
class was still substantially unorganised.
At the beginning of the wvear the
membership of the CGT was only around
one mililon — by the end of the year it had
risen to five million. The strikes were
largely spontancous — in some cases
workers occupied and then came to the
unton officers to ask what the demunds
ought to be, 1936 was the struggle of a
workmg-class which had not vet been
coopted by reformism — and which, in the
absence of a revolutionary leadership, fell
mto  the hands of the Socialists,
Communists and CGT. The French
working-class of 1981 has a long tradition
ot trade-union and political organisation
behind 1it. Its response to a Mitterrand
government will initially be one, not of
revolutionary euwphoria, but of goodwill
and cooperation.

The real crunch  willk come  when
Mitterrand proves incapable, in a crisis-
ridden world, of delivering his promises,
and seeks the support of the workers’
organisations for a policy of austerity.
That will be the point at which the right -
probably led by Chirac — will be able to
start making a come-back. Then it willbe a
guestion of whether there is any force in
the  working-class able to resist

demorahisation and a drift to the right.
Otherwise Mitterrand is all too likely to
act out a Wilson-Callaghan scenario —
social contract followed by return of the
right.

In the short term the election has been a
shot in the arm for the revolutionary left.
So much had been invested in the electoral
perspective that a win for Giscard would
have  certainly Jed to  colossal
demoralisation.

But all sections of the left will have to
break with the political habits acquired in
the pre-election period. Thus the LCR
{Fourth ‘Intenrational} have devoted so
much attention to cailing for left unity to
defeat Giscard that they have run the risk
of sceming to be cheerleaders for
Mitterrand. The danger is that they will
now  get caught up in metaphysical
abstractions about whether Mitierrand
has capitalist ministers or not, instead of
prepanng to lead a real fight. As for Lutte
Ouvriere, they have devoted themselves
almaost exclusively to pure propuaganda,
ceaselessly proclaiming that the workers
must rely on their own struggles, they
never explain how such struggles can be
organised.

The next peniod will be more testing for
the revolutionary left than any in the last
decade. 1f they do not rise to the
challenge, then 1981 will go down with
1936, 1944 and 1968 in the catzlogue of
missed opportunities.
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The People’s March: a view from the inside

A resounding success, That must be the verdict on the People’s March, If it did nothing else
it provided a public focus for the anger and discontent brewed by the ever-rising tide of
unemployment. In every town through which it passed there was, as well as the litany of
bishops and clerch bells, an enthusiastic and large working class response, complete with
token strikes in s number of impertant industrial centees, Paul Bryden marched the first

week of the Liverpool leg of the march. and Colin Sparks visited it in the last week to hear

from members of the Ripht to Work Campaign about its progress, Here is their assessment,

Orzmused through the oftical structures of

the regional TUCs, the nwreh wis bound to
gel i omuch Lirger respouse than previous
attempts to orgianse demonstrations ol hos-
tlity to unemployvment, bike those of the
Right to Work Cumpuaign. They bad to he
fought for in the fahour movement aganst
the bitter, entrenched hosulity ol the very
peaple who have today been giving thenr
aflicial blessing toa march which seoms very
similar. Only the colour of the jackets has
heen chanped.

Yet, lor the TUC Lo resterctasell to back-
ing such an event is, o put it very charitably
indecd, an evasion of ity responsibility,
Whatever its woaknesses, the TUC still has
CHOTNIOUs orgnising camscity and g deep
well of support and credibihity amongst
organised workers, That soctd weight could
have heen directed towards support tor the
real paints of resstance i the adwement:
making sure that Tee Jeans win ther hights
giving the confidence born from the know-
ledge of mussive support 1o the Tinwood
workers belove theireruciad vote on whether
to restst closure: helpmge the workers at
Plunsee and Ansels and o dozen other hiude
fights which wre the real stall ol resistance to
unemployviment. Measured  agamst  those
tasks, any march, ne matter how well-
supported, tulls very Iar short of being
adequale.

From well betore the tost green anorik
left Laverpool the organisers displaved a
definite determination dhad the maerch would
lzive as lintle das possaible to do with aitra-lelt
nonsense ltke stiikes and occupavons, Len
Murray greeted the start ol the march as
another compeliing call tor conupiassion’,
and many of those more dinectly tnvolved
gave every evidenoee that ther real mterests
Aayv more with clergymen and even coploy-
ers than the militant tonempdoved, Fven get-
ting on the march wis hard gomg, with o
hattery of tests apphicd to weed out the less
stitable’ marcher, I was clearly designed Lo

be a passive and ultra-respectable event
which would refuse to act as a catalyst for
any general resistance.

But the best-laid schemes of mice and
burcaucrals don't always work cut and the
actut] development of the march showed a
constant tension between the mood of the
marchers and the rank-and-file of the
Labour movenient on the one hand and the
wishes of the respeclable lcaders on the
ather. Tora start, the verung system did not
work very well, and the final composttion of
the marchers contained a lot of “less sul-
table’ clements, including a large number ol
peaple with experience of Right 1o Work
marches.

The internal organisation of the three
prongs of the march provided a working
madel of just how the trade union bureau-
cracy like to think about the world. At times
it seemoed that even to breathe you had to
have vour credentials, A couple of marchers
armived  late and  missed out on  the
regulation-issue green anoraks, This made
them targets For instant interrogation by the
olficials.

Another marcher found that his new
hoats had cut his feet to ribbons abouteight
miles into one of the longer stretches, A
steward and the march nurse inspected his
feer and told him: no more marching thal
day. The nurse sent him ot 1o find the casu-
alty bus, When he finally hobbled up toit,
the very sume steward who had been helping
him not hall an hour belore refused to let
him on without a written note Irom the
nurse—so 1bowas back agatn to get the pro-
per chitly,

Such deadening routinism, with its obses-
siom with following precisely all of the detat-
led. and preferably written, minutiae ot the
agreed procedure, coupled with a crying
inability to relate to the real needs of asiua-
ton. typilies the trade union buregucracy.
Lts representatives on the March had gained
(heir spurs through years on endless sub-

commiltees of endless munor bodies. They
showed just how far away trom the needs of
a hiving. developing. fighting movement the
bureaucracy has beconie.

The aim of all of this petry routing 1s not
the exercise Tor iself, It has a very clear and
definite objective in mind: it enables the
bureavcrats 1o keep a tighl regn on cvery-
thing. to make sure no-one gets any fancy
ideas of their own. to keep the wildmen at
bay, and generally police their own pateh,
Thul was the aim on the March, too. Faced
with a large number of voung people of
urtknown views, and lacking o well tnumbed
rule-hoak. the first recourse of the orgamnis-
crs was to make one up. Armed with asct ot
rules, you can then get rid of anyone who
causes even Lhe shighiest upset,

The buasic organisation for the marches
reflected this intent very clearly: at the top
there were appointed TUC marshals. and
bencath them wore appointed stewards.
There were meunt to bo no miss meetings,
no march council and noelections atall, Trs
worth contrasting this with the organisation
thut has evolved on the Right to Waork mar-
ches, These are democratically organised
from top o hotton.

The reason for this has hitle 1o do with
abstract principles: ivis simply the only ¢ffi-
cient way ol tarmessing the energy and
enthustasm ol the unciipioved marchers
and ot giving the leadership ot the marcl the
sorg of prestige wiich can allow 10 Lo cartry
throwgh  its willtout  constant
opposition and  obstruction, Democracy,
after alllis the only efticient way ot organis-
ing anvthing.

As it turned out, the very dynamics ol the
marches put this rigid organsational struc-
ture under severe strim. On the Lasiern leg,
stacting in Yorkshire, the stewards were able
to keep a very tight grip oo things, Ay sign
ol uppaesition was pounced on very quickly
and a nuinber ot people were kicked oft the
march. The Liverpool leg. an the other
hand, lurger and perbaps more determined,
saw a long series of disputes which resulted
in the clection of stewards (0 act alongside
the appoimnted stewurds, with faody regolar
mass neetines o discuss the progress and
probtems ol the March,

Any march of this type requires fairty

decisions
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tight discipline just to keep going. Not only
are there o myriad of strains and crises but
the marchers, particularly the younger ones,
dovelop very strong grouplovalties and a lot
of conlidence in their collective strength.
inviriahbly  arise  within  the
mareh, vften Tocussing on the slightest and
sthiest things, and can guickly escalate to
Quite sty situations, The only way to min-
e these sorts of ructions is to direct the
e atind tensron ol the marchers on to an
aattside enemy: for example, the Tory
gunernnicnt, Because the organisers wanted
to keep the March respectable, they did not
wibl even that very obvious focus. Conse-
quently they had wo tall back all the time on
ey admintstrative  discipline,  which
might drive the ensions underground but
onty really re-inforces them for a later
CrUpLio

Tensions

On the Liverpool leg, the victory of the

Getting muscle

left-wing meant that things could be kept
well under contrat, but the other 1wo had
much more sertous problems.

On the Yorkshire leg. for instance, a con-
ditton tor jommg the march was that cve-
rybody had to sign a form saving tiat they
would obey the organisers” instructions, As
the march developed, (e extremely auto-
cratic chiet marshal came under pressure as
a result of, for example, bunnng marchers
from the Plansee strike going round tucto-
ries o rawse support for their disputc.

Eventually. this led to the first mass meet-
ing, which wus presented with a choilce:
cither the marchers vored to re-atfirm telr
obedience o the organsers or the march
would be stopped there and then, Under this
sort of blackmail, the march caontinued, but
the atmosphere was one of constani 1ensions
with the danger of internal fighrs only just
kept under control,

behind the march

The suceess of the march did not just depend, however, upon what took place amonyg the
marchers, The key question was how much support it was able to generate outside. It
clearly hud the potential to aetract more support than any previous protest against
unemployment since the thirtics. But whether it was poing to succeed in utilising this
potential depended upon how the political arguments within the marches were resobved.

Although the orgamisers undoubtedly wan-
ted both publicity and a good reception in
the towns they passed through, they clearly
had not thought through the best ways in
which that could be done, For the st weck
of the Liverpool leg of the march, there were
no posters or leaflets tor the marchers to
hand out, und the occasional visits to facto-
FICS WaTe seen s almost ritual gestures, On
the castern leg ot the march. this was to be
the dominant tone throughout: there were
no lactory visits at ail by that leg, although
there were nurmerous church services,

The relatively more democratic western
ley was able (o do rather better, Once the
leatlets were eventually produced, experien-
ced preople trom the Right 1o Work cam-
piigt were put in churge ol tactory visits and
wore dable to get things moving rather more
brisklv. Alter o week™s work, it was reported
(e, wirh oo nnimum of three factory visits
adiyvs mrore than 400,000 leallets had been
ssued and Y3500 raised for the mirch
dovectly Trom local trade uniomists. Between
stockport and Nuneaton. 30 big workplaces

were visited, all ol which aereed to send
large delegations to the London vally on the
3lst. Hearn Heath Coliiery alone pledged to
send twao coach-loads from the one pit,

John Deason, seeretary ot the Right to
Work Campaign and the marcher put in
charge of lactory delegations on thiy teg,
reported back to a mass meeting:

"Almost without exeeption our delega-
nans hive been very warmiv received.
Ordinary trade unmionists are without
doubt proving the best allies of the
march. The only real constraint has been
transport problems-—which docsn’t say
much for the power of praver. given that
we aresupposed to have God on our side,
What's kept those vans on the road have
heen very aetheistie mechanics

The muarch got o simalar response at trade
urtion conderences thar wore visited, The
NUPE conference gave the delepation g
standing ovatlon and the executive donated
C2000. A bucket collection ruised another

E3le, (Inadentally, against the wishes of the
plattorm the conference went on to atfiliate
(o the Right o Work Campaign.) The same
gaod response was obtained at the ASTMS
conference and at the London deicgate con-
terence of the NGA.

tven the nght-wing trade union leaders
tound 1t ditficult to isolate the marches.
Although Frank Chapple of the TETPU
was able to stop a relatively inexperienced
delegation speaking to conference or col-
lecting money oulside, others were not so
lucky. The UCW leadership tried the same
trick, but the delegation persevered and
L1063 was collected. Outside the CPSA con-
terence the collection raised £151.90 and the
platform was forced to read out 4 message of
thunks Irom the marchers to the delegates.
Fven Roval College of Nursing delegates
raised £321. And despite an crror by the
march orgamsers which resulted in no dele-
gation, delegates from NATEHE  still
coughed up £200.

The importance of these vistts is not just
1 terms of the money raised and the enthu-
siastic support from orgamsed workers.
Fqually unportant was the effect of such
visits In mobilising people to make sure that
the turn-out 1in London was massive and
gave the march the sort ol finale which it
needed. Deason, again, comments that:

‘There could be as many as 10,000
extra trade unionists mobilised for the
3ist by delegates trom the march in just
one week. It’s a crying shame that so
many opportunitics were missed at the
start of the march and on the Yorkshire
and South Wales legs.”

The politics ol the march arganisers have
in lact worked against the attempt to mohi-
lise as many arganised workers as possible.
In keeping with its title of a ‘People’s
March'. there have been attempts to down-
play any mention of the class struggle.
[nstances of this range from the ridiculous
Ly the disastrous, There 1s, for exampie, &
‘British only” rule, which meant that the
Liverpool leg, desperately short ol trans-
part, was unable (o use an offered car
because 1t was made in Japan. Thiy rule
apparently dwd not apply to the Mormae
Stgr whose van accompanying the murch
was a decrdedly unpatriotc Volkswagen.

Much more serious cvents took place on
the Sheffield leg. There the organisers ban-
ned all slogans and stickers with an anti-
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Tory hne, and the convenor of a
long-tunning strike m Shettield, that ar
Plansees, was refuscd permission to speak
on the platform on the grounds that the
organisers thought that the local bishop,
who was also on the speakers” list, did not
approve of strikes, Again, when some of the
younger marchers occupied a tocal Tory
otfice to protest agamst government policy,
they were disowned by the march, which
sent one of the marshals along 1o make an
offictal apology to the Tores.

Contradictions

The local organisation ol receplion com-
mittees was left in the same sort of hands as
the organising of the march and as a consc-
guence, there were many of the same sort ol
mistakes. Where the organtsers did the
work, there was a fantastic turn-out. In
Shefficld and Chestertield on the Eastern
Leg. the AUEW and the NUM worked well
and there were very large crowds, In Stock-
port, on the western leg, the local AUEW,
dominated by the Broad Left, managed to
get three large factorics to stop work early
and send mass demonstrations w o joim the
march, On the Welsh leg. support [rom the
pits, from Fords and throughout the arca
wits generally very good indeed.

On the other hand, when the work was
not done. the turn-out tended to be smaller.
In Manchester, the Broad Left dominated
trades council did not do the work, and
ended up with only a couple of hundred
supporters at the rally in Crown Squarc.

The Birmingham reception iliustrated
very clearly the contradictions taced by the
ofticial organisers. Tney worked hard and
the 12,000 turn-out, 1n the pouring rain, was
exceltent. It included a large delegauon from
Longbridge, who came out despite a threal
of disciplinary action direet from Fdwardes
himsell, and large delegations Irom other
big car plants. This was very good indeed
stnee recent heavy uncmplovment has ten-
ded to demoralise the unions in the arca.

The organiscrs, however, very nearly
managed to ruin it. First ot all they asked the

12,000 people to attend an open-ulr church
service, which atracted all of 309 with the
rest shooting off to the pub. Nevertheless,
hard wotk by the marchers. themsclyves
managed 1o pull tpgether 3000 people tor
the ofticial rafly. This almost collapsed into
chaos. One ol the local orgamesers was Brian
Mathers of the TGWL, fresh trom selling

ot the Ansells workers, who made up part
ot the demonstration. He was prevented
from spcaking and an Ansells worker was
torced by public acclaim onto the platform.
A loead Tory councillor was shouted down
when he tried to speak.

Slowly, the organisers got (he message,
and the offtcal platforms featured tewer
and fewer Tories and came to be dommated
by trade union and cthnic minorty spea-
kers. Thev stiil made horrible mistakes, like
advertising the Nuneaton receptionin a scab
paper being picketed by journalists, but this
sort ol thing was more the result of ther
distance from the dav-to-day struggles
going on rather than a conscious political
decision,

The fact 15 that, despite the concessions
made by the organisers. the bulk of the sup-
port for the march has been from working class
people: the other forces the ovgamsers loo-
ked to provided very lite indeed. Not all of
those people were organiscd workers, but
certainly the vast mjority were, They adlso
tended to be o the lett of the official march
line. One marcher went to o factory meeting
in Manchester and put more or the less the
olficial march line. plus & bit of Tory bash-
ing which he could not resist, This all went
down very well, until question time, when he
waus bombarded with demands to say why
the march wuas not supporting the call fora
35-hour week and wanting (o know why. 1f
the speaker wanted o bring down the
Tories, he was not also arguimg tor alding
socialisim.

Slogans

When the three marches jomed up their
ditfferent political developments caused &
Few probtems. While the Liverpool march
had Been chantng “What do we want? The
Right 1o Work! How are we going to get it?
Oceupy! Organise! Kick the Tories Owl”,
the Shettield wing had only been alfowed to
chant: "What do we want? The Right to
Work! (When they were teeling particularly
rebelltous, they had added: "How are we
going o get ! We're not allowed o tell
you. '} Arthat level, the Yorkshire organesers
were Instanthy overwhelmed, since ther con-
tngent was greeted by the olthers with mass
chanting of the banned slogans,

They kept on trying. however, Brendan
Bates, chiel marshal of the castern leg, told
the South Wales marchers: "We don™ want
anv democratic assemblics’. and the South

IFast Region of the TUC started to {lood the

matrch with new lull-time stewards fresh
From their otfices i London. The organiscrs
even (ried (o keep the contingents separate:
the eastern leg tned 1o move ofl 1wenty
minutes betore the rest, (o mamtan them-
setves free from dangerous contamination,
hut were thwarted by the police, ol all peo-
ple, who relused to handle two separate
marchers a mile apart. At another level, the
London orgamisers were reluctant to put Tony
Benn on the platform, it the big rally, prefer-
rirg Michacl T'oot,

The overall prcture of the march is one of
substantial suceess, At the rank and tile level
its (mportance is best summed up by the
Coventry reception, Porhaps 30,000 people
stapped work sind 10000 actually marched.
including delegations as big as 200 workers
from places ke Massey Ferguson, T wis
thi hipgest work-time demonstration in the
ety sioce the carly seventies, One long-
standing militant somd;

“Fhis was the first tme stinee the Heath
Industria! Relations Act that [ have been
able to rase my head i the workplace
about a directly politicad sirtke. [ cer-
tainly could not do e laste year about the
TUCs Day of Acuon’”

There 1s, however, a real danger that the
fantastic working cliss support tor the
march will dribble away. Whotever good-
witl and ant-Tory {eeling mayv exist at the
rank-and-file level 10 cannat be organised
and given direction by people who see their
main task as atlving with buwilding craploy-
crs, Cwrel Smith MP, Tory mavors and a
Torv-appoimnted Archbishop of Canterbuary,
Nor can 1t be sustamed on a seres of one-
dav marches, The abaur Parts demonstra-
frons - Liverpool and Glasgea may have
been g, London may hive been e, Car-
ditt mav be bhig, but sooner or laer the
movemnent will have to deliver something
more than codches toridlies oriwill start o
Jose 1S suppert.

And even  though  the march  focused
attention onthe guestion of unemploviment,
it hardly seratehed the surlice ol creanising
the unemploved as o mass. Three thousand
people. mosty i work, saw the warch off
from Laverpoeel, but there are SO0 umem-
ploved 1y that oty alone. The Laee that
emploved workers are ready o stand up
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aeainst unemployment is o Tantasiic bonus,
but it needs 1o be supplemented by real trade
union  organisatiaon amongst the
unemployed.

At the same time, there s Tesistance
amaongst employed workers o closure and
redundancies, [0 s sull scattered and small-
scale and we have seen nothimg ke the
Lipper Clyde Shipbuilders struggle ob the
carly [970s, but the resistance 1s sbll there,
Soaner, or later, any real movement aginst
anemployment will have te hink those two
strands  together, and start relating  to
stroggles.

The fact that, alter the lonely yeurs when
only the Right to Work Cammpaign did any-
thing about unemployment, sections ol the
official movement have ut last orgamsed a
muireh is a great step forward, I we look o
the composition of those pustung the march,

picture emerges wilich gives some hope
that 1t will be possible to build a »tronget
mavement 11 the future

The hardest fight for ‘no polites™, with
bishops and Tory mayors came e rhe
Communist Party. Tt was they who donu-
nared the eastern feg ot the march which had
all of that in its purest form. But the Liver-
poal leg was rather more open,and mcluded

f%%ﬁﬁH;

ﬁ%ﬁ @%%—

1 number of Labourites who were signifi-
cantty to the left of the CP.

Again the union conferences which the
march visited showed thal a new layer of
militants 1s emerging in the official structu-
res ol the unions., Those people who ten
years ago would have heen conlent to be
comvenors of one works are now forced by
the generalising ettect of the cnisis 1o take
thelr union machine and its conferences that
much more seriously.

One of the things that the march did do
wals 1o heein 1o lay the groundwork for uni-
ted tront work with these people. In general
they are much more open than the hardened
sectiurlans who ¢ling to a dying Communist
Purty. and 1t 15 undoubtedly towards them
that any luture united front around unem-
ployment will have to look. Of course,
because of their political positions, they will
tend to see things in electoral terms and thus
subordinate afl activity to the great goal of
19%4. but on the other hand the evidence s
that, <o far at least, they are ready to fight
the hureaucracy and to support nitiatives
on unemplovment, Il it has done nothing
else, the march has begun o reveal the con-
tours ofF @ new lelt constituency 1o the labour
MOvVement.

The CP: afeeble last gasp

The People’s March was intiated by {om-
munist Party members in Merseyside. F'rom
the begimming of the vear the Maorning Star
gave a daily report of the bultd up to the
marceh. And at the start ol the march Com-
muttisl Party members had 4 near predomi-
nant place in its organisalion.

Alter several vears in which the CF has
Ffound it extremely ditficuit (o take impor-
Lant mitiavives this should have added up to
cxactly the sort ol lithp that a declining
party so desperately needed. Bor did 1t?

The answer quite bluntly 1s no. There are
Ewor reasons why.

The tirst is the organisational decay ot the

party, Despite attempting to stack the cards
apminst the ultra-lelt” participating i the
rmarch, the organisers evenually discovered
that the CP alone could not fill out the mar-
ches. And despite their cansistent pre-march
coveriaee the Weorning St dud not out-sell
the ‘ultra-lett™ papers on the march, Tt Rad

neicher the numbers of sellers nor the flare ol

presentation 1o do that.
But even mure inportant is the politics

that the CP brought to the march. 1o was the
C'P that pushed most strongly for;

* sponsarstups for the march ranging
trosm a Liverpool-building firm belonging to
the OCBI, 1o Rochdale™s Liberal MP, Cyril
Smith:

Tories and church dignatories on the
platform. and church services as a promi-
nent teature of the march:

# Lhe banning of *political’ slogans, nsig-
nia and papers on the march, right down to,
on the Yorkshire leg, banning the slogan
‘Tories ow!, prohibiting the wearing of
stickers supporting the Plansee strike and
cven, Yor a few days stopping the sale of the
Morning Star in their efforts to stop other
paper sellers.

These  politics the CP attempled 1o
enlorce by the most shameful bureaucratic
means, including vetting of marchers, expul-
stons from the mavch and a refusal to ler the
march democratically control wself.

o

On the larger Liverpool leg these politics
were, happily, defeated, thanks largely to
significant SWP and . Right to Work Cam-
paign presence. On the Yorkshire leg the CP
succeeded {at least until the link-up). They
succeeded largely because the Yorkshire leg
was largely orgamised from Sheffield, now
probably the only industrial area where the
CP has the dominance 1t had in a dozen
arcas twenty vears ago.

The CP would defend the politics 1t tried
to tmpose on the march by claiming that it
was bwilding a ‘broad’ movement. But 1n
fact these politics were well 10 the right of
the traditional ‘Broad Left® approach.
Tories on the platform are oftensive to the
most moderate Labour Party activist. The
church services and bishops so favoured by
the CP can only have been viewed with
embarrassed resentment by the vast major-
iy ot those who greeted the march.

Such a right wing stance by the CP s not
unprecedented. For many years now, in the
teachers unions, NUT and NATFHE, the
CP has found itself in electoral ailiance with
Tortes and at the forefront of disciplining
militants. In the National Union of Students
it 18 the CP that has pressed hardest for
extending the ‘Broad Left’ into the "Left
Alliance’, including the Liberals, and the
conscious depohticising of the union. As a
result it 18 now opposed {rom the left by the
hardly-militant National Organisation of
Labour Students. And in CND Communist
Party members have becn among the most
vigorous advocates of keeping the move-
ment ‘non-political’, right down to oppos-
ing CND participation 1n the People’s
March itselt!

But the teachers, students and CND
could, at a stretch, be secn as the exception
rather than the rule. The CP atter all has
increasingly become a federation of net-
warks in different unions and movements,
each of which adapts tiseif to the pressures
of 11s own particular environment,

With the People’s March the exception
appears to have become the rule. For this
was the major CPinttiative of 1981, presum-
ably closely monitored by its central appara-
tus. The party as a whole chose 1o approach
it from this distinctly right wing angle.

The CP is already overshadowed by a
resurgent Labour Eeft, If the Communmnist
Party’s special contribution to the move-
ment 15 to become Tories, bishops and ‘no
politics’ then the tuture for the CP {ooks
very bleak indeed.
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CONFERENCE ROUND UP

~ Letting them off the hook

frm e m——————_—r o -

This year’s conference of the Civil and Pub-
lic Service Association saw the left winsome
important victormes—at least on paper. Suc-
cess. however, did not extend to the burning
1ssue of winming this year’s pay campaign.

The pay debate was headed by a motion
from the Milirant Tendency which called on
the CPSA to ‘campaign within® the Counail
of Civil Service Unions for an all out strike
at the ports, airports and passport offices.
Failing this, the National Executive Com-
mittee should ‘campaign amongst the mem-
bership’ for a five day all-ourt strike.

An attempt was made to change the
agenda so that another motion instructing
the NEC 1o organise an immediate all-out
strike, with or without the agreement of the
other untons, It came from 13 branches—
mostly with Redder Tape supporters as
active members, The attempt failed nar-
rowly and the Mifitant motion was passed. It
committed the NEC to absolutely nothing,
In fact, at the {irst meeting of the Civil Ser-
vice Unions after the conterence, the five-
day strike cali was ignored and no effective
escalation was agreed on.

This sort of things typical of the Militarnt
Tendency. Their pertormance in the pay
campaign consisted of hittle more than try-
ing to persuade the 150 unofficial strikers in
Scotland to go back to work. Kevin Roddy,
one of their leaders, 15 so fond of telling his
supportets to ‘stand firm’ that they have all
hecome rooted to the spot!

On a more positive note, CPSA has finally
achieved the election of full-time officials on
a five vearly basis. This 1s something that the
left have heen fighting tor a long time and
the next step 1s to ensure that they are sub-
ject to recall. The NEC were all set to slip
their blue-eyed boys into the three top posi-
tions of general, deputy, and assistant secre-
taries, All three have scandalous records of
inactivity and sell-outs. Fortunately, confe-
rence was not ready to buy thissort ot thing.
- There were literally hundreds of motions
censuring the right-dominated NEC for
their refusal to carry out motions passed last

- year.

Their worst effort has been over new tech-
nology. Two years ago a model new techno-
logy agreement was passed calling tor no job
loss and a shorter working week, with maxi-
mum benefits to the membership. Two years
later, with one circular from the deputy
general sccretary Alastair Graham saying
that such an agreement was impossible, they
maoved a resolution asking us to be content
with no compulsory redundancies. Confe-
rence, realising the enormoeus potential for
the sale of jobs in Lhis policy, rejected this
motion and re-affirmed the 1979 policy.

One of the best moments of the confe-
rence was when an overwhelming majority
voted to atfihiate to CND—the vote was
117,566 to 76,143, After a heated debate,
many of the Ministry of Defence delegates
walked out singing ‘Rule Britannia’; those
who remamed received a standing ovation,
This victory 1s largely down to Redder Tape,
who provided the organising force behind

the newly established “Civil Scrvants
Agatnst the Bomb’. The night betore the
debate we held a meeting to which around
250 delegaies turned up to secc The War
CGame and hear Peter Binns and Dan Smith

speak. A committee will be tformed with
aother civil servant trade umonists and a4

campaign launched to build

throughout the country.

Another small step forward was that, for
the first time in six years, a motion calling
for affiliation to the National Abortion
Campaign was heard. In previous years, it
has been filibustered off the order paper.
This vear hardline Catholic president Kate
Losinska was forced to hear it but declared a
motion of ‘next business’, moved by one of
her lackies, carricd before a vote on NAC
was taken, despite demands from the Hoor
for tellers.

On the whole the intervention of Redder
Tupe was very good indeed. We produced a
bulletin every day and sold hundreds of

Erouns

copies of Redder Tupe and Socielist Worker.
As well as the CND meeting, there was a
successful SWP meeting with Tony Chit-
;which attracted 70 delegates, and a Redder
fupe meeting on new technology, with
Diane Ridout from DHSS Manchester
speaking.

By comparison, the Broad Lelt were very
feehle. While they are still competent on the
fioor of conference, they are more and more
just an election machine. This year, at the
cost of £9000, their masstve elecuon cam-
paign raised their NEC representation from
one ta 10 places. but Roddy, their presiden-
tial hopeful, trailed a bad third after
Losinska and Len Lever, an independent
candidate. If they do as well on the NEC as
they have dene in the pay campalgn they
might as well pack up and go home.

The other civil service conferences dis-
plaved different problems. At the Society of
Civil and Public Servants (SCPS}—the
union for management and e¢xecutive
grades—the CPSA situalion was reversed.
In the SCPS, the leadership s otten the lefi
of the membership and have dithculty
winning support for militant action. [hus
they passed a similar motion to CPSA on
escalating the pay campaign, but it was the
only item on the agenda and was moved by
the executive. A motion to attiliate to CND
was lost, despite a meeting beforchand
which was fairly successful. The interven-
tion of Redder Tape was good and we now
have two people on the executive. Thisis one
up on last vear, and both are SWP members.

At the conference of the Inland Revenug,
Staft Federation (ERSF). the vote on the pay
campaign was even vaguer than elsewhere.
1t did call tor escalation but was not at ail
clear as to what this should be. Since their
Standing Orders Committee refused 1o
allow anv motions not directly related to the
Inland Revenue the CND motion did not
appear, but its fringe meeting was small but
enthusiastic. Des Batley, an SWP member
on thetr National Committee, has now been

elected vice president.
Sally Bild, CPSA,

Ken keeps control

The annual conterence of AUEW-TASS In
Bournemouth revealed yer again the prob-
lems of a union dominated by a well-
entrenched Broad Left leadership. Since the
conference procedures were changed several
years ago to a system of divisional conferen-
ces before the main conference and a drastic
reduction tn the number of delegates, the
annual jamborec at the seaside has become
maore or less a rubber stamp for the executi-
ve's polictes. The divistonal conferences act

as a filter to any motion voicng critictsm of

the general secretary and the bureaucracy
and also act as a method of screening out
difficult delegates.

While on many issues {such as race, S
Alrica, unemployment, etc} this process
allows the left to pass worthy resolutions
withoul fear of motestation from the night, it

also means that the conterence lacks an life
and worse, the passing of numerous soggy

motions which say very little about how to
fight on the issues 1n guestton. Virtually all
motions are passed overwhelmingly and the
pertod for deabte 15 extremely short. In
comparison the EETPU and APEX conte-
rences at least have a veneer of democracy.

Some examples of the kind ot motions
passed give a good idea of how TASS Confe-
rence operates. A motion condemning the
government’s monetarist policies was pas-
sed without opposition but nowhere does
the motion mention how members are (o
fight those policies. Instead the umon s
urged to campalgn to change the govern-
ment’s mind. Similar motions on  de-
industnialisation  and  British  Aerospace
offer no real strategy lor today either. On
organising the unemploved membcers of the
union the executive rave only quahitied sup-
port. A motion calling tor the election ol
tull-time officials was lost and the umon
resisted attempts Lo take it out ot the AUTEW
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:.ﬁ;'--_ A | }.;xS A
¥ 3 A:S':EMS cenfemnm in Blackpoﬂi iir
& saw-the continuing breakdown of the
ince batween the Jénkinseadership and

> shaped the union's politics for so long. Jens
- kins’ sieady move tothe right in recent years
. has taken him owut nnr rhls awn unirnumher
‘I‘he mnal ohvmuﬁ dcmunstratmn of lhls
m the show down ar the conference over
Mibt wnios will. witedin'the Labpur Parly
85 . deputy ieadership elekiion: Priof to the con:
¥ ference, Jenkins had. skifully managed 1o
“: - spmmit Ehirmeion tosepporting Denis Heas
oy, without thie matter being discussed pro-
perly. Asa n:sult ol IhiSp.m Many eMergency
j£. - risolutions.in suppdntof Tony Bennpeured
H'I:'E'l;_l hegd office in the days keading ; up tothe.
" . conference “that the: National Executive
f Coundl panicked and proposed Wheit own
ﬂn:ramcy resotution te drop the Healey
¥ pogition and leave the-matter upenhfﬂr fur-
. ¢ discussions'in the upion. -

. u.Hany delegates saw this to be an atiempt
i td:give the Heasleyites another chance to fix
o . ﬂiﬁr‘h‘mu ahd 1his provoked a backlash thal
WWﬁﬂr}'bud}' thie NEC inotion was
g duﬁlttd and Cﬂnf-r:r:nr:n wcnl on o vﬁle to
R ) m tl'ﬁt Bﬁnn-ﬂealey argumr:nt that
ifﬁll'llhﬂltd the cnm:rﬂm Becauseso many
_@;ij_;ﬁm EAW, ihls as such a desperately
Aibniant iesut: any. intervéntign from the
o -that wes reparded as criticat of Bennite
wanregarded either as an irrelevance

; a ireachery=although the bultetins of
- v]:iie rnﬂ kand ﬁlE grouping Red Coflarargued

e E dﬁlﬂy iR 1up~pm:l of Benn as against Healey.
hmamtgly the growth in confidence BI
B an identifiable Labour left represents,

. terms of ASTMS conference, the real eme-
o mm of ¢entre ground politict. it has hot

obly isolated Jenkims and his supporters on

R m socialis{, out itt.the cold on the left.

. . s-iy tirn ilhastrates the absuor-
: -djﬂﬁ*ﬂf.ﬁraga;dmg tke ansual conference ax
e rmant imporiant. political arena in, the
W ugioi7ln ASTMS, fewer than ofie in five
. m pays -the political levy. so these
3 ms:dc talking. shapy canitol be secn as
7 baromneters of: rank-amd-file {lplnlﬂl'l .
i For most of the wéekend 2 grim. mood
. huﬁg over conference, with a ‘number of
E:  delegdtes explaining from the rostrum that
k: thiey had just lost their jobs in the last few
. weeks. But there were hnght spots: the Benn
wut: lifted spm.[,# Qt iceably; there was a
. vote {or yailaterpl &

;:lgawal from HAT{}"*und allying ﬂnub!ymx
. of the people’s murchers | l_'uduc:d not gy
B ”applauﬁe but also.a {;ullcm u‘n u’T mr:r £500.
£ The Red Coflgr rank und filé group wor-
k::d hard au the cunfc-rmcc p;udunng as
E sl a d..uly bullgtin. ynadt wrguing the case
o ’h:lr organising at 1Hé_base of ihie urid
£ Jnstend ol among blirgeirati Ong abiated
' huctess was o Reid Colfar mieeting t:tll@d in
k. Mippart of the hynger surikers, dv:m.rgrd for
polpllcal ‘u’ldlﬂ'--—,j,hlﬁ dt{rﬂ‘ctt\‘.f ]'dt.ic-
i gates. The 1% issye is o
_-AST M'S Lunier@hﬂs Jh:.

ﬂu ﬂ-nmm . I’i.ahn-ur left; the alliange ‘Whlﬂ]’[:-

e pight, But it has also put the revolutio-

irmusnent and, with-

to air the problem, and wheén resolutions are
subinitted to conference, they are not priori-

tsed by 1the membership. Red Collar suppor-

ters.are going todo the groundwork over the
coming year with th: aim of breaking ihls

silence. |
- The real darrger of this conference was

" that a lo1 of aclivists went hﬂm: fecling th\“::..r

had shifted the union 1o tl'u: Teft by defeating
Jenkins, At Blackpool station while the
delegates were lining up for the train home,
one of the rail staff told Clive 1o get to the
back of the queue anid wajt his turni'A cheer
rose from the crowd, delig‘httd that he had
been put inhis place again. That is what thr:y
wamed 10 see. + :

Meanwhile, back at the factnr_',r and the
office, ASTMS membérs were losing their
jobs, Suceing their pay and publicservicescut,
not turning up Lo .wnien. mt:lmgs voting
Fory ... -
Cnlm Hrnwn and Bob Llﬂ}'ﬂ

Smoke
but no fire

The Fir: Brigﬁdcs Uniun conference in Brid-
lington was the contradictory affair that
trade union cnnfercnc:cs too often 1urn out
to be. On the ong ‘hand Benn and the Peo-
ple's Marchers were raptarously received.
But on the cther a candidate more noted for
his assassment of racing form than politics
beat .a Communist Party member ip a full
time official’s ballot.

 This was rules rﬂIStDﬂ ycar. There was no
opposition to an:executive propesal to give

~individual executive members the right to

L

tllai:uh'ibd at -
hereluctant

Vot ' - ! i L.t -

suspend from office oflicials thought to be
acting against the union. But the executive
werg overiurned on plasis for deciding who
the-union would suppert in the election of
the Ieaderfdcpuiy leader of the Labour

‘Party. They wanted it tobé done on the basis

of branches mandating delegates. But the
scuccessful ~emergency resolution will
amoynt to a sort of pit-head ballot among
the’ p&:ﬂmcat t‘und mcmhcrs m the fire
sta!.mrm,. :

Amnng the new rules rejected wer€ a’call
for niore full<ime officials baﬁcd in the

regions and the right for senior’lay officials.
to be cxempt:d from a hallot |fth:3.r cannol .

oomplete a Tyl term of office before rétire-
ment. But an Cfuppnnedrrrépusal from
Merseyside guarantesing, the ‘rigin of ol .
members to attend conference as. obéervers
was also rejected after dﬁ:{egm:u were remin-
ded ul the noisy. a.u:enﬁrnt mme

wils wmngl}r :.Immud Uut the pmpmitl

would have uﬂiwmoﬁtmtuﬁmfhﬂ |

h.1H ’ :

There was some !nlu: comlort druwu from
E.abour’s _Widtupﬂ:ul:] lacal
gains, I will sean that the fire service

Eﬂﬂ‘fﬂ'. N

EOverpipent

HEEER O o1 L T B L L

A

."_

et n L L e _.ul‘Lnn.ﬁ.a.t..: awedm. . .l-:-nﬁh"‘rﬂ'—

empin-ﬁ‘n wﬂ'} bc 4 Labour damln?ated
group. But it is. realised that the Tory.

P

- povernmeént’s policy of starving the public

sector of cash is the overriding factor. In
moving thie executive’s plan for a series of
one-day strikes if. the employers will pot
agree to continue .the fire service pay for-
mula, Ken Cameron, the new general secre-
tary, emphasised the need 1o {ighl-on pay
and jobs, whichever party was in govern-
ment. The plan was carried unanimously.
And while one-day strikes may nuot g0 {ar
enought to crack another effort by Thatcher
to impose a s per ceiling for pay, it coniras-
{ed sharply with the way pay debates usvally
go, when the mere menticn of firemen strik-
ing reduges the executive and most of the
delegates to-a state of apoplexy.
Conference was overshadowed to some
extent by news of the deaths of three more
firemen at fires. The executive were fortue-
nately able 1o report agreement on @ new
£30,000 insurance scheme to give coOver i
the event or sericus injury at an incident.
Negotiations have been going on tor overa
year, and the employers were only persua-
ded to apgree by threat that without it
firemen would fight fires from outside build- -
ings, in the same way thearmy had toduring
the strike. That way there is no danger that

the roof will fail in on you.

The ong subject that did nat come before
conference, but.was nevertheless fiercely
debaied in the bars and soctuls oulside, wis
Northern Irefand. Merseyside had submit-
ted.a mild resolution which called {or the
setting up of a trade union based Labour
Party. The Northern [reland delegates lob-
bied intensively to.get the resofution with-
drawrr, claimung that it ithe FBU were o
support such a move, firemen would ne lon-
gor ‘been seen as impartial, thus increasing
the dangers they faced. In the end it was
withdrawn, usipg the excusc that some sup-
porters of the resolution planned 1o raise the
question of troops ol and a united Ireland.

The resolution conference carricd on
unemployment calls for the retention of
trade wnion rights tor the unemploved. the
establishment of anemploved centres and
proper representation of the unemploved on
trades councils. Unfortunately an amend-
ment was also carried 10 delete the call lor a
trade union of the unemploved; denanding
instead that the pgeneral unions recroit
unemployed workers—something wo know
from experience is unlikely 1o happon.
S5WP Firemen

£l1.50 in advanne

‘from SWSO,

ke cheguns nnbh iu S"ﬁ
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A new kind of NAZI

Rritain’s Nazis are on the offensive again. Even the press has not been able totally to ignore
duily reports of racist attacks—ranging from murders in Swindon and Coventry to the
throwing of bricks through the windows of prominent anti-racists and the daubing of Jewish

cemeteries and synagogues. Pete Alexander, organiser of the Anti Nazi Leapue, writes on the

state of the Nazi organisations and how opposition to them is developing.

In 1977 the Anti Nazi League’s founding
statement was prefaced by the following
paragraph:

*‘The National Fronl are cmerging as a
growing force in Brtish politics, In the
lowal elections in London they received
over 119,000 votes, In some recent bye-
clections they have pushed the Liberal
Party inte fourch place.”

The failure of the National Front in the
recent (GLC and county councll elections
provides a stark contrast with the situation
four vears ago. In London they lost over
faur-filths ot their vote with a poll of only
21081 In 1977, the NF tieided candidates n
all but one ot the 92031 Ceconstituencics, and
torpether with the National Party they ave-
raged 5 7% af the votes iy the seats they
contested. This vear, Nazis, including splin-
ters Irom the National Front, could only
manage 1o contest 63 seats, and in those
constitpencics they averaged only 2,144 of
the vores cast.

The picture is simitar outside the capital,
Iverywhere therr portion of the poll was
smaller than in local electons in the late 70s.
[n sume areas, like Wolverhampton {115 of
the poll tn 1977} they could not even field a
candidate. The clectoral decling iseven more
drumatic further north. In Bradlord, their
one candidate obtained only 58 votes (0.7%)
compared with an average of 5,14, and
12, 3% in two previous local elections. In the
mujor metropolitan arcas of Greater Man-
chester, West Midlands and West Yorkshire
the NF vote averaged around or hbelow 244,

The new fascist sects farred cven more
poorly than the Nauonal Front. The New
National Front, led by John Tyndall, ave-
raged only 315 votes in the London clections
comparcd to the NF's 527, Tyndall's cam-
paign ro mamntain a4 band ot dedicated tollo-
wers. with the hope of bemng recalled o the

The Afghan Tragedy
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NT leadership, has beensingularly lackingin
success. lis antipathy towards skinhcads
and other youth cults 1sundoubtedlyafactor
in his inability to mount demonstrations ot
more than 130 participants.

The Constitutional Movement, a group-
ing of more conservative elements trying to
distance themselves from thewr NEF past,
oblained an average of only 194 votes In
London. They have recently sutfered iroman
arson attack on their Excalibur House head-
guarters in Hackney, which may comphicate
their anticipated merger with the British
Democratic Party, The Midlands based BDP
were the only grouplet Lo obtainareasonable
looking vote, with up to 5% of the poll in
[cicestershire {compared to double this
tigure for the NT- four vears prevously.

These clection results demaonstrate, with
preat clarity, the lact that the Nazis have not
vel begun to regain the support they lost i
197%/79. This is a lasting tribute to the activ-
ity of the Anti-Nazi Leagoe in that period.
The "Nazr® tug has stuck firm.

1t is unlikely that the National Front will
be unduly alarmed. They willeven attemptto
gain some comfort from the fact that
although their overall performance was very
similur to their rout in the 1979 General
Eiection (also about 24 of the poll}), there
wis a slight improvement in some East
London consutuences.

More importantly, through force of cir-
cumstance, the NEF have shifted away from a
focus on elections. Their leadership now
argue that a general “collapse’ of society 15
necessary before they can gain power, and
that, therefore, aiming at respectability 1s a
waste of tme. Meanwhile, they mustconcen-
trate on exira-electoral activity, particularly
recruiting. Part and parcel ol this shift 1 the
use of radical, populist slogans 1ke “jobs nol
dole: Kick out the Tories!” and attacks on
‘Cupitalism® (sic). designed toncrease work-
Ing class support.

[n cssence the politics of the National
Front have moved much closertothose of the
openly Hitlerite British Movement, who
were seen to be achieving some success dur-

ing the National Front's Taction fights of

1979-800. Wehster recently described the
potitics of the NFas *Pure Fascism’, Increas-
inaly, ther analvsis, [ike that the ol BM, rests
on A presentation of the Jewish conspiracy
myth of history. Both organisations have
cancentrated on recruining disaftected white
youth and on maintaiming their support by
engaging in a high level of violent activity.
Violence s nothing new to fascists in Bri-
tain. The August 1977 edition of Segrehiight
(no 2%}, the anti-tascist magazine, fed with
the headline *“The growth ol fascist violence’.
Included in a long list of incidents was the
guthing of the SWP’s headquarters, andsoon
after there was a senes of racist murders in
East London. Then the violence was an

adjunct to the general growth of the Nazis;

today it is central to their activity, and is
rightly a cause of great concern. '

A new feature of the violence is the increa-
sed attention given to synagogues, and Jew-
ish schools, cemeteries, shops and individuals.
Anti-racists have merited special aticniion,
notably the arson attack onour Birmingham
bockshop by an NF sympatiuser, when a
woman was burned to death. Even Roy Hat-
tersley, who ironically was a major force in
winning Labour Party support tor immigra-
tion controls, has been attacked.

However, as always, Britain’s black popu-
lation have borne the-brunt of the violence—
most horrifically with the Deptford fire. In
parts of London, and other major cities,
racist attacks are now commonplace, with
only the more sericus incidents being repor-
ted. Many attacks, including probably the
recent murders in Swindon and Coventry,
have been carricd out by “freelancers’ not in
the NF or BM.

The context of increased violence istmpor-
tant. Rapidly soaring levels ol unemploy-
ment have produced a degree of boredom,
frustration andalienation among voung peo-
ple not known since hefore the last war.

1n addition government policy has encou-
raged racialismas ameans of furtherdividing
and weakening working class resistance to
Tory policies. This is the main aim of the
Nationahity Bill, and three major statements
made by Thatcher recently have added tothe
process. She has attempted to turn reality on
its head by arguing that rioung (o Brixton
had nothing to do withsocial conditions,and
evervthing to do with the presence of large
numbers of blacks/immigrants.

The main features of the new growth ofthe
Nazis—generalised increase in the level of
racism, vicience, focus on Youth, shift in
Nazi propaganda—have all had anattect on
the development of opposition.

I'he rising tide of racism has provoked a
reaction lrom black people. Thiscan be seen
in the proportionately greater invelvement
of blacks, particularly Asians, in anti-fascist
activities. There have becn three massive,
anti-racist demonstrations in the last two
months, each with 10,000-plus participants,
led by blacks and composed predominantly
ot black people. However, it is worth noting
in passing that the Deptford demonstration
received only tiny support from Asians, and
the Nationatity Bill and Coventry demon-
strations attracted mimmal support from
Afro-Caribbeans.

Unfortunately, the other side ot the coin
has been the very low level of involvement in
anti-racist struggles by organmised white wor-
kers, in Coventry the trades council, NUT
and NALGO banncrs were the only union
ones present on the march.

[.ocal trade union leaders who have just
woken up to the need to be appearing to do
something about unemployment—a popu-
lar issne—have ditficulty in taking seriousty
a problem whach recetves only minority sup-
porl, Further, much of the white member-
ship is undoubtedly caught up 1n the search
[or scapegoats to explain away uncmpioy-
ment which 1s sull rising. A leading member
of the leamington anti-racist anti-fascist
committee reports that sales of thetr monthly
publications have slumped as former buyers
adopt the racist arguments,
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Increasing viotence has led to arguments
abhout how best to orgamse defence, with
some Asian leaders still retaining illusions in
the ability and willingness of the police 1o
defend black pecple. ‘Self-detence is no

~offence’ 1s a popular siogan, which contains

an important statement about the role of the
police and provides a justification for bjack
vouths carrying knives and clubs, but as a
guide to actian 1t is still extremely hmited.
Activities hke sleeping-tn at a house where
the family have sutfered from Nazi viclence,
patrolling an area, such as the precinct in
Coventry, or escorting children home from
school, may he necessary as a short term
measure. But in practice, it has proved ditti-
cult 1o sustain self-defence activity when the
immediate threat has passed, and indeed Jam

not aware of any successful, regularvigilante -

ETOUDS.
The answer 1s to go on the ottensive, by
wsolating the Nazis,
There can be little doubt that organising
demonstrations after racist murders 15 an
extremely powerful means of restoringconli-

dence. In addition they torce the Nazis onto.

the defensive, with all but the meanest, most
hardened racists trying to distance themseal-
ves from the violence. Forinstance, tn West

London, ANL members utilised the concern.

of their supporters following an attack on an

Asian member, to leatletan arca regarded by

the Nazis—and ourselves—us their 1erritory.
Or again, following continuous attacks on a
particular family we leatleted the arca, and
then canvassed the sireet tor support.

The main activity of the Ant: Nazi League
has been among voung people. Inthe lastsix
months, a quarter of a million leallets direc-
ted at youth have been distributed outside
schools and football grotinds by the ANL.
Following the Youth Against the Nazis Con-
ference, at the end of February, most
grounds m the first two divisions have been
covered. Leeds has been leatleted four times,
with an increasing level of support. Even
West Ham, with its Nazi reputation, was
leatleted, providing a boost inconfidencetor
our supporters in East London,

In the major towns respondents to leaflet-
ing have been pulled together in small
groups, and badge selling, discos. RAR
clubs, paint-cutsandsupport fordemonstra-
tions have been organwsed. Already, a shight
improvement in the situation is discernible,
and the morale of our supporiers has
Improved.

Finaily, there has been a shift in ANL
propaganda to match the shiltin NFstrategy
and the growth of the BM. It 15 no longer
sulticient to explain that the NF or BM are
Nazis, In part that is their attraction. Recent
feaflets have concentrated on arguing that
the Nazis do not and cannot fight in the
mierests of working class youth. The growth
of UND and agitation on unemployment
help tantasvucally by indicating that v is wy.
the lelt and trade unien movement that do
precisely that.

In conclusion, building the ANL is more
difficult in the current peried. Pardy because
much ot the cadre has moved ontothe UNID,
mostly because of the change in the nature of
the beast. Despite this, the maintenance of a
united front organisation against the Nazisis
crucual il the beast s tobe contained. Thisthe
ANL has achieved.

LETTERS

No exception fer coal ar chairs

In Mike Ontfin's statement rejecting the
theory of the SWP on import controls as
... rather up in the air, theoreticai and
doctrinaire . ... 7 he appeals for an ex-
ception for coal, arguing:

“It {the question of import controls -
KRS)1stobe looked at in terms of working
class expenence . . . You can give support
to import controls in relation to the work
experience (?7) of the workers in the
industry.”

The first part of that statement is certainly
correct. We must of coursc look at
everything, not just import contrels,
terms of working class expenence. The
second part is wholly wrong. We should
not support impori controls under any
circumstances!

“Now we talk about international
solidarity. .. I don’t accept solidarity
with non-unionists whatever they arc,
whether they're in Taiwan, America, or
South Wales.”

What of those workers who have no
experience of trade umons? Of thosc where
joining a trade union means jail and
torture? Of those in this country who have
not got a job and cannot join a trade union?
Now I know that Mike does not mean it in
this sense as he has been actively supporting
the Right to Work campaign. But then,
Mike should not make any such sweeping
statement. The question of import controls
15 not synonymous with working with non-
union labour.

Import controls in themseives cannot
save jobs, except perhaps in the short term.
An example, oft quoted, 15 the textile
industry, where they have done nothing to
stem the toll of redundancies. Investment
in this industry, like other industnes, has
been in the most up to date technology,
which has led to massive job losses.

A similar picture emerges when we lock
at the furntture industry. High Wycombe,
the town where [ live and work, is perhaps
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best known for the production of chairs
and accounts for 69 of all furniture made
in this country. Currently the town enjoys
the lowest unemployment rate in the
country (5.1%), but many of the town’s
workforce are on short time. The response
of the furmiture workers union (FTAT)
has been, in their words, “*Put pressuce on
the government on imports. ™

Yet mt reply to my guestion whether
redundancies and short-time working
(part-time unemployment) were linked to
imports, the Furniture industry Rescarch
Assoclation wrote: “Imports and their
relationship  to  tredundancies 15 not
necessarily of importance.” Andifwe look
at what has been happening over the last
few yeurs, it Is easy to see why.

The first and most impoertant reason for
the drop in the number of workers em-
ployed in the industry has been the change
away from small to targe umits of production
(gone are the small craft shops emplaying
several skilled workers} using inachinery
which does most of the work. Coupled
with this is that the amount of assembled
furniture appearing in the shops has fallen.
People now walk into their local DIY store
and buy & pack with all the parts, take it
home in the car and put it together
themselves.

Another reason is of course, the cuts in
government expenditure. If vou don't build
schools, you don’t need desks and you
don’t need the workers who preduce them.
Controls on imports will not reverse this
trend. All they will do is worsen it.

What is true of textiles and fumiture is
also true of coal.

Here too there has been the shift to
increased mechanisation.  Productivity
agreements have helped to persuade miners
to step up production as individual miners
rather than fight to employ more workers.
Miners have accepted money for jobs and
now turn and point the finger at imports.

Mike 1s critical of our insistence on
theory. Yet Marxand Engels often repeated
that their theory 15 not dogma, but a guide
for action. If you accept the notion of
import controls you suggest that unions,
emplovers and govermment can get together
to solve ‘our’ probiems. This is not a
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socialist way to look at things and that is
why we reject the arguments in favour of
import controis. So, if we don’t fight for
import controls, what do we call for and
how Jdo we fight?

We must, where necessary, raise the
demand for subsidies. We link this to
demands tor a shorter working week, a
complete ban on overtime, five days work
or five days pay. It means that every job
loss must be fought by strike action,
occupation and demands for solidanty
action. We must lcarn to depend on the
working class itself to fight foritself, rather
than leaving things to the reformist
(actually reactionary) union leaders and
the government. To do that, Mike, I'm
afraid you need the theory.

Omne final point. Mike's point on who
will be first on the barricades is not only
elitist, it’s childish. It could be any section
of workers who spark the revolution — as
the moment, the women at Lee Jeans are
light years ahcad. Theyv have taken over
their tactory to save jobs, but I haven't
noticed them call for import controls.

Roy E Smith

Glasgow's P2

Oue smatl criticism of Chris Bambery's
useful article on Scottish loyalism. It would
be a mistake to assume as Cheis does that
discrimination in employment no longer
cxists in Scotlund. By concentrating on the
Orange Order, he misses the real per-
petrators of disenimination, the Masonic
Lodges.

The domination of the skilled engineering
trades by the Masons was, at least into the
sixtics. almost total. During my own ap-
prenticeship vears. the late '30s, there were
ondy twe Catholics allowed apprenticeships
is manne fitters in the five years 1 was
apprenticed at John Browns. This in one
of the brgrest cngineering employers on
the Clyde,

The same apphes for the electricians.
Catholics were given apprenticeships but
in the so-called "Black Squad”ie s welders,
shipwrights elc.

The mcthod of sclection was quite
simple. Nobody asked your religion — just
whal school you went to. And obviously if
you went to OQur Holy Redeemer’s or St
Patrick’s you were certainly not a ‘blue-
nose’. There has been no change in this
situation — or at least the only change has
been that no-one gets apprenticeships now,
Catholic or Protestant.

‘This bright
day of

summer’
THL PEASANTS
REVOLTOF 1331
by Paul FFoot

35p plus 15p postage
/ ten for £3 post free
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Finalty, the role of the reactionary
ideclogy of freemasonry and its effect on
the Scottish working class is something
much more insidious than the relatively
open activitics, no matter how repulsive,
of the Orangemen. Remember, thase who
joim the Orange Lodge in Scotland tend to
be those who are too stupid to get through
the Mason’s decrees,

Jim Scott

Bloody Ba'ath

In his article "Run down to a new civil
war?!"” (Sacialist Review 16 May - 14 June})
Peter Clarke analyscd the situation and
made what [ believe to be a number of
fundamental mistakes. T should like to
take him up on one point. He says:

“What of the left in Lebanon?
Unfortunately it 1s in tatters. Amal 1
sphit by internal disputes regarding the
Palestinians. while the Ba’athists of
Svna and Iraq, the progressive front ot
Walid Jumblatt, the Nasserites, the
Partie  Populaire Syrien and the
Palestinians spend most of their ume
fighting cach other rather than the
FPhalangists and the Israehis™

Ba’athism 15 a Natienal Socialist doctrine
and by the standards of the Middle-east
Syria passes for Yprogressive’ in that it is
agatnst  Amernican  impernalism  and
Zionism. Present-day Irag, however, hasa
one-party dictatorship in the authoritanan
moeuld. The president Saddam Hussein
fias closed down the offices of the Popular
Front for the Liberaticn of Palestine and
of the Popular Democratic Front for the
Liberation of Palesting as a potential
threat to his rule. Iragi oil weulth sponsors
the Arab Liberation front in Lebancn - a
front for divisive Iragiintrigues. In foreign
affairs, fraq is aligned with Saudi-Arabia,
Oman and Jordan, the three most
reactionary states in the area. Their aim is
to subdue [ran so that Iraq can be the new
US police force in the Gulf area.

In Iraq itself, the Commumst Party was
forced out of political activity and its
members hunted down and killed. even
those who had tried 1o flee the country. A
stmilar fate befell trotskyists, left-wing
Ba’athists and anyone who opposd the
president’s Takriti tribe. The intelligentsia
has heen silenced by bribery and torture.
The regime holds the Kurdish nation to be

racially inferior and has deported tens of
thousands to new “homes”™ in the desert,
while systematically exterminating the few
that oppose it.

I hope these few facts give an insight
into this so-called left regime. [t does not
fight the Israelis or the Phalangists because
the interests of the lraqi ruling class are
exactly the same as theirs.

In revolutionary politics it is essential to
chistinguish friend from enemy, and 1 feel
that Peter Clarke’s article will mislead and
alienate overseas readers as to the SWP’s
true position vis-a-vis Iraq. A real analysis
wolld be longer, more detailed, and with
an historical perspective.

Archie Friedman

Making too much of Militant

Despite understandable exasperation at
the antics of AMfifitant in the CPSA the
comrade was wrong 1o eriticise them in
such 4 sectarian way in last month's SK.

[ teel there's a tendency to get carried
by the Millies so leC’s not forgel certain
facts. At best Miliians has 1500-2000 sup-
porters {take the term supporter how you
like) and theyv could only manage to get
OO at their big annual tringe meeting at
the LPYS conlerence. Their basc in the
industrial working class 15 virtually non-
existant despite their workerist posing.
Their intervention in disputes is tokenis-
tic and atmost voyeurnistic ([t was a month
hetore thetr paper ever mentioned Lee
Jeans, *We've no menibers 1n the area’,
saldd one full-umer). Thewr reputation is
bascd on their ability to frighten an estab-
lishment which that well-known ‘Trot
Harold Wilson ncarly provoked into a
military coup, And, ontopofall that they
have no influence in a Labour left which
despises them for their dogma, tedium
and seclarianism.

The comrade’™s hitterness s based ona
false premise—thal any group that calls
iselt Troskyist should at least try 1o live
up to it. Mifitanr are not Trotskyists—
they are centrists. The way to treat them is
cxactly the way we treat other centrists
attd reformists. We propose Joint gctivity
and prove rthat we're the best fighters tor
those demands., whether on unemploy-
ment, racism, UND etc. if there’s one
thing centrists can't stand it's tailing peo-
ple they see as ultra-left, but that’s what
they had to dom campaigns like the Anti-
Nazi League and espectallvin the Right to
Work Campaign. I’ve heard at least tour
reasons why they didn’t support the RTW
march, although some of them did.

Thewr real danger 1s taking kids we
should have, merely because they reach
them {irst and shigeld them from revolu-
tonary arguments. All that means for us 15
thal we have to be better and make sure
we gel there first. Qur superior arguments
and betrer activity (they can only manage
about three regular street sales in Glas-
gow and only mobitse lor big ‘labour
movement” demaos} will 1o the long run
pay otf. The thing to avoird 15 respanding
to thew sectartanmism by some of cur own,
United front activity will win their peri-
phery better.

Dermot MacWard
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- The two
souls of CND

The last few weeks have seen some of the different strands within CND begin to emerge a little
more clearly . While the public face of CND» has been hit by police hans on marches in various
parts of the country, there were a number of demonstrations over Easter, particularly the
long marches in the Midlands and over the Pennines. And then, a month later the CND

national conference took place.

Let's look first at the Pennine march. Its
leadership was, by-and-large, provided by
the respectable middle-class, middle-aged
cadre of the movement. But these
provided few of the marchers, who were
rarely over 25 and often in their teens.

[t soon became clear that there was a
fundamental difference within the march
as to how militant CND should be and as
to the sorts of political demands it should
be making.

Complaints

Hardly had it left Bradford on the
second day, than some of the ‘leadership’
were complaining about the shouting of
anti-Tory slogans, and on the morning of
the third day they held a march meeting to
try to get a ban on stogan shouting. The
brunt of their complaint by then was
against the 30 or so SWP members {out of
a march total of about 5(M)) and they
claimed their main objection was to the
‘offensive’, ‘aggressive’ chorus of a song
about Reapan which ended ‘Burn, burn,
burn the bastard’. They miscalculated the
mood entirely. The song had been most
enthusiastically sung (1f not made up) by
young marchers who had probably never
come across the SWP before in their lives.
Maore significantly, everyone knew that
the real objection wus to chants against
Thatcher and for the right to work. To
shouts of ‘march not waffle’, the march
moved off without the leadership daring to
put the 1ssue to a vote. If *burn the bastard’
was henceforth modified to *gently poach
hm’, the anti-Thatcher slogans were
louder than ever. '

The leadership’s ¢laim had been that
such slogans would ‘alienate’ people from
CND. But it was clear to many marchers
that they were much much more appealing
to ordinary working class people in an area
of high unemployment than the brown rice
and beads 1mage conveyed by a group of
resurrected flower children who led the
mmarch or by the continual droning of ‘Give
Peace a Chance” from the march speaker
van. By the time it entered Manchester, at
least half the march was dominated by
chants of “We won't die for Thatcher® and
‘Jobs not bombs’.

Behind the argument over slogans was a
deeper argument — whether CND is going
to be a gentle protest movement, even
back-tracking on the demand for
unrfateral disarmament, in order to keep
as many middle class people as possible
happy and defeat the bomb by sheer moral
pressure. Or whether it is going to be a
militant movement prepared to struggle to
disarm those who wield the bomb. Tt was

the latter perspective which began te win
out among the rank and file of the march.

That was not because of any
extraordinary energy or organising skills
on the part of thc SWP members present
(a good number of whom had neither). It
was because for many of the young people
on the march the bomb is not an isolated
1ssue — it is the sharp end of a system which
can only offer them the choice between
worthless illpaid jobs and long periods on
the dole. So the socialist arguments of the
SWP found 4 ready audience.

The CND campaign conference on the
weekend of 9-10 May provided a different
sart of insight into the movement. There
were three or four hundred people there,
which 1s not bad, but fewer than the
organisers had hoped. One of the reasons
tor this was undoubtedly that the national
leadership had not done anything like
cnough work to publicise and build for it.
The description of activists who did attend
will be familiar to regular readers of this
Journal: they werc overwhelmingly white,
middle-class and aged between twenty and
forty.

Rumblings

Contrary to what Chris Horrie of CND
wrote 1n his letter to our last issue, there
are prablems with the national leadership
of CND. Bruce Kent, in his opening
remarks, pointed to the difficulty of local
groups runming cut of things to do — what
he called the need to ‘get a second wind’ —
but the national icadership had no visible
plans to overcome that problem. And
John Cox, from the chair, seemed to be

voicing subterranean rumblings within the

leadership itself when he invited critical
COMMENtSs On Sanity.

Much more interesting, though, were
the discussions which took place in the
small workshop sessions which took up the
bulk of the conference. Take the question
of the Labour Party. Almost everybody is
agreed that the election of a Labour
government will be one of the decisive
tests of CND. A large number of people,
including Labour Party members, are very
cymical about [Foot’s commitment to
bomb-banning, and therefore argue for
the need to step up the fight in the Labour
Party. Wc disagree with that, since we
beheve that the only thing which will force
the Labour Party to keep on the straight
and narrow will be mass pressure in the
streets and the factories, but nevertheless
the fight inside the Labour Party has at
least some importance. What is clear is
that the leadership of CND | and of Labour
CND in particular. are already tailoring
their arguments to meet the right wing
halt-way.

THE MOVEMENT

Their draft resolution studicusty avoids
any mention of NATQ, despite the fact
that CND has long recognised that
withdrawal from that particutar den of
thieves is a necessary component of
unilateral nuclear disarmament. Their
justification is that the time is not right to
raise the tssue. {fthe Labour right has even
an ounce of sense, they will crucify the left
on this position.

In any case the belief that you can win at
Labour conference and get anything done
about it once they are in office without
utterly smashing the right wing machine is
staggeringly naive. Above all, that means
taking on the likes of Chapple and Dutfy
in their own unions. But Labour CND iy
not reaily interested in doing that. They
think they can get round it by boxing
ctever. Meanwhile, lobbying newly
elected Labour councillors is seen as the
central task.

Searching

On the question of an orientation
towards the working class, the bulk of the
delegates were ready to listen with
politeness and even interest to how this
might be carried out. Most of them
seemed to accept that such an approach
would be a good thing. But the arguments
were really accepted on the grounds that
there was this huge number of people who
had not yet been converted to the true
light and therefore it was necessary to go
forth and spread the word o the heathen.
The argument which the delegates in
general were not yet ready to accept s the
central ore: that the working class is the
only force in society that has the power to
ban the bomb. Once again we come back
to the central question of whart sort of
movement 15 CND to be. The choice
beiween a moral approach and one that
links the bomb to the everyday struggles of
ordinary people is not one that can be
avolded.

It 1s not that the delegates have closed
minds on these guestions. Quite the
contrary: many peoplic are searching quite
seriously for answers to general questions.
There was one session on aklicrnative
defence policies. The wvast majority of
people there came wvery quickly to the
conclusion that the only viable one was the
concept of an armed people: what we
would call a workers™ militia. That in itself
might seem staggering until you recognise
that the people who saw it as a good idea
have not yet thought through just why we
do not have such a force in crisis-ridden
Britain and why the armed forces are
structurced the way they arc. Still, it is a
very Interesting discussion to have, and
there were many others just as intcresting,

These two sorts of events illustrate the
logic of the development of CND. 1t is
slowly but surely developing a left-wing
and a nght-wing. There is nothing that
anyone can do about that since it is the
logic of the whole movement that it
confronts the choices of what te de and
how to win day in and dav out. The {ast
word belongs to an SWP member delegated
to the conference: ‘1 have never had to
argue for socialism so many times in two
days betore.’

Colin Sparks
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WRITERS REVIEWED

I saw a new world born

1 first came across John Reed, not through
his most famous work, Ten Days That
Shook The World, a first hand account of
the Russian Revolution, but through
another almost unknown work, Insurgent
Mexico.

At the age of 26, Reed had already won
some fame as a journaiist, particularly for
his coverage of the 913 strike of silk
workers in Paterson, New York., led by
Big Bill Heywood of the Wobblies.

He had approached the strike as a bit of
a lark. But what he witnessed there shook
him considerably.

“All the violence is the work of one
side,” he wrote. “the mill owners, their
servants, the police, club unresisting men
and women and nde down law abiding
crowds on horseback. Their paid mer-
cenaries, the armed detectives, shoot and
kill people. Their newspapers publish n-
cendiary and crime inciting appeals to mob
violence against the sirike leaders. They
deal out heavy sentences to peaceful pickets
that the police net gathers up.”

Reed marvelled at the courage and
inventiveness of these 25,000 striking
workers and their children who picketed
the schools whose teachers spoke against
the strike. And when the mill owners
covered Paterson with flags and banners
saying “We live under the Aag; we fight for
the flag; and we will work under the flag™,
the pickets replied with their own banners:
“We wove the flag; we dyed the fiag; and
we won't scab under the fag. ™

But, although Paterson had a profound
influence on Reed, it did not bring about a
lasting commitment from him to the labour
movement. He was sull eroping his way on
the fringes of the labour movement.

His big journalistic break came when he
was asked to cover the revolt of the peons
on Mexico for the magazine Metropolitan.

His articles from the frontline established
him as among the top journalists of his
day, and on his return he pubiished s
expericnces in book form. fasurgent Mexico
tells the storv of his tour months in the
battleficlds with the Mexican guerillas,
destitute masses with popular Jeaders, 1ld
armed, dressed in rags, but determined to
fight for land and liberty. His descriptions
of the risings., marches and battles, all of
which he took part in, are magnificent.
And the symbois of the revolution itself,
thce pecons, robbed by ranchers and priests,
are portrayed as courteous, gay, and poor,
vet fiercely proud and revolutionary to
hoot!

We meet Pancho Villa, who says, “When
the new Republic is established, there will
never be any more army i Mexico. Armies
are the greatest supporters of tyranny. We
will put the army to work!” This Mexican
Robin Hood, as he was called, fed whole
districts by capturing granaries. herds of
cattle and bullion, and distributing it to the
poor. He raised an army of 20,000 in a few
months and captured Northern Mexico!
He conhiscated 17,000,000 acres and gave
every citizen 6242 acres each. He fixed the

price of essential foods and sct up schools
foradults and children throughout the state.

In April 1914, Reed ieft Mexico, but he
was slowly beginning to realise that his
respensibiiity must be a conhinuing one.
(On his return home he defended the
uprising by speaking and writing against
American intervention.

In the States he covered the miners’' stnke
in Ludlow, Colorado, where 1,000 miners
were on sirnke. The sinke resulted in a
massacre 1 which men, women and

children were shot and their tents burned
down by Rockerfeller's agents, armed

John Reed

detectives, strike breakers and the militia.

Reed’s ties with workers and their
organisations were becoming much clearer
In his writings. He was arriving at Marxism
by the pitted route of expenence. Almost
everything he now wrote expressed his
hatred of capitalism and aided the cause ot
revolution. He also began to argue that
literature had to be freed from the stupidity
and triviality of the bourgeoisie and from
the commercialisation of the profit making
magazines. Ideas alone though didn’t mean
much to Reed, he had to see to be there.
It didn’t come to me from books that the
workers produced all the wealth of the
world, which went to those who did not
earn it. It was all around me to sce.™

In the summer of 1914, Reed left for
Europe, to cover the First World War, for
Metropolitan. He became depresscd and
disgusted by this ““traders war " as he called
it. His analysis of what he saw and thought
could not be printed, for American
capitalists were intent to enter the war, to
expand their world position in their
struggles for new markets and new raw
materials. He was now a marked man. No
longer sought after as a writer. For he was
beginnming to use s pen ke a club.

Being isolated. doubts crept in, about
whether the class he bad put his faith in
would reply to the war madness, and this
was furthered by the growing support of

“Socialists™ for the war, and by his having
no outlets for his writing. This 1s revealed
in Afmost Thirty an autobiographical essay,
which 15 an offshoot of tis despair at the
time. Reed however talled to take account
the rising anti-war feelings. shown in the
risc in labour struggles athome and abroad,
and the left socialist conferences taking
place in Europe. against the war. His doubts
were those of @ man who had allhied himself
with a class, but sull had to grasp why
soclal ferment was @ complex process,
uncven in results, and often contradictory
to any individual’s most complex wishes.

The pews of the Russian Revoluation,
however, lifted him sky-high. He went off
to Petrograd as a reporter for the New
York Call and other socialist publications.
The result was Ten Days That Shook The
World. Lenin  wrote  the inscription,
“Unreservedly do I recommend it 1o the
workers of the world™.

“The people had clambered out of the
pit,” Reed wrote, “and were showing what
creative genius lay in them now thcy had
the power ta rule themselves™. 1t was here,
during the revolution, that Reed found the
answers to his questions. It taught him that
“In the last analysis, the property owning
class is loval only to its property. That the
masses of workers are not only capabie of
great dreams, but have in them the power
to make dreams come true™.

Reed’s development, into becoming a
disciphned comrmunist and writer. was hard
but steady. The diffcrence between most
of s early wnting and that on the
revolution, was the difference hetween the
close sympathiser and the particpant. Ten
Days was a measure of the great leap
forward he had made. It was a force for
working class power.

On his return to America. Reed was
cursed and threatencd by the right wing
and the Establishment. One newspaper’s
headline was “One man who needs the
rope”. He was the spokesman for the
Bolsheviks, for the socialist revolution. He
wrote continuously and spoke at meetings
across the states which were often broken
up by police and soldiers.

Tragically, on his return to Russia, he
died like thousands of others of typhus,

deprived of drugs due 1o the country being

blockaded. His plans to write two other
books on Russia were doomed.

The road to socalism was not easy for
Reed to discover. But strugele stecled him.

His experiences as a Journalist with Pancho

Villa, with striking workers, on the
frontline during World War One, and 1n
Russia during the revolution all helped to
shape and mould him into becoming a
commitied revolutionary activist and
writer, as opposed 1o the romantic
adventurist he started out as. It was not a
sudden conversion to socialism. it was more
of a simple npening.

Unreservedly do |1
books . ..
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The making of the female working class

Women Workers and the Industrial
Revolution 1759 — 1850

vy Pinchbeck,

Virggo. £3.50 freprint — orisinally
writien 9304

The cover of this book describes
how it "examines a century of wom-
en's work i agriculture, trade and
industry’, Butirisn’t just the caami-
nation of any century. [vy Pioch-
beck's classic study looks at the
hundred years Itom 1750 to 1530,
the vears of the Indusinial Revaolu-

tion which transtormed the sort of

work women did, and shows how it
affected their hives.

And a revolution it certaimly was.
England of 185} would have been
unrecognisable to sameonc living u
century helore. It went from being a
society bascd primanly on land to
one based overwhelmingly on
manuf  The old way of life, hased
on agriculture and related produc-
tion, mainly round the home, was
destroyved, with otten viotent and
miserable comseyuences {or those
whose means of lwvelihood disap-
peared. But by the end obf the
pericdd, that livelihood had been
replaced by another. rooted in the
factories. Those agnicultural wor-
kers, spinners. handloom weasers
and others who were displaced by
the early stages of ththe mdostrial
revolution had become part of the
industrial working class,

For the women whose Tives were
destroved it secmed hard tomagine
that things could get better, Yot as
Ivy Pinchbeck shows, the industrial
revolution crealed berter working
conditions and wages [or women
than anvything which bhad pone
before, and freed them from the

dependence on thair busbands and
fathers which had boen part of Lthe
ol system,

The old form of family centred as
I wus on preduction tooor aroungd
the home chanped out of  all
recagnition,

‘In the mid-cighteenth century
the population of England way
mainly rural, and women wepe
largely engaged i productive
wark tn their hemes and in some
form of domesoic industey, In
Lhe towns the industnial woman
wage carner was not unknown,
and a large number of women
were engaged in some form of
trade; but here again, women
mirre often shared Lthe activities
ol theiwr hushands and actled as
partners in the industrial, &y
the agncultural sphere. As the
reset of the changes which took
nlace in the tatier half of the
cieghteenth century, this state of
attairs became no longer
possible”,

Women's  work covered wide
areas apart from agriculture. The
spinming of wool, cotton or flax,
button making, lacemaking, straw
plaiting, working in the mines, Yet
it still tended to centre inor around
the home, and 1o bear some rela-
tenship to the hushband or other
mwmhbers of the tamiy. |

A revolution in agriculture chan-
ged alt that. Farming wenl [tom
Peing largety for subsistence in mos
areas to being peared to the needs of
the  growing popuiation of the
industrial  cities. Most ol the old
common land was enclosed, and
turned to arable farming for the

production of grain for the cities.
The socl consequences werc
immense. l'or some  larmers it
mcant an mercase 10 wealth bevond
ther dreams. Their wives, tradieio-
nally responsible for dairy produc-
tion, tended to hand over that role
o servig iy, and e become econom-
wally mactive as they rose up the
social seale, Iiry production, once
an important sourge of women's
wirk and of women’s economic
power within the home, became
work which was managed by men,

as 1t hecame maore geared to capitat-
15U agricnltural production.

Al the other end of the social
scile  rhere were cgually far-
reachineg implications for women.
The enclosures caused many corta-
pers amd labourers to lose their liv-
ing. amd lerrihle poverty was the
resull. The staries of vagrancy,
dependence on poor relict and star-
vation date from this pericd. Wom-
vi's productive work tended to
diecrease, untd they were eventually
drawn once agatn into apricullural
wurk as casual duv labourers,

The cffcect on the family was
immense. For maoy there was a
complete transtormation of their
traditiconal way of hife, The home,
once the centre ol productive work
tor the whole family, ceased to serve
that tunction. Once graphic example
can lustrate this: in the South of
lingland, cven bhaking of bread in
Lhe home ceased, and women were
lorced tu use the village hakehouse.,
The reason was that the enclosures
demied Lsbourers any aceess to fuel.

11 wus this maore than anything
clee that in the South reduced
the labourer™ dier to the
mivnotonous one ol bread and
e o the MNorrth where furze,
heath and brushwood could stll
be obtained atan inconsiderable
expertse, Lhe  housewite  was
cnabted not only to spend a
sinaller proporton of carnings
ce lood, but atso (o provide a
variety of dishes unknownin the
Sortth,,

Crnee the home ceased (o have
any tunction, other dhings followed:

“The decline in housecralt, origl-

BOOKS

nally the outcome of economic
causes, was aggravated by the
general degradation {of poverty
—LCy, until finalty 1t became
itsell a factor ina more complete
demoralisation. Unable o give
warmth, comtget and any vari-
ety of lood to her family, the
housewife lost interest and the
condition of her home went
from bad to worse. In despair
the labourer soupht comfort at
the ale house and his wilte the
solace ot tea-drinking with her
netphbours.”

A similar  transformation of
women's lives was lakimg place
throuvgh the industrialisation of the
other major area of rheir work in
the hame, the spinning of textles,
In the mid eighteenth century pro-
guction of cloth was a domestic
industry.  Women and  children
would spin, and go through the
other vanous processes leading up
te weaving, Spinnimg of wool was
carried out in nearly all parts of the
country, especially 10 West York-
shire, East Anglia and the South
West,

Cotlon spinning took place in the
hinterlands of Liverpoot, especially
round Manchester, and in some
arcas linen was produced from flax.
Production was partly lor use, and
partly to sell in order to buy other
goods.

*The cotton worker's cottage
wis indeed a miniature factory,
in which the father superinten-
ded the weaving, and the mother
was responsible tor all the pre-
paratory processes and th train-
mg and setting to waork of the
chifdren’

The tnventions of the 1770s, espe-
clally the spinning mule, transfor-
med the role of women and men
within the family, Gradually the job
of spinning, now done by heavy
powered machinery in  water
powered factories, became taken
aover by men. Handioom weaving
also became graduatly replaced by
the power loom, and here it was the
women who tended Lo be employed,
rather than the male handloom
weavers, who resisted entening the
factories,

Again  econormice  distress  was
widespread. The new mule spinners
had work, but for many cngaged in
preparatory work and hand spin-
ning, the situation was grim,

New machimery was hlamed

‘Women spinpers and those
whao o until now  had  bhsen
engaged in the preparatary pro-
cosses 1N the cotlages, beheved
that the new machines were res-
ponsible Tor their distress and
unemployment, consequently
opposifion, more  widespread
than 1 the carly davs of the
inventions, broke out again. In
September and October 1779,
several thousand cotton wor-
kers and their sympathisers des-
troved hundreds ol carding,
doubling and twisting cogines,
artd as many large jennies as

bl
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they could find at Chorley,
Manchester, Wipgan, Blackburn
and Bolton,.”

But although wonien had been
displaced from their traditional
role, the sheer force of industrialisa-
tion ensured their re-employment

before tong. The huge cutput af

yarn being produced in the mlls

meant that women filled many ol

the vacancies lor weavers., In the
early ninetcenth  contury women
flooded onto the labour market. In

818 there were 57.32Y men and
women employed i the cotton
mills. By 1839 there were 146,331
wormen alone.

S0 g period which had started by
destroying many of women’s tradi-
tional jobs, now created whoje new
arcas of work lor women, The
impact on the family was greal,

They were able to compete for
jobs on the same basis as men, and
were ahle to maintain some degree
o imdependence outside the family,

From Gulag to Gdansk

Samizdat Register No 2

Ed Roy Medvedev Merfin Press
Fhe Road to Gdansk

Dastel Sineer

Muonthfy review press, £8. 00

[ suppuse il 13 inevitabie that a ook
such as Medvedev's should be dis-
appointing. Coming  as it does so
sewon atter the biggest workimg class
peneral strike and upsurge since the
Rissian revolulion, this collection
of essays [vom the ‘socialist opposi-
ton' in Russia has virtually nothing
o say concerning the condition and
mood ol the Russian working class.

What it contains is a scries of
rather minor essays, some of which
are ol historical interest—tor
instance, the two impressions of
Kamenev and Zinoviev hy the for-
mer Meashevik, Yakinbovitch. The
rest ure mainly concerncd with the
ethics of socialism, although one
articte entitled *Commodity oo, I
says  something by  implication

“about the state of mind of the Rus-

s1an worker, its subjectk matter being
the production of vodka and the
state’s secrctiveness as o actual
production ligures,

The problem of this book s the
editor's inabilily to include any-
thing contemporary on what is hap-
pening in  the factories or
wiorkshops., Remember only last
year there were reports ol mass stri-
kes in Toghatugrad car Factories,
The attempts to form tree rfrade
umions and the  persecution and
murder ol those doing so, seem Lo
have left no mark on Medvedey,
The simple publication ol the hand
written sirtke bulleting of Toglatti-
arad would have told us more about
the potential Tor “sociallst opposi-
tion”' than another 500 pages on the
‘Rule of Statinism’

[n ttal contrast, for Daoiel
Sipger it s preaisely the growth of
the working class and its increasimg
sophisticanon which s the great
hope Tor both Russa and the rest ol
the Bastern bloe. His new book con-
tains three sections: astady of Soly-
henitsvn: “The Soviet Union: The
Se¢ds of Change’ and athird onean
Puland.

Huis comgue ol Solzhenitsyn iy
both sympathetic and savage. He
traces  his  descent into religious
miysticism and reaction, while con-
pnuing to appreciate the umpot-
tanee ol the truth contained in the
Crecfersr. Singer writes an obatuary for
Sulzhemitsvn Irom Bitire genera-

Lions, “who may cast aside the bas-
tards of Qctaber 0 the name of
some new councils of urban and
rural, manuxl and intellectual
workers—a modern version of the
soviels which back in 1917 not only
shook the world Bur offered
hope.'

‘In order Lo maove forward, this
gencratnn will have to roas-
sume 15 past 1F only Lo prasp
how the dream was twisted nto
a mightmure, and in domng so 1
will pay ttihute 1o the countless
vigtims of this period. Alexun-
der Solzhenttsyn will lgure pro-
minently in thas muetaphysical
munument. He will figure there
as an ex-ek o who has somehow
survived the horrors. as  the
heroie writei fighting passionat-
cly s that the cromes should nei-
ther be forgolten nor torgiven,
"But he will be there too, as the
mental victim ob both Staln and
his successors, who unable (o
reform  Soviet  societv, have
driven this man lfor ail his cou-
rage and talenuinto anrvational
dead-end.”

Sinilarly  the  essavs on both
Sovict and Russian society are u
delight ta read and remarkably rele-
vant. To be honest, | can find
nurhing bad to say about Singer's
ook, and | only hope that people
can beyg, borrow, steal or—the wlti-
mate accolade—buy o copy.

Jim Sceott

“In the case of the single working
woma, the most striking etfect
of the ndustnal revolution was
her distinet gain in social and
economic  independence.  In
industries 10 which a tamily
wape prevailed (e in which the
family recenved money lor pri-
Jueing  something  collectively
—[.G) women scarcely knew
the extent of, or had any oppuor-
tumity of handling, their own
carnings, and among women
who egrned an individual wage,
tew carned solflicient Lo give
themn any real sense of indepen-
dence. Under the new repime
YOy woman eceived her own
CArnings as a matter of course.
The sigmbicance of this chuange
wiks il 0nce secn imihe new sense
of trecdom which prompied so
ANy Young worimen Lo retain
cantrol of their wares, and even
e leave home at an early age n
order 1o “hecome their awn mis-
SEMTIV

The pnpul&uri:m returns of  1534]
show that:

‘The great majenty of women
were working under tive heads,
as domestic servants, Faclory
operatives, needlewomen, agri-
cultural  workers  and  those
emploved i domesnic indus-
iries. O all these,  [actory
women were by Far the best otf,
working Lhe shoctest hours and
receiving the same rate of wages
as  men where they were
emplaved in the same kinds of
work,”

Despite the miscrics of the fac-
tory system, there could be no
doubt that it was an advance tor
women, allowing as 1w dwd the
approach towards at [gast cconomic
equality with men that had never
betore been possible,

It was this which caused Engels Lo
write that the proletanian family
coald disappear under capitalism,
since wamen  had this  financial
independence and stnee the workers
as o class had vo property. This
didn’t happen. As the very repro-
ducunn of the working class came
under threat trom the factory sys-
lem, 0 the new working ¢lass begian
to demand laws Lo protect women
and children from working m cer-
tain Imduslrics,

Ivv Pinchheck gquotes one woman
muner, who described condittons:

A vast {(number) of women
have dead children and lalse
hirths, which are warse...J have
always been obliped 1o work
heliow il lorced to go up to bear
the barrn, and so have all the
ather women., Werelurn as soon
as able, never longer than ten or
twelve days™

At the end of the day women’s
responsibility for cluldbith and
childrearing meant that rheir cotry
mro the workforee could not be on
ar cgual basis with men, nor coutbd
Lhetr comditions be the same. [rwas
that winch led to attempts insede the
working class movement o prolect
married  wormen  trom the worst
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excesses of the factory system. Ara
time  when contraception  was
unheard ol and when pregnancy
was dangerous and otten lethal,
there seemed no alternative to mar-
ried women staving in the home and
Lhe man recetving sulficient wages
o keep the whole lamily.

Ivy Pinchbeck lays a number ol
myths 1 her book. She shows that
womnmen werealrcady indusimal wor-
kers bhetore the industrial revolu-
tion, and that their work in the
tactories (r Plnes was Not necessar-
ly complelcly new. At the same
time, she shows that the social and
economic -cenditicns under which
that work was done changed dram-
datically in the century she covers,

Bur most impuortantly, she des-
troys the view that the industrial
revolulion was a step backward for
wanten. She shows that where
women lost their jobs to men this
wias not as the result of a male cons-
piracy, bul because the increased
production of  capitalist socrety
introduced heavy machinery which
could better be handled by men,
She also shows t(hat there were
maty dreas of work where women
were taken on in preference to men-
fusually, even then. because they
were thought more manageable),
and she always tries to find a mater-
ial reason why these things
happenetd.

The 1ndustrial working class was
created by capitabism, and is the
pravedigger of capitaiism. What lvy
Pinchbeck shows us is that the
working class was never a male
class. Women workers existed at the
very birth of the factortes.

This book was written over 50
vears agolt s an indictment of
soctalists, and especialty of the aca-
demic women's movement, that i
has never been surpassed. Much has
changed since vy Pinchbeck wrote;
even more has changed since 1850,
But the industrial warking class 15
s11il the only class which can over-
throw socicty andits female compo-
nent 15 larger than ever. Qur
commitment to women's libera-
tion and socialism has to begin with
organising among those women
workers who are in the tradiions
that Ivy Pinchbeck describes.
[indsey {sermian
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play that
Jarred the
Junta

Don Nugent looks at
a play from Chile that
shows how cultural
resIstance 1s growing.

TRES MARIAS Y UNA ROSA
PRESENTED BY TALLER DE
INVESTIGACION TEATRAL

“The adoption of moderate econ-
omic policies tends to lead to
dictatorship whereas freedom isonly
secure under a system of pure
capitalism.” ~ Milton Friedman in
Capitalism and Freedom. .

Y Measures of indirect pressure
should be taken against the
oTganisations which co-operate
directly  or  indirectly 1 the
development, proliferation  and
expression of artistic groups such
as the one that has prompted this
document.”” — General Odlainer
Mena Salinas, Head of Chilean
Secret Police 1n a policy statement
on the arts arising from the pro-
ductiom of the above play.

Taller De Investigacion Teatral 15 2
Chilean theatre company that first
presented Three Marias and One
Rose in July 1979 in Santiago. The
play then went toother Chileancities
and in February this year began a
world tour including Toronto, New
York. Berlin, Stockholm and Paris,
and cnding at the Riverside Studios
in Hammersmith fast month. The
populdar success of Three Marias and
gxtent of its tounng schedule are a
good indication of the cultural re-
vival taking place in Chile at the
MOment.

Before 1970, there was already
strong  contact between  leading
artists — for example. folk singers,
dancer and poets — and the workers
and peasants,

When Allende and Popular Unity
took power in 1970, caltural activity
surged, and while workers occumed
their factories, actors took plays to
the shanty towns. or went to hive
within particular comumnunitics and
heiped them devise their own plays.
Pinochet’s coup three years later
brought the death of HLKK people.
including cultural workers, the re-
versal of Allende’s policies, and a
cuitural backlash. Milton Friedman.
so popular with Thatcher, was given
a frec hand to implement a
monetarist experiment without the
hindrance of the democratic trap-
pings we have here. The result was
280 unemployment, drasie cutsin
wages and public cxpenditure., a fall
in national product of 16.6% . and
rocketing infation im basic food-
stuffs [ike bread, which now costs
four hundred times what it did in
1473,

The experiment Jemanded
poverty and suffering and the
suppressicn of all opposition parties
and trade umons. Recently, a new
constitution was introduced that
gves unhmited power to the military
and bans trade unicn rights and
freedom of organisation. Political
prisoners and their familics have
been victimised and specific rep-
ression against women intensified.

But, forevery attack. an organised
resistance springs up and hundreds
of open and clandestine actions are
luken against the Junta, including
bank raids and a recent land take-
over by 3(H) homeless famitics. The
trade umons have resisted attempts
to crush them, and cight parties of
the left are meeting to co-ordinate
their activity. Over nine tenths of
the population now oppose the
fascists.

The lunta complements its attacks
on peoples’ nghts and orgamsation
with attacks on popular culture in
order (o tulfil o duty to change the
mentality of Chileans™ and to
eradhcale  artistic  expression  of
struggles and support for them. This
has meant eradicating the artists and
intellectuals who  spread  the
threatening ideas prevailing during
the Popular Unity perind, and aiso
controlling institutions, like uni-
versities und the medi. through
which ideas are transmitted.

As there has been a ruthless
privatisation of the cconomy. so
ideology emphasises individualist,
competitive,  angd  consumerist
netions against the collective, and
this is pushed strongly through the
media. As a result, cultural rests-
tance has intensified within the

wider resistance movement over the
last two to three years.

Academic study groups and
workshops have been set up (o
provide alternative teaching and
courses to the universities. Theatre
productions, gaining large
audiences, have increased and olten
provide satirical and cnitical jabs at
the Junta.

A record company started in 1976
puhlishes recordmgs by Victor Jara,
Quilapavun, and Inti-Illimani, and
stories by Chilean writers, and has
been under great pressurce from the
atuthorities. Another music group
provides musicians for meetings and
tracle umon conferences,

Cultural community contres are
being sct up, for example, but the
Pirale Theatre Group to provide
facilitics and training in theatre,
music, art and prnnting. More
writing and Alm-makmg. concerts
and poetry readings arc taking
ace.

A stnike. earlier in the vear, by
workers in the PANAIL texnle
[actory won wide support from other
workers, popular organisations,
students. homeless. and the newly-
formed Cultural Action Leaguc
organiscd a programme, including
poetry, plays,  songs,  ballet,
sketches, films. folk music. on the
PANAL premises and in timely
opposition to a cultural cwvent
sponsared by the Junta.

All this activity 15 more or less
open. A less visibic development is
the probferation of  “talleres™,
workshops, some organised by
students ot professional artists, or
attached 1o trade unions, but most
of which are in shanty towns. Three

THEATRE

hundred cxist in poor arzas of
Santiaga. They do theatre, music,
poetry, handicrafts, and patch-
works, and provide a means of
cxpression -for people where all
others are denicd and where
poverty, hunger and unemployment
are rife.

The Taller De [nvestigacion
Teatral developed out of this
situation and aims to “‘documcent
the situations, tensions, confiicts.
relations, life and vision of the world
which belonps to certain social
sectors of Chile today.™ Three
Marias and One Rose is ahout four
women who make  traditional
patchworks to support themselves,
The company managed 1o get into
such a workshop. and observe, study
and participate n its wotk.

The play 5 a collaboration
between playwright, David
Benavente, director. Paul Osano,
and the company: f.uez Nhminez,
Loreto Valenzuela, Miriam
Palacios, and Soledad Alonso, who
play the characters of the title.

For the first time since the coup
apparently, this play shows ordmary
working people onstage, struggling
to survive, joking, arguing, ex-
pressing their artistic views, and
attitudes towards love, work and
the consumerism encouraged by the
Junta.

Financial problems for the
workshop and the pull of newer,
commercially oriented workshops
producing for the upper classes, spht
the four women. However, changing
fortunes for all of them bnng a
reunion through which they produce
a giant, optimistic patchwork for a
local church and discuss a future n
Chile that has justice and freedom.

I speak no S5panish, but there was
a cleur freshness, energy and unity
in the production, which was also
very stratght forward and simple in
construction: the relations berween
the women, the soctal and economic
pressures beanng down on them,
and their renewed hope, are the
whole play.

The reactions in Chile to such
plays scem to have been vaned.
There 15 controversy amongst
theatre workers 2nd some andiences
over the use of humour and satire
in plays, over whether the ex-
periences of working class are
transformed when they are putina
play for presentation to a wealthier
class: and over whether relevance
to Chile and its struggles can be
derived from the work of, say, the
Firale Theatre Group. known by
the Junta forits rachcal work., which
has decided to tour plays such as
Kaspar by Handke., under the
protective auspices of the Goethe
Institute.

Controversy. problems and con-
fusions are likely to occur 1n any
cultural sttuation, but what 1s clear
is that a positive and vaned cultural
revival 15 taking place wrthin the
resistance movement in Chile.

Financial support for cultural
prajects in Chile can be given by
sending donations to Teatro Popular
Chileno, who are based here but
will be returning to Chile. Their
deposit account number (s SU20234H)
at the Co-operative Bank, [l
Leman 5t.. London El.
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“T'he first gn:d[ battle fought between the
two classes that split modern socicty, a
fight for the preservation or annihilation of
the bourgenis order.” That was Marx's
description of 23 June 1848 in Pans when
“the workers, with unexampled bravery
and ingenuity. without leaders, without a
commeon plan. without means and tor the
most part lackmg weapons, held in check
[or five days the army, the Mobile Guard,
the Parts National Guard and the National
Guard that  streamed 1n from  the
Provinges .

The great French revolution of 1789-94
had been a bourgeats revolution. The
people of Pans had overthrown an ab-
salutist monarchy and the remnants of
feudalism that clustered around it. and had
done so 10 the interests ot those who made
their moncy by trade and industry. The
great figures of that revoelution came from
the bourgeoisie — Danton and Robespierre
were both lawyers, and even Marat had
heen a physician to the upper classes. Their

A4

aim was a France based upon the needs of

their class.

| ¥48 began with what was In many ways
the last act of that revolution. [n 1814-15
the old monarchy had been restored to
France. only to be replaced in 1830 after a
bricf revolutionary  upsurge by the
"bourgeois King'. Louis Phillippe. But
Louis Phillippe ruled in the interest of one
section of the bourgeowsie only, the great
financiers, and by the mid- 1840s there was
growmg resentment against his rule from
industrial capital. There was also increasing
bitterness among the workers and lower
middle classes ot Paris, as a great economic
crisis took from them their means of
livelthood.

In February [848 all these resentments
came to a head. Barncades were thrown
up in the poorer areas of Paris. When the
army went to smash the insurrection it
found itself opposed by the middle class
National Guard. The King fled, and, as
the masses stormed through the Tulenes,
the bourgeoisic formed a Provisional
government. But 1t was a  bourgeois
govetnment with a difference — it was under
cnormous pressurc from the workers who
had risen against the King. This pressure
forced the bourgeors politicians to proclaim
the republic and to include two workers’
representatives in the government. But
there was something the workers wanted
morc even that the republic — and that was
a guaranteed livelihood. A demonstration

-
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of 20,000 m}rkerq t"-:‘:-rwd the govcrnment
to set up a special commission in the
Luxemburg place to “hind ways of improving
the lot of the working classes’. When the
- commission called for povernment funded
workshops to provide jobs for the unem-

ployed, the government responded by
piving 100,000 work in ‘national work-
shops'. These were little better than the
workhouses of the British poor law.
However. ¢ven this was too much (or the
bourgeoisie, whoimmediately sought ways
of taking away this concession. On 22 June
they decreed that only married, Parisian
born workers could remam in the work-

‘Fraternity found

it's true,
unadulterated
exXpressionin
civilwar...

the civil war

of labour
against capital’

shops. The unmarned were to have the
cholce between starving and enlisting in
the army, whilc those born outside Paris
would have to leave the city to work on
military fortifications.

This decrce brought home to workers
the nature of the socicty that had been
estabiished by the February revolution, The
next day they threw up barmcades once
maore. Determined to seize power for
themselves and to replace the bourgeors
republic by the Red Republic, they pro-
claimed ‘[t s better to die of a bullet than
of starvation’.

As Marx pointed cut, the logic of the
struggie for Jobs was a struggle for power.

“The right to work™, he wrote, was “the
Arst  clumsy formula wherein  the
revolutionary demands of the proletariat
are summarised . .. Behind the right to
work stands power over capital, behind
power over capital the appropriation of
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the means of production, their subjection
o the associated working class and
theretore. the abolinon of wage labour,
of capital and their mural relations.
Behind the night to work stood the June
tnsurrection’.

The mood of the msurrection. Engels
wrote dt the tune, was quite diffcrent to
that of previous risings.

“The people are not standing on the
barricades as in February singing,
“Mourtr pour la Patrie™ (To dic for the
fatherland). The workers of 22 June are
fighting for their cxistence and the
fatherland has lost all mcaning for them,
The Marseillaisc and all the memories
ol the great Revolution have disap-
pearcd.

“The June revolution is the revolution
of despair and is fought with silent anger
and the gloomy cold bloodedness of
despair. The workers know they are
involved In a fight to the death . .. The
Junc revolution is the first which has
actually divided all socicty into two large
hostile armed camps which are rep-
resented h} Eastern Pans and Western
Paris .

The insurrection was doomed. The
working class was still only a small minority
in the French society and the lower middle
classes were persuaded by the government
to throw m their lot against the workers.
Although the workers came close to scizing
the centre of the city and held out in their
own districts for days. their forces num-
bered only 40-50.00K) as against three times
that number on the side of the government,
As cannondestroyved their barricades, 3000
street fighters were shot out of hand and
many thousands more imprisoned.

Yct the defeated insurrection was of
world historical significance . Tt marked the

pomntat which hollowness of the slogans of -

the Great French Revelution — fliberty,
equabty, fraternity’ — was exposed.

As Marx wrote, the day after the in-
surrectioon was finally crushed:

“Fratermity, thc brotherhood of an-
tagonistic classes., one of which exploits
the other, this  fraternity which in
February was proclatmed and inscribed
in large letters on the fagades of Paris,
an every prisen and every barracks —
this fraternity found its true, unadul-
terated and prosaic expression in civil
war, Civil war in its most terrible aspect.
the civil war of labour against capital.
This brotherhood blazed i front of all
the windows of Paris on the evening of
23 June, when the Paris of the bourgeoisie
held tlluminations while the Paris of the
proletariat was burming, bleeding,
groaning in the throes of death . | .
‘Revolution  after  Junc meant:
Chverthrow of bourgeois society whercas
betore February it had meant overthrow
of the form of government . . . Only after
being dipped in the blood of the June
insurgents did the incolour become the
flag of European revolution - the red
Nag!’
Stuart Morgan
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