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Jimmy Carter was put nto the
White House by the votes of the
opptessed and expleited in
American society. His chief
support came from the labour
movement and black people.
Like other Democratic
Presidents—Franklin
Roosevelt and John Kennedy—
he offered the American people
change after years of corruption
and economic recession under
right-wing  Republican  ad-
ministrations.

The national coal strike has
revealed Carter in his true
colours. To force the miners.
back to work he has invoked
one of the most vicious pleces of
anti-union legislation in the
world —the Taft-Hariley Act.

Behind the strike

The miners’ strike is more
than a simple industrial dispute.
It is the battle of one of the
traditionally most powerful and
militant sections of American
workers to defend the gains they
have made over the vears.

In the 1940s—vyears of epic
struggle by the miners—the
United Mineworkers (UMW)
had 400,000 members. They
were able to wrest major con-
cessions from the employers—
\n  particular, a union-
controlled health and welfare

fund financed by a levy onevery |

ton of coal.

But the 1950s and 1960s were
the era of cheap o1l and the
powerful economic positioti of
the UMW was undermined.
Non-union open-cast mines
sprang up outside the
traditional mining areas. The
result was a deciine m the
miners’ position. Here are the
wage Increases miners have
received in the last twenty years
compared with those of other
workers:

Miners: 160 per cent
Dockers: 222 per cent
Construction: 235 per cent
Steel: 237 per cent
Cars, etc: 246 per cent
Airlines: 317 per cent

Conditions have also been
hit. The UMW calculates that
the death rate among its
members is seven times higher
than for the average American
worker and two-and-a-half
times higher than for a British
miner. 2,000 miners have been
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killed in accidents in the lastten

years. Union membership
daclined to 160,000,

The union machine became
the preserve of a gang of
hoodlums. When Jack
Yablonski stood as a reform
candidate for the union
presidency in 1969 he and his
family were brutally gunned
down on the orders of the man
whose job he was runming for,
Teny Boyle.

The Yablonski murder was a
turning point for the UMW, A
reform  candidate, Amold
Miller, replaced Bovie as presi-
dent in 1972. More important,
the economic bargaining power
of American miners has im-
proved dramatically as a result
of the 1973-74 oil crisis. The
coal industry is booming and
profits for some companies
have pgrown eightfold since
1969. US capitalism, eager to
reduce its massive dependence
on imported Arab oil, 1s press-
ing ahead with the expansion of
the coal industry. Under the
energy programme laid before
Congress by Carter last year,
coal output is due to double by
1985.

The improved economic
position of the coal industry lies
behind the present dispute. The
miners, aware of their improved
bargaiming power, have flexed
their muscles. The employers
claim that 17 per cent of
availabie work-days were lost
due to unofficial strikes and
absenteeism last year. The weak
and Incompenent Miller

leadership has proved unable to
control this upsurge in rank and
file militancy.

The employers, organised in
the Bituminous Coal Operators’
Association, have decided that

this situation must stop.
Productivity must increase and
wildcat strikes must be stopped.
If the union bureaucracy cannot
discipline its members, then the
UMW itself must be broken.

This is the basic issue which
provoked the strike. When the
three-year contract between the
UMW and the BCOA came up
for renegotiation last
December, the  employers
demanded fines for wild-cat
strikers and the abolition of the
UMW health and weliare
funds, which would be replaced
by funds controlled by in-
dividual companies.

Miller was unable to accept
these terms. He called the
miners out on strike. The rank
and file of the UMW responded
enthusiastically. Although only
half America’s coal output Is
produced in unionised pits,
militant picketing soon began
to bite. By the beginning of
February, the industrial states
of America’s mid-West were
faced with low coal stocks and
the need for power-cuts. The
‘Big Three' of the US auto
industry—General Motors,
Ford and Chrysler—threatened
to iay off their workers if the
strikes were not ended.

These pressures  brought
Miller and the employvers back
to the negotiating table. Miller

signed a deal which cnnccdcd alt

the BCOA's main demands. But
he had miscalculated the mood
of his members—only three out
of the 39-mecmber UMW
bargaining council voted for
these terms.

The breakdown of the
negotiations forced Carter to
intervene. On February 24 he
announced a settlement which
promised a federal commission
to investigate the ‘basic
questions of health, safety and
stable productivity’. But
employers were given the power
to discipline unofficial strike
leaders and miners will have to
pay 500 dollars a year towards
the cost of the health care of
them and their famihes.

Even these terms had to be
forced onto the emplovers,
many of whom were planning to
negotiate individual contracts
with their workers, thus bring-
ing an end to national bargain-
ing. Carter threatened the big
steel companies, which form a
major foree within the BCOA,
that he would stop protecting’
them against Japanese steel
imports if they did not accept
the deal.

But Carter had reckoned
without the rank and file of the
UMW. Miners 1n  Wesi
Virginia, one of the main
centres of militancy, picketed
their union offices as soon asthe
deal was announced. By the end
of the first weck in March it was
clear that voting in the miners’
ballot on the deal was running
two to one in favour of con-
tinuing the strike.

The Taft-Hartley Act

" Carter hit back by taking the
miners to court to obtain an
injunction instructing them to
go back to work for a 80-day
cooling-off period.

The Taft-Hartley Act, under
which the cooling-off period
was imposed, is an old enemy of
the miners. It was passed in
1947 in an attempt to strangie
the greatest strike-wave wn the
history of the American work-
ing class.

The end of the sceond world
war in 1945 ushered 1n a
tremendous upsurge in
working-class militancy. ‘In the
twelve months following V-J
Day more than 5,000,000
workers engaged n strikes. For
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the number of strikers, their
welght in industry and the
duration of the struggle, the
1945-46 strike wave in the US
surpassed anvthing of its kind in
any capitalist  country, in-
cluding the British General
Strike of 1926, Before its ehb it
was to include the whole coal.
railroad, maritime and com-
munications industries,
although not simuitancous® (A.
Preis Labour's Giant Step New
York 1972 p.2746).
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5,000 work stoppages caused
the loss of (00 million working
days. 225000 carworkers went
on strike for 113 days to force
wage increases out of General
Motors. The giant US Steel was
forced to yield before its strik-
ing workers for the first time
ever.

in April 1946 John [. Lewis,
president of the UMW, called
out his members. Their main
demand was a health and
weltare fund. lewis, pointing
out that in the previous {4 years
there had been 28,000 deaths in
the mines, said that every ton of
coal mined was ‘smeared with
the bleod of the mineworkers”.

President  Truman  (like
Carter, a Democrat and so
supported by the trade union
leaders) retaliated by seizing the
mines and the railways (where
strikc action had been threaten-
ed) and demanded that Con-
gress give huim the power to
draft strikers into the army, All
A4H) 0  miners backed the
union’s strike call and Truman
was forced to back down and
concede their demands.

But the American ruling class
did not take these defeats lying

down. In 1947 Congress passed
the Taft-Hartley Act. So named
after its sponsors, it banned a
variety of ‘unfair jabour prac-
tices’. like the closed shop,
secondary  boycotts  and
junsdictional  disputes. The
Tories copied these provisions
when they introduced the In-
dustrial Relations Act in 1971,
The government and the courts
were given the right to suspend
a strike for eighty days. Union
officials were required 1o swear
that they were not members of
the Communist Party or any
other ‘unconstitutional’
OTganisation.

The American trade unjon
leaders denounced the Act as‘a
slave labour law’., The miners
immediately came out on strike
under the slogan: ‘Let the
senators dig the coal” They
forced the emplovers to concede
not only a wage increase, but
very  favourable health and
safety provisions and the scrap-
ping of clauses in previous
contracts banning unofficial
strikes. It is these gains that are

I question today.

The miners  will almost
ccrtainly fight on in defiance of
the President and the courts.
They will not have the support
of the AFL-CTO {the American
TUC). George Meany, right-
wing boss of the American
uniens, had called on Carter to
usc the Tatt-Hartley Act weeks
before it was actually used.

If the miners win, it will be
thanks to their own action and
to the support of rank and file
workers 1in other industries.
Carter is worried that a break-
through by the miners will
threaten  his  ‘anti-inflation’
policy. The next battle may
come in New York, where
mumcipal workers' unions are
demanding wage increases in
defiance of the demands for
austerity by the banks to whom
the city is in hock. No wonder
that the press is not talking
about ‘Carter at the crossroads”.
Alex Calfinicos and
Joanna Rollo

George Meany

STEEL

Job robbery

Only days after concluding a ten
per cent pay deal based on a
‘Jobs for pay’ swop, the British
Steel Corporation has succeed-
¢d in closing Cardiff’s East
Moors works at 4 very low cost.
Redundancy payments of £17,
500 per worker have been
quoted in the press, but the
reality 15 rather different.

Of the total, £6,500 comes
from EEC funds —and would
g0 1o those who had not found
work within two years; £11_000
ts-lhe maximum payment —the
average is some like £5,000,
which is what the government
has been happily paying for
yvears to get rid of dockers.

But Fast Moors was in any
case scheduled for eclosure in
two vears time most of the
workforce were glad to get out.
The real crunch on jobs is
coming in those plants which
BSC wansts to keep, or those
which it is building,

Shefficld and Teesside are
both areas where the manage-
ment would like 1o cut jobs. and
maintenance workers may well
be those in the firing line,
because of the importance of
demarcations between fitters,
electricians and boilermakers.

B5C will receive considerable
help from the top union
leadership In  the carve-up,
though not necessarily from the
umons dircctly  involved in
resisting loss of jobs.
Arrangements on the union isde
are increasingly dominated by
the TUC Steel Industry Com-
mittee (TUCSIC)., an
recallable body, superimposed
onthe unions and dominated by
the most right-wing steel union,
the iron and Steel Trades Con-
federation,

TUCSIC does not negotiate
over pay, but it can decal with
manning  and disputes. A
notable cuase was when TUC-
51C gave the go-ahead recently
to work in one of the new
Redear plants, while the boiler-
makers were still in dispute over
manning. The boilermakers
caved 1n under the pressure.

Tension  hetween  steel
craftsmen and TUCSIC iy
therefore extremely likely, cs-
peelally  n view  of  the
craftsmen’s rcluctance to do a
jobs for pay’ deal on ISTC

lines.
David Shonfield
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FCONOMIC BRIEFING

The mysterious case of
the vanishing boom

By all the rules 1978 should
have been take-otf vear for the
British economy. Three vears of
cutbacks and falling living
standards had at last produced
suitably profitable conditions
for growth, In the last quarter of
[977. with North Sea ol coming
on siream, the balance of
pavments moved into surplus—
for the first time in years British
capitalism was cxporting more
than enough 1o pay for its
imports. The financial press
declared that the balance of
payments problem was soived
‘for a decade’. Notwithstanding
a 1214 per cenlL cut in their
members’ living standards since
t974 the TUC leaders accepted
a third year of (shghtly lcss
severe) wage restraint, In A
continuing display of
spinelesshess  that  surprised
even the bourgeots press.

With everything tinally run-
ning in his favour, Healcy cut
taxes by £1 billion in November
with the promise of more to
come in April. Qutput began to
pick up and speculators’ money
poured intc London in ant-
cipation of the boom. By the
end of 1977 Londeon stock
market prices had risen 22 per
cent over the year— the biggest
rise anywhere in the world. The
British economy was tipped to
grow by four per centin 1978-—
after three vears of falling
production the long promised
‘export-led boom’ was lnally
underway.

The chorus of delight was cut
short by a very sour note from
an unexpected quarter. The
January trade figures revealed
that despite North Seca oil, the
balance of trade ftor the month
had moved £324 million back
into deficir. Although govern-
ment spokesmen hastened to
explain  that January was 4
freak month and the balance of
payments for 1978 as 4 wholc
would still be in surplus, the
underlying trend 1s ugly. With
the economy picking up both
exports and \Mports 4re grow-
ing, but imports are growing
nearly twice as fast as exports
(importts seven per cent d year.
exports four per ceny). 1t the
trend continues, by 1979 lhe
balance of payvments will have
maoved permanently back into
deficit. notwithstanding the full
benefits of North Sea oil. Thisis
an appalling prospect for

British  capitalism. Healey's
plans to continue boosting the
economy in his Apnl budget
will now have to be carclully
revised.

It is not particularly sur-
prising, after anaverage annual
growth rate of only 1.9 per cent
over the past decade, that the
British economy responds to a
much higher growth rate by
sucking in imports. What 18
perhaps surpnsing is that the

effect should have been felt so .

strongly at such an early stage in
the boom. None of this would
matter, - however, 1f cxporls
were growing faster than 1im-
ports. The key problem here is
the continuing non-appearance
of the expected world boom.
Treasury experts had Torecast
that world trade would grow by
9 per cent this year. Now with
(the US and Germany each
insisting that the other take the
lead in reflating the world
cconomy, it secms that world
trade will be lucky to grow by
half that amount. In this situa-
tion of continuing stagnation in
the world economy, UK exports
cannol grow fast enough to
sustain  an  isolated  British
hoom— the market for them
simply 1s not there. .

Healey’s Budget sums

in a rather silly ceremony at
the Palace of Westminster on
April | [1h the Chancellor of the
Excheguer will unveil his 1978
budget. Much fuss will be made
ahout minor adjustments and
rearrangements  of  the  tax
burden.but the kcy variable
under his control is the overall
level of taxation. [n what 1s
increasingly  likely to be an
election vear the temptation to
make at least some tax cuts will
he very strong. Fo kecp on
target for 4 growth rate of 4 per
cent a further tax cut of £2
hillions ts required and this s
what was being predicted by the
financial press belore the cold
wind from the January trade
figures.

Because of  Increases  in

productivity, however, this level

of growth will not significantiy
reduce unemployment. The
TUC., in the embarrassing
position of having nothing atail
to show their members for three
vears of sacrifice and with the
indictment of 144 million on the
dole, are urging the government
to cut Laxes by a massive £4.7
billion m a bid for a much

higher growth rate. Apart from
the warning noises on the
halance of payments front there
are at least two other reasons
why this advi¢e is certain to fall
on deaf cars.

i) The Labour Govern-
ment is heavily in debt to the
[nternational Monetary Fund.
The IMF is not a charity—it
lends money at interest and
under stringent conditions to
ensure repayment-- in this case
including a firm ceitling on the
Public Sector Borrowing Re-
quircment  {the  diffcrence
bclween what the government
spends and what it collects in
taxes). A tux cut of even £2
billions would push the borrow-
ing right up to the IMF Limit,

2] A key problem for
British capitalism has been that
it has had a higher rate of
inflation than its competitors.
The
mighl fall to & or 7 per cent by
this summer—down to the
international average for the
first time in years. A tax cut of
£2 bhillions will produce a 16 per
cent Increasc 1n the money
supply (the total amount of
moncy in the economy) but a
very much smaller increase in
the number of goods preduccd.
The difference will appear as an
increased rate of inflation next
year. The bigger the tax cut the
bigger this inflationary eftect
will be.

[n addition to thesc factors
the Chancellor now has to
consider the dangerous 1m-
plications for the balance of
payments of further reflating
the British economy in the
abscnce of a world economic
rccovery. [n short, there 1s no
chance whatever of Healey
reflating the economy enough
to produce a significant fall in
uncmployment.

What are the implications of
all this for living standards? A
modest rise in living standards
Is taking placc this vear because
at least in the private sector,
workers  arc  winning  wage
increases just a little ahead of
inflation. To this can be added
whatever is given in tax cuts,
but it will stiil come nowhere
near 1o compensating for the
massive fall in living standards
since 1974, By next year, with
the rate of inflation moving up
again, hiving standards will be
falling once more and there will
still be 144 million unemployed.
David Turner

British rate of intlation

Madria letter

Anvone who has much faith in
Spain’s new ‘democracy’ should
reflect on the case of the
revolutionary magazine Saida.
In December Saida published
an edition on ‘the Republic’.
Making clear its opposition to
ali monarchies, particularly the
Spanish one, the leading article
reminded readers that the king
‘didn’t win the couniry In a
raffle’ and that, reversing the
normal fairy tail course of
events ‘this king might turninto
a frog’.

These nhice turns of phrase
were too much for the state
prosecutor, who summonsed
the editor for ‘insulting the head
of state’. He was immedately
joined in the dock when leading
members of the four parties
which back the magazine*
claimed jJoint responsibility.
The five were then jailed for
refusing to pay a surety of £350
each and were only released
alter a week’s mass campaign by
the trade unions and all the

- ]
. workers’ parties. The case,

however, comes up again 1o
September.

Saida does not stand alone. A

number of liberal and radical
magazines have been charged
with offences ranging from
insulting the Catholic Church
to printing articles suppotting
regional autonomy. Combate,
newspaper of the LCR (the
$panish section of the Fourth
International), printed an arti-
cle entitled ‘the Police State
continues’. And just (n case
anyone had any doubts the 1ssue
was confiscated and the editor
charged!
" But the most notorious case
of attack on the freedom of
expression is that of the
Barcclona  theatre  director
Albert Boadella. He produced a
play about the death by garot-
ting of a Catalan anarchist. Asa
result, he, along with a number
of actors, are being charged
with crimes against the army.
They are being tried by a
military court and the prosecu-
tion is demanding a four vear
jail sentence.

The last six weeks have seen
the elections of representative
committees in most workplaces.
Organised by the government,
thesc trade union elections’ are
open to all workers, uniomsed
or not. Over twenty trade union
centrals (nation or regional
federations) are contesting the

/VQ% analysis
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Cthem. and  the

I‘rulduu suarer, Felipe Gonzalez and Santiago Carillo smoke the pipe of

peice”?

elechions: however. only live or
six ol these are significant.

The campaign bhegan with a
television debate between the
general secretaries of the two
main  unions:  Marcelino
Camacho of the Workers Com-
misstons (CCOO) and Nicolas
Redonda  of  the Socialist-
dominated  LGT, Rapidly
degenerating into a session of
mutual  abuse. the dcbate
highlighted the problems facing
a dovided trade union move-
muent, Many militants claim the
whale  attair onlv further
alienated non-unionised
workers, and this has  been
retlected in the voting.

The COOO has established
itse 1t as the mun “eentral® with
over HLG00 dedegates clected so
tar. The LGT follows with
around 25000 delegates while
‘independants’  and  those
"without atfillatton” have
together won a similar number,
The two Maoist unions, CSUT
and SU have 5000 between
independent
sociahist USOrhas around 4,000,
The enly umon to strongly
challenge the CCOO and UGT
wis  the Basque nationalist
unton,
ganed over 1,500 delegates in
the Basque country,

The CCOO s politically
dominated by the Communist
Purty, but the revolutionary left
here has generally welcomed ity

FLA-STV: which has

victory. 1t 1s the strongest and
Icast sectarian of the centrals,
and 11s hstory of struggle
against the Franco regime
means that thousands of the
best industrial militants are in
Its ranks. For the revolutionary
lett, which Tights for one united
workers  umon, the CCOQO
provides the best opportunitics.
In some areas the CCOQ stood
as 4 ‘united slate’ with other teft
WINE  uniens against  ‘in-
dependents’ and yellow unions:
and in the Basgyue Country
hundreds ot CCOQ delegates
are members or supporters of
revolutionary OTEATISALIONS
{OI1C. MC or 1.CR).

At the centre of the clection
debate has bcen the Spanish
version of the Socwi Contract:
the Pact of Monclea. The Pact
has the backing of both the
Socttlist and Communist Par-
ties. but the CCOO s the only
union o othicially support it,
The UGT is verbally ‘opposed’
but this iy widely considered 1o
be onlyv an electoral and recruit-
ment manocusre, Real opposi-
tion to the PPact, which imposes
a 22 per cent wage limit white
inflation runs ar 30 per cent has
been feft 1o some of the smalier
unions and, more significantly,
te rank and fle CCOQO and
UGT members.

Mow  that the committees
have been elected industrial and
professional comverios are he-
g called in every  region

between the committees and
their respective hosses, These
mcetings to draw up @ new
general contract are ofren held
at a regional level involving all
the factories in i particular
sector. [n many cases workers
delegates have had to call for
direct action to buck up their
pay demands against intran-
sigent bosses, Mcetal-workers in
Mudnd called a four-hour
stoppage involving over 150 -
Q00 workers, This led toa lock-
out at one lactory, the sacking
of the workers” committee at
anather  and a  tortnight’s
suspension without pay at u
third. Flsewhere construction
warkers struck fora fortnight in
Granada.  the  dustmen  in
Pamplona have been on sirike
and 1 Vigo a sinike  of
metalworkers  in 300 smali
factories has resulted in a lock-
out. In Andalucia there have
been moves among agricultur;]
workers for land occupations.
but so far these have been
prevented by the drafting in of
large numbers of police and the
appostthion of the CCOQ and
the LT,

The  Communist  Parry's
response has been 1o launch a
campaigh that the “other side of
the Pact’, promised social and
political reforms. be carriced
out. As the present government
v 4 rather ambiguous alliance
of ‘iberals” ;and ex-fascists it
scems rather unlikely that they
will carry out their side of the
bargain. So the Communist
Party are left complaining. As
one party ofticial Lucio Labato,
put 1t: *As a result of hoid-ups
and delects in the carrying out
of the apreement. the workers
may  suffer more than s
neeessary trom  the austerity
measures!

Having tormally abandoned
the  Dictatorship  of Lhe
Proletariat, the Spanish
Communist  Party  has  dis-
covered another piece of redun-
dant  thearetical  baggage
Leninism! According to the CI*
Central Committee '[eninism is
not necessanly the Marxism of
our cra’. Why? Well, CP leader
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Santiago Carrille argues that as
some terrorists call themselves
‘Marxist-Leninists’ it would be
appropriate for the CPto avoid
the term. One revolutionary
newspaper has speculated that
we may be n for seme more
interesting  name  changes
soon  supposing Carillo dis-
covers a terrorist called San-
Liago!

Mary and Dowe Andrens

* These are:

OIC (Communist [eft
Organtsation)

MO (Communist Movement)

LCR  {Revelutionary . Com-
munist | eague)
PCT  {(Workers  Communist

ey,

Strange
bedfellows

Fost Office workers concerned
with the Grunwick dispute have
witched their executive dither,
delay. sabotage and eventually
fine them for taking action to
black the company. All in
favour of staying within the law.
and waiting for it to be changed.

A private mcmbers Bitl s
currently going through Parlia-
ment which  gives  postal
workers the right to strike—
which they exercised for eight
wecks in 1971, They still will not
be able to take blacking action.

Sadly. this is not just the
result ol a right-wing Labour
Government or the Lib-Lab
pact. On 31 January Tom
Jackson, UPW general
secretary, wrote to Tory MP,
Barney Hayhoe. asking for sup-
port.

Havhoe replied that he was in
lavour, so long as the Bill did
nothing more than seek to make
legal  “industrial  action in
furtherance of a trades dispute
with the Post Office as their
cmployer’,

To which Jackson replied on
7 February: ‘Dear Barney,
Thank vou for vour letter. | am
gratetul forits contents. For our
part we are doing our best to see
that the Bill does only what you
sugpest . . . The latest inferma-
tion s that we have succeeded —
but there's many a slip!” There
were very few Tories who voted
against the Bill's second reading
on |7 Fehruary,

DPhevied Shonfivled
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UNION OF
THE LEFT

The day atter the Common
Programme was signed by the
Communist and Socialist Par-
ties in 1972, Francois Mitterrand
told a Congress of the Socialist
International in Yienna: ‘Our
fundamental objective role is {0
rebuild a great Socwalist Party
on the ground occupied by the
CP atseif -to demonstrate that
of the 5.000.000 Communist
voters 3000000 can  votc
Socialist.’

Though Mitterrand’s ambi-
tion has not yet been achieved,
the Socialist Party is several per
cent ahead of the Communist
Party— a startling change from
the cariy 1970s. 1t 1s important
to understand the relation
hetween the bases of the two
parties in order to undcrstand
the continuing rivalry between
them.

Though the CP has not held
governmental office since 1947,
it has maintained a mass base.
and 1s an overwhelmingly
proletarian party. At its 1976
Congress it had 491.000
members and the figure must
now be well over half a milhon.

Of these, industrial workers
make up 60 per cent of the total,
and white-collar workers
another I8 per cent. The Party

“has some eight thousand

workplace cells. Its real base lies
in its organisation in the CG1
and m heavy mdustry,

It is important to remcmber
that union power in the fac-
tories involves extensive In
flucnce. For example, the tac-
tory committee at  Remault
Billancourt has over two hun-
dred salaried emplovees. This is
a powerful lever of influence 1n
the hands of whichever umon
controls. The CP also has &
mussive base in local govern-
ment. with 1400 mayors and
21,000 local councitlors.

t

Isolation
But though the CP built its

base in ihe long ycars of

political isclation in the 195Us
and 19605 it has renewed its
membership considerably. At
its most recent national con-
ference, 58 per cent of the
delegates joined the Party since
May 1968, This shows the
Party's continuing ability 1o
grow; it also shows that a large
part of the membership must
have joined the CP knowing it
not to be revolutionary.
Another sign of the increasingly

FRANCE:
NO LEFT TURN

French workers face another five years of right-wing
rule after the legislative elections on 19 March. In the
first round of the eleetioms. on 12 March, the Left
narrow |y led with just under hall the popular vote. But
in the second round the ruling right-wing majority
romped home.

I'his dramatic turn-around was partly a result of the

rigged clectoral sastem, which converted the right’s one
per cent voting lead in the second round into a Y0-seal
majorty. The revolutionary daily paper Koo
caleulated that a left-wing MP needed 69 230 votes to
he clected. while a right-winger needed only 3234510
win.

The eleetions are also a defeat for the Union of the Teft
formed by the Communist and Socialist parties in
1973, The trade union leaders relused to defend joubs
and living standards in the hope of a leftl-wing victory
af the polls. They will now fuce heavy pressure from
(heir rank and file 10 organise @ real fight-hack. Many
militants are looking ahead to the “third round —the
trade union struggle against wage culs and
unemployvment.

1AN RIRCHALL and PHIT SPENCER give the

backyround to the defead

and the struggles that will

Folloms .

W

Organisations of the French left

-1nons

CGT: Confederation
Generale du Travail General
Confederaton of Labour
CFDT: Confederation
Francaise Democratigue du
Travail French Democratic
Confederation of Labour

Strength

Parties, cte
I'S1: Parti Socialiste Unifie
Unified Socialist Party
CIR: Convention des
Institutions Republicaines
- Convention of Republican
Institutions
CERES: Centre d'Etudes, de
"Recherches et d'Education
wocialistes Centre {or
Socialist Study, Research and
‘Fducation. |
[.CR: Ligue Communiste

1°'0: Force Quyriere Workers’

Revolutionnaire
Revolutionary Communist

1 zague

[.O: Lutte Ouvriere Workers
Struggle

OCT: Organisation
Communiste des Travailleurs
Communist Organisation of
Workers

CCA: Comites Communistes
pour I'Aufogestion
Communist Commitiees for
Self-Management

IPCR: PParti Communiste
Revolutionnaire
Revolutionary Communist
Party

C C: Combal Communiste
Communist Fight

PCF: Party Communiste
Francais French Communist
Party

PS: Parti Socialiste Socialist
Party

social-democratic nature of the
party is the fact that the daily
sales of the CP paper L' Hunarite

is around 160.000 local dailies
perhaps amount to as many

again, but there are still many
members who do not buy let
alone sell, the Party organ.

The Soclalist Party  Is In
effect a creation of the 19705,
The old Seocialist Party of Guy
Moliett, discredited by such
crimes as the 1936 Suez nva-
sion, support of torture in
Algeria, e, otg, was A
parliamentary tump. as was
shown by Gaston Deferre’s
derisory result in the [969
Presidential election.

But in 1971 the old Socialist
Party merged with the CIR
(Mitterrands organisation), and
hegan to present  itself  as
something guite new. The fact
that Mitterrund himself had
never been in the old Socialist
Party was a grcat help.

The SP 15 less monchthic
than the CP. and therefore
maore able to be all things to all
persons. Its success depends
upon being able 1o expand into
three arcas simultaneously: the
CP's traditional working class
base; middle class sections who
distrust the CP; and the post-
1968 political left whom the CF
would regard as ‘ultra-lelt’,

Duubleﬂ

Starting with 80,000
members in 1971, the SP had
more or less doubled the
number four years later. The 5P
has a relatively low percentage
of industrial workers o its
mermbership, perhaps between 3
and 10 per cent,

[ts activists are predominant-
Iy white-collar and supervisory
workers, and teachers. But the
P has worked hard to extend
its trade unton influence: 0
1871 it had only 54 warkplace
groups; by 19761t had over 700
But in lerms ol voters the SPs
working class penetration has
equalled the CPs.

An opinion poll of March
1976 showed that 36 per cent of
industrial workers would vote
Socialist and only 34 per cent
Communist.  Perhaps  more
alarming for the CP was the fact
that in the ape group 23-34, the
S was petting 38 per cent of
voters, as against 23 percent tor
the CP.

At (he same time the SP s
able (o appeal to the new salary
carning middle class i a way
that the CPP would not be able
ter, Indecd. the SP has been able
to get the support of some layers
of management and employers,

last  wyear some  CFDT
militants were disaplined tor

7



having allegedly produced a
posier which showed a boss
sitting on a worker's shoulders.,
and captioned ‘Like your boss,
Join the SP°.

Thirdly. the 8P is  Iess
monolithic than the CPeven if
s not more democratic. [t
therefore finds it easier to co-
opt leltists and ex-leftists.

Many of its aclivists have
been won from the PSU, which

following 1968 had a1 leftist

reputation. Michel Rocard, a
skilful demagogue who was for
several yeurs in the leadership of
the PS5 18 now in the SPs top
ranks, and s widely tipped as
Mitterrand’s successor.

Many SP activists belong to
the organised left faction known
as the CERES. The CERES—-
in many ways like the Tribune
left In Britain -plays
Mitterrunds  game neatly, by
giving the SP 4 left face, but
always lining up with the
lcadership when there are real
drificulties,

The rapid rise of the Socialist
Party provoked the bitter row
which split the Union of the [ett
last September.

Under the  leadership of
Ceorges Marchais, the Com-
munist Party has in recent vears
been trying to shed its Stalinist
past and present iself as g
moderate. retormist party, The
difficulty was that the Socialists
have, as we have seen, proved to
be more successlul at this game
than the CP.

r\bl‘l]]'}'

5o Jast autumn Marchais
pertormed an  abrupt ahout
turn. He demanded a renegotia-
tion of the Common
Programme, in particular to
extend the Fist o f
nationalisations proposed by
the lett in 1972,

Mitterrand  rejected  this
proposal and the Union of the
Lett :s.plit entering the first
round of the elections without
any agreement to support each
other i the ¢rucial run-off on
19 March.

Behind the split lay the
Communists” fear of a repeat of
1947, At the end of the Sccond
World War a coalition govern-
ment was  formed  including
both the Communists and the
Socialists. The CP launched a
‘battle for production’ to prop
up French capitalism.

Maurice Thores the general
secretary of the PCE. told

5

striking carworkers and miners:
‘We must all work harder, for
the nation” But once the Com-
munists had done their job and
contained working-class
militancy, their socialist coali-

ton partners turned on them

Mitierand Hudllnm a pill. and impu-. the workers will follow suig

and booted them out of the

Lavernment.
The CP s only nowemerging
again  from the paolitical

wilderness and is desperate to
prevent  another fiasco  like

1947,

REVOLUTIONARY LEFT

May 1968 established the
revolutionary left as part of the
French political spectrum. Both
in ¢lectora!l terms, and in the
context  of  the gencral
ideological dehate,
revolutionary organisations are
laken more seriously than they
are 1n Britam.

Since {968, the line-up on the
revolutionary left has changed.
The Maotsts are less important
now than they were in the early
scventies, though one group.
the PCR, produces a not un-
reiidable daily paper. Various
other Maoist splinters exist.
and at least one has called fora
vote for the right-wing parties
as i blow against “social im-
perialism’,

Of the Trotskyist groups the
most signiticant are the LCR
(French section of the Fourth

[nternationally, and  lutte
{Mivriere,
Numernically  the 1.CR s

probably biggest. At its 1977
Congress it had 2600 members,
with another four or five thou-
vand orgamsed svmpathisers.
However, despite efforts, it has
still not wholly broken out of
the student mifiew in which it
made its first gains ten years
R0,

statistcs  presented 1o the
1977 Congress showed only 13
per ¢cent of the members were
industrial workcers, against 22
per cent of students and 20 per
cent eitchers, 56 per cent of the
members were under the age of
260

Lutte Ouvrierc has a4 much

more solid proletarian  basc,
giving far more priority  to
svstematic work i the major
tactories, The price of this is a
rgid  organisation  which
restricts entry Lo those willing to
accept the toughest definiation
of a revolutionary cadre.

Side by side  with  this
workerist  routinism,  [LO
engages in what is often (m-
agmative propaganda work. for
example its successful feres held
edch vear at Whitsuntide. The
highly successful campaign of
Arictte Laguiller  for  the
Presiddency in 1974 (winning
nearly 600000 votes) scems to
have led to an excessive degree
of importance being attached to
clectoral work, as well as g
miniature ‘personality cult’ of
Arlette herself,

Impossible

The paradox s that LOrs
orgamsational approach makes
i virtually impossible to usc
such propaganda campaigns as
a means  of  building  the
organisation,

Somewherc hetween
Trotskyismand Maoism lies the
OCT. which eriginated from a
spht in the LCR, under the
influcnce of the ideas of the
Italran  group  Awvanguardia
Onperaia, and subscquently ex-
panded by vanous splinters
trom the PSU. The OCT in
some  wavs avoids the
weaknesses of both the LCR
and LO, through ity orientation
to what s called the “workers
and popular left’. e the broad

L [ adam = e = o=

laver
Ideas,

This should lead the OCT to a
rank and file perspective; unfor-
tunately it all too often drifts
towards populism or spon-
tancism. At its worst this can
mean  irrelevances  like  the
attempt to build a mass cam-
paigh against direct elections to
the European Pariiament.

Despite continuing splits to
left and right, the PSU still
exists, but its ambiguous at-
titude towards the Union of the
Eeft probably disqualifies it
from any scrious intervention.
Many other smaller groups
cxist; for instance Combat
Communiste, which broke from
Lutte OQuvriere on the basis of its
state  capitalist”  analysis  of
Russia.

open to revolutionary

Clear

CC has a very clear analysis
of the limits of the Left Union:
while 1ts siz¢ disqualifies it from
any mmmediite impact, its ideas
mayv be of some influcnce.

The LCR and OCT, together
with a ‘pro-self-management’
tendency which spiit from the
P5U called the CCA. are
running a joint electoral plat-
form. [.O. which last year
jommed LCR and OCT in the
municipal campaign, has reflys-
¢d to Join. arguing that the
platform  does not clearly
enough point to the limits of the
Left Union,

While LC are probably right
tosecanghtist danger, especial-
v in the [LCR’s strategy of
united front with the reformists.
the 1O platform stops short at
saving that workers must fight
their own battles, but withoul
indicating the organisational or
political means required.

But the most serious eriticism
ot the whole revolutionary left
15 that over the tast couple of
vears it has debated its siralegy
rather than
itiatives.  No  revelutionary
group. tor example, has made
any sCrious attempt o organise
the large numbers of voung
unemployed in France.

In the post-clectoral period,
whatever the result, it will be the
revolutionary left’s capacity to
take mutiatives that will deter-
mine whether it has any chance
of winning a section of workers
from the grip of reformism.
There are. unfortunately, good
reasons tor doubting the poten-
tial of all the existing groups to
do this.

For this reason the period
after March 1978 mav well see
the beginning of a period of
splits and regroupment.

taking anv in--
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IRADE
UNIONS

[f 2 Left Government in France
18 to succeed in reforming
French capitalism  without
provoking a working-class up-
surge, then the role of the trade
union bureaucracy will be
crucial. In some form or ather.,
the Left Government will need a
‘social contract’,

However, for organisational
and deological reasons, such a
‘soctal contract’ will necessarily
take a rather different form
from the British experience.

The French  trade  union
movement 15 deeply divided.
The two major federations are
the CGT and the CFDT. {Force
Ouvriere, created in 1947 by
Amcrican money and
manipulation, is becoming less
and less important; and there
are a number of other splinters).

One result of the division is
the relatively low level of union
membership, probably around
20-25 per cent of the labour
force. But the unions can often
get support from non-unionised
workers for specific actions like
onc-day stoppages, The French
umions receive financial sub-
sidies from the state.

It 15 2 tradition of French
trade unionism going back to

the first years of the century that

the unlons are not affilizted to
political parties, and that par-
lies do not organise politically
In the unions, |

For example, Georges Seguy,
general seeretary of the CGT,
was recently widely attacked for
publicly calling for electoral
support for the Communist
Party, even though he made
clear that he was notdoingsoin
his official union capacity.

This apolitical attitude has
two sides to it. On the one hand,
the absence of formal ties means
that the ‘don’t rock the hoar
atlitude of Lahour Party trade
unionists iy less widespread. It
will be far casier to argue that
the unions should stay indepen-
dent of the state.

Yet at the same time. the
apohtical status of the unions is
used time and again by the
burcaucrats to ban any attempt
at the orgamisation of political

News

*analysiS

tendencies inside the unions,
making the task of
revolutlonaries, and even of
militants seeking some form of
rank and file organisation far
harder. e ,-

The CGT remains the largest
federation, with probably over
two million members, and its
main strength in the tmditional
sectors  of French  industry.
Since the end of World War
Two it has been under the
effcctive political control of the
French Communist Party,

The internal regime has been
burcaucratic to the core, and
dissidents, especially members
of revolutionary organisations,
have been regularly expelled.
This  still happens today,
although is some places the
balance of forces is no longer
tavourable to the bureaucracy.

[n some recent factory elec-
tions. the CGT has been losing
ground to the CFDT, though it
still  keeps  its  absolute
predominance. The CFDT
originated at the end of the First
Warld War as a Catholic unjon.
but since 1964 has had no
formul Christian links.

Reputation

In 1968 1t uacquired a reputa-
tion as being to the left of the
CGT (largely because, being
smaller, it could rtake up
demagogic Ieft  positions
without having to bear the
responsibility). 1t has subse-
quently grown faster than the
COT, and now has over
miilion members.

While formally unpolitical,
its leadership has developed

close links with the Socialist
Party, and the Socialists clearly
' important -
CP’s

SeC It as  an
counterweight to  the
control of the CGT.

[ the early seventies the
CFDT has a repulation for
bcing more open and
democratic than the CGT. but
over the last couple of vears
there has been a witchhunt of
leftists in the union. accused of
being ‘cuckoos’ in the union’s
nest.

Stnce the defeat of the post
office strike in late 1974, both
CGT and CFIDT have largely
played the role of restraining
struggle, with the unspoken aim
of stressing their responsibility
and moderation in the pre-
clection period.

Where thevy do launch ac-
tions, they are generally token
onc-day stoppages, with no
more than a publicity value- -
and increasingly demoralising
the membership.

Merseyside

Seven or eight years ago people
on the left used to talk about
Merseyside as the ‘Petrograd’ of
Britain. [t was the greatest
centre of the milituncy that
broke through the last Lubour
government pay policy in 1969-
70 and rocked the Tory govern-
ment in 1972,

The Liverpool dustmen, the
Liverpool dockers, the
Mersevside building workers’
movement,  the  Pilkington
stiike in St Helens, Fords
Hallwood. the Wigan and
North Wales  builders, the
Fisher Bendix occupation. the
Lancashire gas workers . . . the
list seems virtually endiess -
particularly when you add on
top of it the succession of onc

day stoppages and
demonstrations over the In-
dustriali  Relations Act and

unemployment to 4 large extent
inspired by Liverpool trades
council.

Today, Liverpool presents i
different image. The imape of
the employvers’ offensive 19738 [t
Is a city where unemployment s
alrecady an average of 12 per
cent—and much. much higher
in the industrial suburbs built in
the  1950s—Speke,  Kirkby.
Huyton, Skelmersdale.

The biggest pool of un-
cmploved  teenagers  in
Northern Furope. Shop after
shop boarded up for protection
against the vandalism and petty
crime  bred by poverty und
boredom.

Now In the last couple of
months, the great companies
with factories in the arca have
announced a new wave of
redundancies—3000 jobs to go
al levland Speke. 450 at Birds
Eve, 670 at English Electric, 160
in Cammel Lairds, 200 at
Kirkby design centre: there are
even sackings threatened on the
buses, '

But these are often not just
redundancics. They are redun-
dancies with a particutar aim in
view the decimation of shop
Hoor organisation,

Callaghan admitted as much
T a statement that received
front page treatment in the local
presy:

‘Premiere James Callaghan
last night bluntly told
Merseyside to pull ity socks
up—and stop going on strike.

‘'The government., he
declarcd. had not written off
Merseyside. But he pleaded
with the area to help itself by
creating  permanent industrial
peace.

lesting ground

‘Mr Callaghan said industrial
peace would remove the aura
around Merscyside. His tough
warning at a meeting of the
Parliamentary Labour Party
wdas met with a rumble of
approval from MPs.'

The threat of mass sackings
and factory closures if workers
maintain a level of militancy is
not new. It 1s the oldest bluff in
the business.

The 1971 Ford Strike was
accompanied by dire warnings
of the closure of Dagenham.
And if Leyland workers had
had a wage increcase for EVery
threal against Cowley or
Longbridge, they would be VEery
well paid indeed,

The difference in Liverpoot is
that for the first time major
companies are translating their
words into deeds,

Levland blazed the trail when
they responded to the long
strike in the Leyland No 2 plant
with 4@ notice that they were
going to shut it in a few months
time.

We  dont know whether
Callaphan himself was directly
Involved in that decision. But it
certainly gave a lead that big
private emplovers in Unilever,
owners of Birds Eye were
prepared to follow.

They laid off the whole
workforce (predominantly in
the TGWU) when the AUEW
members struck over wages,
And then they insisted that no-
ong would be allowed back into
the factory except on the basis
of a nine-point plan for in-
creased productivity, no wage
increases for the engineers and
430 redundancies. On top of

‘that they announced the sack-

ing of the whole workforce.

Although they later withdrew
this last threat in return for an-
end of the strike, they have kept
to the ninec point plan and the
450 redundancies.

A number of other
Merseyside factories have been
closed following a similar,
though usually less ohvious,
strategy. [n Birds Eve there is
the demand for productivity
withour a deal. elsewherc the
self-financing’-  productivity
deal is being pushed through to

weaken organisation and
destroy jobs: for instance, in the
print, where SQGAT have

agreed to filling of vacancies or
replacement of those who leave
the industry; or in Duulops
where a number of jobs have
been sold for wage increases
OVer recent montbs.
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Onverall there is the combina-
tion ol the repeated ideological
left jab-- the  message  es-
pecially trom the government
and  the  local  press  thal
‘Merseyvside 1s going down the
drain  becouse  of  stnikes’
[ollowed by the right hook from
the emiployvers.

You can't help getting the
feeling that a number of big
companics  are  lesung the
ground 1n Mersexside, seeing 1l
they cin get away with the sorl
of heligerent otfensive againsd
hasic shop floor organisation
that they hase not dared Lo Ly
with any  sizeable pland
anvwhere for many vears,

It they suceeed in Liverpool.
then there s hittle doubt they
will try somewhere else.

After all, it is not as if the myth
ol militant  Mersevade”  has
really been matehed by reality
0 recent yeirns,

There was 4 pereeptible
downturnin the jevel of struggle
i the area atter the mid-1970x
hrought ahout by rhe defeat of
the Hilewood warkers malong
strike against the viclimisation
of a senior steward in 1971, the
run-down  of the docks, the
scourge of unemployment on
the huildines and internecine
struggles  inside  the Dunlops
stewards” commuttee.

Since then the level of strikes
has been lower than in. say,
Coventry. The strike which was
alleged to have provoked the
Levland No 2 shutdown was the
first to hit the whole plantfor at
least 10 years.

The level ol steward
organisation has ot perhaps.
been tuvaped by the mvolve-
ment of convenors and sentor
slewards  In Cparticipation
wohemes' as muoch as N many
other parts of Brtan, in both
leviand  Speke  and  Ford
Hailwood the stewards retain @
higher than usual degree of
‘mutuality” {control over the
speed of the track).

But o gap has opetied up
hetween the stewards and the
ordinary union members thit
the employers have been only
oo happy o exploits o the
Triumph strike there was not
once mass meeting, 0 was 2
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cliassic cuse of Lhe stewards’
‘nicketing  oul’ their own
moembers.

At the end of the strike one
senior stewiard conlessed  that
they needed the return to work,
~iv that the workers could get
some money together before the
next struggie, over the closure.

The Birds Eyve strike revealed
much  botter  organisation.
There was the very Uncomnon
sight of lyyed-oft workers and

unempioved  workers  joining
the pickets,
| here were weekiy mass

muectings, Wites and husbands
wore imvobved tn the struggle.
Fiving pichets were sent round
the other Birds Eve factories.

This all rested on an already
cxisting high fevel of stewiard
arganisation among the laid oft
TOWLU members. Yetat the end
of the diav. splits between the
ALTW and TOWD members
were yvery much betund  the
retien 1o work.

Yet there remain very teal
chances of & light-back in the
¢ity, What developed during the
upsarge ol mibitancy 10 the later
sixlics and ciarly seventics was d
poal of workers 1n the cily who
are hest deseribed as ‘obtant
syrudicalisis

They had an abihity o lead
struceles  and oo artieuliate
socnthist ideas rarely Tound
clsewhere 0 Ingland., But they
vaw little reason in practice 1o
gov bevond the shop stewards”
arganisation, the union branch
and perhaps the trades council
in the direction of rey olutionary
ATEansation,

The result as that there are
Still hundreds or even
thousinds of warkers who hiave
hved through and learnt from
some of the eregr struggeles of
the last 10 vedrs: on the docks,
in the butldings. m Pilkingtons,
i the Fisher Bendix occupu-
tion, and 50 o1, What they fack
s i pohinict] answer 1o the
ideological attack and a con-
lidentce that  they have  the
orginisational strength to fight
hick.

The employers' otfensive s
pushing pohitics on 1o the

Halewood in its hevday  strikers gqueuing for pay the day helore striking.

Mersevside  shop tloor,
Stewards need 10 have some
answer  to the drivel about
‘strikes  running  down
Mersevside'

Yot their own ideas are often
st limited o talk about Tem-
poriry EFmployment
Subsidics  even 1f there has
heen a change over the fast vear,
in that they no fonger ook to
the boss {whose putting the
boot 1 within the Lctory) to
hold their hitnds when they heg
for government money.

A hlind  hatred  of  the
MATELLCNEL IS ZrowIng jnong
many groups of workers arzd an
awareness  that  political
gorernmental answers are need-
cd. The conlusion is ahout what
those answers conld beiand how
tiy gt them.

The same can be said ot the
areanisational  contidence  of
wortkers. They know thiat the
ofd torms of orgmimsation cen-
tred onoone plant or even omne
workshop are not good enough
when Taeed with an offensie
{Tom 1 mhigar company.,

Unmilever, for instance. cam
altord Lo sitout along strike. At
the same time many ot the
warkers hive memaories ol the
compariative  suecess ot the
Fisher  Bendis  opuration
despite all the murkiness of the
deals setting up a workery co-
operative’. the tactory s siilf
there,  emiploving s many
worThers s ever,

The moed is one of increased
political  discussion. but still
confused political discussion, of
increased anper and rustration,
but st undirected anger and
trustration. le s @ mood that
could change very rapidly 10
positive  direction it for n-
SLATHCE One e tory was (o carry
through an sccupation it might
well  arouse widespread
cnthisnesm,

One thing noticeable al the
mdss mmeeting which ended the
Leviand Spoke striike was the
widespread  svmpathy  tor

tohen pichet of some 20 un-
conploved,

[iverpoel s a testing ground
tor the emplovers, It should also
he a testing ground for thye
revolutlonary iett,

We have been used, mothe
past, (o growing in periods of
risirg working class struggle (in
1972 in 1973-74, in the period
leading up (o the lremen’s
strrke last vear)

We know we have Lo learn to
relate to the bitter, long defen-
sive struggles inresistance to the
new  emplovers’  offensive.
.iverpool could be a picture ot
the future Tor many olher areas.
(fiv Harman

Car imports

The clamour for import con-
trols o Ciars continues 1o rise,
and ix unlikely to be much
reduced by the Japanese agree-
ment to Jimit the nflow. [he
Japanese factor 15 0 any cise
often exapperated.

Imported cars registered 1n

the TIK  Jast  yedr  were  ds
Tollows;

Sepkitn] | Jihd ES |6,
LA vre K2 RE Nl
total 540 577 35 47

A key tactorin this tlow 1y not
imports as such, it is mampula-
tlon  of the market by the
multinationals. Some 134,004
"British™ cars last year were in
fuct built abroad. by Ford and
Vaushall above all

In the first two months ol
(975, 62 per cent of Vauxhalls
and 72 per cent of Fords sold in
Britain were imports muostiv
with o talr  proportion  of
previously  exported CBratishy
COmMpOnenls,

Mednwhile, as the Financial
Times tocently mupde clear, the
povernment wanls o see the
Japanese import hmit used 1o
increase  Lthe  competitive
market-shire sarring between
| evland. Ford. Chrasler and
Vauxhall, The only vietims will
he the workers themsehves.
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In the last six months or so the lef
i _the trade union movement has
suffered a mumber of defeats—
most ohviously, the firemen's
strike, bur also in the mines,
Leviand, ete. How serious have
these defeaty been?

{Going around the country it is zbsolutely
clear that workers are in no way demoralis-
ed. It 15 quite different from the situation
after the defeat of the postmen’s strike by the
Heath government in 1971 —then, when you
met postmen you found that they were
extremely depressed. Now, when you meet
firemen, they have fantastic pride in their
struggle - no scnse of demoralisation at all.

I'll give two simple examples. In one case,
[ spoke to a couple of firemen from a station
in Essex and asked them about their relation
te the fire officers, who scabbed on the
strike. They said: *We simply dont feed
them —we cook for everybody, but not for
the  officers’. That's a sign of self-
confidecnce—they wouldn’t have done it
otherwise,

You may have read about the other case in
Socialist Waorker, In one station an officer
was piven a cup of coffee by a fireman and he
got terrible stomach pains. He suspected the
fireman of poisoning him and so he rushed to
the police station. He was taken to hospital
and operated on -they found he had an
ulcer! Now this again shows that the firemen
are not on their knees.

What is also clear when you go round the
country 15 that workers don’t believe that
they can win. They don’t know fow to win. [t
s not a question of their being
demoralised they don't feel that that they
don’t have the strength to fight. They don™t
know how to mobilise their strength.

Theretare, when you ask how serious the
deteats arc, the defeats are serious from the
simple standpoint that we have ncver had in
Britain three stages of incomes policy that
worked. Under Wilson between 1964 and
1970 wc had two stages, and 1hen the third
stage fell to picces. Under Ted Heath the
collapse started at the second stage.

At prescnt, not only isstage three holding,
but they are talking about stuge four. We've
had support for stage four from Weighell of
the NUR and Dave Basnctt, of the GMWU
for example. And therefore we should not
underestimate the feeling of impasse inside
the movement,

What caused these defeats? fn
particular, did they simpiyv result
from the role of the trade union
leaders, or did the weakness of
shopfioor organisation and rarnk-
and-file organisation generally alse
plav a pare?

To start with the union lcaders. when [ wrote
a book on productivity deals eight vears ago
| didn’t mention the full-time convenors. As
a matter of fact the estimated number of full-
time convenors in the country in the late
[200s was 500. There are probably 6 000 full-
time convenors today. That’s a very great
change,
Again, I'm not 1alking about convenors
only. When you look at the mines. there are
three key people in every NUM lodpe  the
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INTERVIEW

WHERE
DO WE
GO

FROM
HERE?

This interview with TONY
CLIFF, a leading member of
the Socialist Workers’
Party, is the first in a series
with socialists of differing
viewpoints on the state of
the British Labour
movement. The interview
was conducted by Alex
Callinicos

president and secretary of the lodge, and the
lodge delegate to the NUM Arca Council.

Now 1t 15 very mteresting—these three
lodge officials don't work down the pit.
although they are paid the wages of a face-
worker. The abvss between the conditions of
their {ife and those of o worker really at the
tace 1s absolutely massive and they'll do
arvthing 1o avoid going back to work down
the pit, cven 1f they started out as
laceworkers.

Now this 1s the organisational aspect  in
other words, the trade union bureaucracy
has a much bigrer base in terms of the
number of people supporting them in the
workplaces than simply the 3000 union
otticials. But there’s something much more
inpaortant than that,

Because ol the massive productivity deals
of the late 1960s and hecause of incomes
policy and unemployment, the power of the
individual shop steward., which was largely
based on his ability to shibt prece rate, to shift
bonus-rates. has dechned guite seriously.
Onc ot the best proofs of this is the fact that
wage drift-- Lten years ago one of the most
important expressions of the power of
individual shop stewards -has practically
disappeared from industry.

Theretore, we are in a period in which the
struggle must become much wider than the
individual shop and in which, on the other
hand, the organisation inside the factory
refating the individual shop stewards still
goes through the convenor, who is in-
creasingly collaborating with management

through participation schemes ete. Faced

with participation and the new wave of
productivity deals the shop stewards fecl
themselves less and less able to act as a
collective.

What we find as a result is that the
overwhelming majority of unofficial strikes
at present involve not so much unofficial
strikes of whole factorics. but unofficial
strikes of individual sections within the
lactory. Quile often the strikes are not led by
the convenor or the shop stewards’ com-
mittee but by individual stewards.

In many cases we have the phenomenon of
the unoificial, unoificial strike—in other
words, the rank and file in one section or
other start a strike and they are supported
subsequently by the shop stewards.

All this 18 a lantastic impediment to
workers fighting. They feel they cannot deal
with the big things. They can handle little,
sectional problems, but how the hell can vou
deal with massive 1ssues like redundancics or
a general wage claim within one shop?

But beside these organisational” points,
there 1s something not less fundamental and
that’s the ideological aspect. You see, the
assumption  of  the reformists in  the
movement and this apphes not only to the
labour leaders but also to the convenors and

‘to the stewards and the rank and file, to all

those who  accept the basic reformist
Ideatogy 15 that reforms can be achieved
within the framework of capialism without
challenging the capitalist system.

Now, as long as capitalism was expanding
there was logic in 11—t sounded OK. But
now that capitalism is really in crisis. unless
the mihitant is ready Lo challenge capitalism
itself he cannot even fight for reforms.
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I'll give one simple example. The shipyard
industry internationally is in crisis. This
Crisls Iy even more serious in British
shipyards. Now what was the reaction of the
leadership of Govan shipyard workers to this
crisis? They signed a 3l-point agreement
with management which includes no strikes
for the duration of the agreement, increasing
flexibility and a target to cut the number of
minhours per ship from 850,000 hours four
years ago 1o 40,000 hours next year. In other
words, seeing that we have unemploymeni
anvhow, lets cut the number of employed
workers even more! Of course, another
expression of this situation is the readiness of
the shep stewards at Govan to take ships
blacked by the workers of Swan Flunter,

Now the logic of this situation 1s quite
sttmple. [E Marx was right when he said that
the working class 1s the grave-digger of
capitalism, then, of course. the sicker the
capitalist systemm the better it is for the
gravedigger.

But if on the other hand the job of trade
unionists 1s to get benefits within  the
tramework of capialism. then the sicker the
capitalist system the more concessions the
workers must make to the system. In other

words, they have to become the doctors of (G

capitalism rather than its gravediggers.

This s the reason why left reformists who
were ready o fight when capitahism was
doing well wall not fight when capitalism is
downg badly. On the QE2 the captain doesn’t
mind it people pliy soccer. But ona tiny little
ratt the captain can’t let anyvone rock the
boat. That is the reason whv the Joneses and
scanlons hive moved so {ar to the right.

Of course, the fact that retormism is
wentified with the 1abour Party and that
Labour is in power accelerated this shift to
the right. [ don't believe for one minute that
if the Tories were in power the NUM
Exccutive would have accepted the ten per
cent hmit by {4 vaotes to 1) - perhaps they
would have rejected it by 14 1o 10, Now this
ideological aspeet s important hecause it
atlects not only the people atthe top but also
the leadership on every level of the move-
ment.

We can sum all this up by saving that the
labour movement is facing a crisis of
lcadership that aftcets every level of
working-class organisation, from the top of
the trade umons down to the shop steward’s
coOmMmIttecs.

How do the Broad Left and the
Contmunist Parey fit inee this crisis

You sce, therc is no quaatinnxthal when
scanlon and Jones became the leaders of the
lwo biggest unions in the country this gave a
fantastic filip to the activity of the and file,
the shop stewards, the district committees,
¢tc. But at the saume time only those left
leaders could have contained the militants.
The CP and the Labour left in the unions
would not have toleratéd from right-wing

~leaders like Deakin and Carron what they

did tolerate from Jack Jones and Scanlon.
That is the first thing we have to say,
second of all, because the Communist
Party tor many, many years has put the
cmphasis on electing left-wing union of-
ficials, once they got the left-wing union
leadership they found themsclves in 4 very

®

I cricus internal crisis. The question for the

CP was whether they put the emphasis on
rank-and-file trade tinion activity-—in other
words, on militancy here and now on wages
and conditions- or whether they put the
cmphasis on propaganda tor an alternative
cconomic strategy of import controls, stite
control of investment, etc. to be im-
plemented by 4 left Labhour government at
some time n the [uturc. Thev chosce the
second option. In reality, todav the maost
enthusiastic Tribunites are the Communist
Party leadership.

But this causes problems lfor them because
tor a long time the strength of the Com-
munist Parly was that it wasa community of
mulitants. It 1s true that in their programme.
The British Road to Socighisvin, the CP
talked about the parliamentary road. etc.,
ete., But this duality, this split personality,
did not affeet the Party too much because
really what kept them together was their
activity in industry, But now that the trade
union burcaucracy has moved so far to the
right the crists of reformism goes throughout
the party,

COne of the expressions of this crisis is the
tact that blacklegging, which was unheard of
armong union otheoals —especially left-wing
ones—lwenty  or Lhirty  vears ago. has
hecome respectable not only among union
ofticials hut among Communist Party con-
YOO,

The him Airhie phenomenon is absolutely
astonishung. especially when yvou compare
the bchaviour the right-wing convenor of
Austin Pickerskitl shipvards in Sunderland
who simply saild we are blacking the Swan
Hunter ships and then Jim: Airlie at Govan
tikes them. The dfference is that the right-
wiIng convenor is less committed to the
Scanlons and the Jones of this worfd and so
under less pressure from them not to rock the
bout,

B0t there a danger of heing too
pessimisiic in looking at 1the
present situation? After afl,
sections of waorkery have broken
through (eg at BOC), and there still
seems (o be awillingness to fight on
the part of many workers—take
the case of the power-workers who

[ ——

Chapple the orher dayv.

There is no question that workers would like
to light. The move from detensive strikes to
offensive strikes can take place very quickly,
Y ou have simply 1o cheek the strike statistics
atter the Upper Clyde Shipbuilders oceupa-
tlon 1in 1971 and UCS was a defensive
struggle which did not lead to a complete
victory, although it was asignificant victory.
The number of strikes for wage-claims as a
resalt of UCS was simply massive. There is
not a funtastic abyss. a Chinese wall,
between defensive and offensive strikes.
between even a retreat and going on the

~offensive. Bul what is necessary s that one

significant group of workers will stand up
and tight. -.

Now the idea was that perhaps the firemen
could do it but the firemen did not win.
The strike was not gencralised  giving
money toa tireman was not generalisation of
the struggle,



Because of that, when you ask me if 'm
pesstmistic, I'm not pessimistic at all—I
simply say you need a hreaking point. A
breaking point can come in Speke over the
closure by Leyland of the Triumph plant —I
suspect it will not come there. [ suspect that it
witl be postponed until a group of workers
stand up and fight. Exactly when that takes
place 1 can't predict,

Switching to the fiture, then, what
will be the impact of the coming
general elecrion on this situation?
In particuiar. what would be the
effect of a Thatcher government,

which seems to me (o be the most
prohable outcome?

First of all, I will deal with the question of the
approach of the general election. | believe
that James Callaghan will very likely use the
coming general election as an argument for
phase four. If the general elections come in
October this year or even more so if they
come in March next year, he'll turn around
and say: "We've cut the rate of inflation to
seven or cight per cent and therefore we want
a phase four of {let's say} five or six per cent’.

Now, all the arguments that I have used up
to now about phase three will be sharpencd
at that time. Because workers arc prepared
to give the benefit of the doubt, because of
loyalty, becanse loyalty is based on fantustic
conservatism and basically because workers
are  not prepared to throw existing
organisation away unless they see something
to substitute, to fll the gap. and this
somethimg doesn't exist yet, because of all
this, I think that the lead-up to the general
clection will not change the trend by itself.

A Tory victory on the other hand, will
change 1t extremely quickly. All the
bitterness that collected over the last three or

four years will burst in the fuce of Marparet -

Thatcher—not in the first few months,
because for the first few months militant
workers will be stunned by the immediate
umpact of a Tory victory. But after a few
months. workers will begin to fight because
they have not lost anything in terms of their
MAssive power.

Workers have not really been beaten.
Fhere have been defeats—in the hotels, at
Grunwick, but generally among weaker
scetions of workers. What happened to the
big battalions? They were not defeated by
going into baitle and being beaten-—they
simply didn’t go into battle, because they
were held back by the union bureaucrats and
the convenors. etc.

Now 1f vou have a Tory government, this
hoiding buck will no longer be effective and
therefore workers will burst into fight. So the
sitaation can change radically if the Tories
win.

1his looky like @ good opportunity
1o ask you ahout the article vou
wrale in Socialist Worker recenrly
in which vou predict three possible
OUICOMES 1o Lhe Dresent impasse—
another rebeliion of the lower-paid
as in 1969, a UCS-type situation. or
a sponiancous general sirike Iike
France in [068. [sn't there a fourth
aliernative- —pore of the same,
“with the trade union bureaucracy
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containing rank-and-file militancy
and people’s frusirations being
channelled richiwards nto the
Nazis?
Il deal first of all with your second question.
Fascism cannot hecome a mass movement
before workers go into a mass struggle and
are disappointed. Up to now. the National
Front are on the periphery --they get only
five per cent of the vote and, when it comes to
the key arcas of the working class, they
simply don’t exist. The fourth alternative
15"t an alternative -—unless one of the first
three possihilities takes place and leads to a
defeat for the workers.

What did [ mean by the three alternatives [
outlined’? We know that ‘theory, my friend, is
grey, but green is the eternal tree of life’, |
don’t really believe that one of the three
alternatives will huppen as { put them. What
will happen is a combination of them or
some other permutation of their elements.

What 1s common to the three examples |
gave? ln each case we have a long record of
workers being held back by the union
burcaucracy, a long long period of workers
being depressed becausc they didn't get a
lead m the struggle, followed by an action by
some group which changes the situation. In
the first case it was the dustmen. in the

-
" . .. the situation
can change
radically if the
Tories win . . .

3

sccond case 1t was UCS, in the third a
working-class movement was detonated by
the action of students.

Now I can’t really know the exact form of
what happens, but one thing is clear—-you
can't go on and on with a situation like the
present, where warking-class organisation is
intact, workers stil haven’t been beaten and
there is a steadv deterioration in their quality
of life. This will especially be accelerated if
there was a small upward trend in economic
Life. If there were five months of economic
growth then there’s no question of it—the
cxpectations of workers would rise much
more quickly than if the recession continued.

Therefore, the three alternatives I gave
were simply illustrations of what frustration
can lead to. The fourth aiternative is not on
unless the workers go into struggle on a mass
scale, are really beaten and then gct
completelv demoralised.

What political conrclusions do you
draw from this analvsis for the
activity of revolutionary socialists?
In particular, what do vou think
the perspective is for building rank-
and-file organisation and what role
do you see for united action by the
m'frrg_,f_ of the lahour movemeni?

First of all, the most important lesson is the
need to build 4 rank-and-file movement. But
quite often peoplc see building a rank-and-
tile movement in terms of building relations
between combine committees into a move-
ment that covers all industry. Now we have
to speak about a much wider, much deeper
movement, a movement that poes much
further, because when vou look at the
sttuation in the working class vou'll find that
the shop organisation is more cohesive than
the factory organisation.

From the outside a factory looks like a
unit, from the inside it looks tike a collection
of villages. Also, you'll find that the Joint
Shop Stewards' Committee i always much
stronger than the Combine Committee. And
when you look at the relation between
Combine Committees, there hardly exists
any relation at ail.

When you add to this what I said about the
crisis of leadership affecting every leval of the
movement, then, when it comes to building a
united rank-and-file movement, we mean
not only going to the factories to collect
money for Dessoutter or Grunwicks but also
going inside the factory to argue the case for
Dessoutter. Don't rely like ten years #go on
going to the factory convenor and asking
him to collect the money. It is very good to
ask the convenors to collect the money, but
¥you have to do the propaganda inside the
individual shop as well. Don’t simply put the
demand, eg, for strike action, in the way it
wits done in the docks last summer.

The National Shop Stewards Commitiee
in the docks decided against the ten per cent
and they expected the different docks to vote
tor 1it. You needed only one dock—in
Southampton—to beat the decision, so that
with only a tiny handful against strike action
the whole thing collapsed. What was
necessary under such conditions was to
argue n every individual section of the
docks—to argue the case again and again on
every dock, and only then to argue it




nationally and take it back to the

membership.
In other words, we must not simply deal

with the unity of the rank-and-file leaders

from the top— we have to relate to the rank-
and-file leaders on every level of the
movement. We have to strengthen shop
organisation, factory ocrganisation, combine
organisation, making propaganda for
workers' unity at every level. This is a vety
big task.

Also, we must make it absolutely clear
that building rank-and-file organisation s a
guestion of politics. You can’'t simply say
that you are opposed to sackings in steel, for
example. The truth of the matter 1s that the
steel industry is losing ten million pounds a
week., Now, my calculation is that the
steelworkers’ wage-bill (including manage-
ment) is less than twice the annual losses.
Therefore. if workers really want to preserve
their jobs and at the same time to accept the
capitalist system, the only alternative 1s to
demand that all workers accept a wage-cut of
maore than fifty per cent, and that, of course,
is not on.

We have to put the political alternative.
We have not simply to demand that there arc
no sackings, but that the stcelworkers should
he paid full wages, that they should be put on
a three-day week, etc, These demands begin
to challenge the basis of the capitalist
system—they lead to the need for a planned
socialist economy, not In terms of some
abstract economic alternative, but in terms
of what workers need faced with the world
steel crisis. Therefore, the question of
politics comes to the fore.

The question of racialism, for cxample,
brings politics to the shop-floor. One of the
most serious things that we find at present is
that in seme unions the racialists are doing
far too well for our liking., This happens
where for one reason or another the lack of
unity between workers fits the racialist
propaganda,

For example, if you look at the railways
vou'll find that there are different messhalls
for duvers, for guards and for shunters.
Now, seeing that the drivers are practically
all white, scemmg that the guards are black
and white, and that the shunters even more
so, the area where racialism is strongest s 1
the drivers” union, ASLEF, which 158 much
worse in this respect than the NUR. [t
doesn't make me happy at all te learn that
there are NF resolutions from two branches
coming up at the ASLEF conference. Here
again, then, rank-and-file unity involves 4
political fight.

Now, how docs this relate to Jeft unity? It
relates because we can’t simply say “All or
nothing”. There arc workers who agree with
us on A or B butnot on C. There are workers
who are against racialism, against the Nazis,
but not against immigratien controls. Ot
cotrse, we as revolutionary soclalists must
be consistent and we make it clear that we arc
against immigration controls, But 1f
somebody joins the Anti-Nazi Leaguc and he
doesn’t agree with the abolition of ymmigra-
tion controls, that's his headache.

Agauin, we believe that the Nazis haveto be
stopped. if necessary. by physical confronta-
tion. i someone believes only 1n making
propaganda we say: "All nght. Let them

distribute the leaflets, they are pacifists, they
won't use violence, they will be attacked by
the Nazis, and we will use the physical force
to protect them against the Nazis.

Now, when it comes to the trade unions
the same prohlem faces us. Of course, we
wouid like a mecvement that is based on
comnlete independence from the trade unon
afticials, whether left or nght, a movement
that supnorts the trade union officials only
to the oxient that they support the rank and
file and therefore will support Bob Wright
for AUEW president only to the extent that
he agrees with rank-and-file demands. This
will be our attitude as revolutionary
socialists,

But there are members of the Communist
Party and members of the Labour left who
have illusions in Bob Wright, who will
support him nnconditionally. Then we'll say:
‘All right, we'll agree to differ on the question
of what attitude to take when there 1s a clash
between Bob Wright and the rank and file.

If there is a k.eyland toolroom strike and
Wright opposes the strike, then we will nof

support him and we will support the
toolroom  workers, But it therc 1s &
situation  and it will appear again and

again  where the choice 1s betwecen Bob
Wright and a right-winger like Lerry Dufiy.

”c;:;lffJ
ech

‘.. .the test for us
will be whether we
can relate to the
struggles that so
take place . . .

then we will support Wright against Duatfy.

This sort ol question will arise because
when the movement has been shitted so far
to the right the issue of united action with
people who are to the right of us but still on
the lett centre of the movement becomes very
important. But let's he clear about it -ths
unity of action in 710 way means that we hide
our attillides to the union bureaucracy.

The main problem for us is not our
attitude to Bob Wright but cur attitude to
the individual strike that takes place and in
many cases Bob Wright will be against the
strike, as in the case of the Levland toolroom
workers. Thersfore, T den't really beligve
that the gquestion of our relation to Bob
Wright should take maore than five per cent,
ifvouwant to putitin terms of tigures, of our
thinking.

The main emphasis will not be on Bob
Wright but on the independence of the rank
and file {rom the trade union burcaucracy,
including Bob Wright,

In conclusion, how does the
prahiem of buildine a new socialist

ar

-t T - ' v
party fit into thiv zerspective’

First of ali. evervthing 1 have said up to
now—the crisis of leadership at all levels of
the labour moevement, the importance of
politics i1 building the rank-and tile
movement means that the need lor a
revolulionary party 15 greatcr than ever.

Now. a revolutionary party must relate to
the immediate strugple and to the Iinal
siruggle—the struggle inside capitalism and
the strugple against capitalism. Because of
this interrclation the guestion of the rank
and file is central for us. We establish our
credibility only to the extent that we can lead
the rank and file both pohtically and
industrially here and now.

Of course, tf the Tories came to power and
there Was 4 Imass Movenent in opposition to
it, the Socialist Workers Party would ook
much smaller than it does now because i
would be asmalliishing big stream, Now we
much preter such u situation because it
would give us a much biggss opportunity Lo
create a mass influence lor our party over
time, although it immediate impact would by
to cut ns down o size. .

At preseni our growth s quite modest
because of the low level of struggle.
However, tor the st time thai 1 can
remember the SWP s appeanng uas an
alternatinve o the Commumst Party.

We are nol an alternative to the Labour
Party in terms of e working ¢lass as a
whole, bui o appear as an alternative to the
Communist Party in terms of the industrial
militants i struggle. We also appear as an
alternaove in terms of activity against the
Nazis.

At the present time the test for us will be
whether we can relate to the struggles that so
take place. even if they are small and
defensive. We must relate (o the rank-and-
file at every level ol action, even il the action
takes place within the individual shop or
tactory. This means trying to root the SWP
firmmly in the workplagces,

Only if we succeed 1 doing this will we
abie to cxpivit the opportunitics that wall
come wheit workers: frustrations explade
10O TRAsy 40101,



Some  groups, hke CAST, had alwavys
mertily ignored the Lord Chamberlain, but
lor most theatre-workers his abolition was a
welcome release. The immediate reaction of
the institutional theatre was to increase the
sexual content of pluvs. A second develop-
ment was a4 mushrooming of small theatre
spaces  dedicated  to ‘experimental’ work.
much ot it from America and the conlinent.
For the development of socialist theatee,
however, two lurther happenings were more
I poreant,

Fhe first was the growth of a group of
Universitv-educated writers {who formed a
group., Partable Theatre, to tour the:r work)
who drew much of Ihu.t
ounter-cuitural deologs
[_}n:, uuch wntt,r

1978 is the tenth anmversan' of all sorts of lmportant

things. It is also the tenth anniversary of the beginnings of

a small, perhaps not very important, but nonetheless (uite wer
remarkable phenﬂmenﬂn the growth of the socialist - - G

theatre muvement in Britain. atlleﬂd}pi.?h]

a sereen
d on the telly
and in the 5. rhis version of public
hfe 15 a specticle. 1t operates within its own
laws. It's a vast, intricate confidence game™.2

Brenton outlined his theatrical respense to
the consumerist spectacle as follows:

‘The theatre Is a dirty place. 1t's not a place
lor a rational analysis of a soclety—it’s there
to bait our obscssions, ideas and public
figures. A really great outbhurst of nihilism Like
Fruir . . 18 one of the most beautiful and
positive things you can see on a stage’.

The style and content of the Portable plays
did not wttract a working-class audience. Nor
wiis it likely tor the theory of the capitalist
spectacle was developed precisely Lo explain
the lack of proletarnan consciousness in the
post-war - Western  countrics. For many
radicals n the late 19605 {including Marcuse
and somge ot the French student activists of
May 1968), Marxs prediction that the
working class would bhecome ever more
impoverished  and  so inecreasingly
revolutionary  as time went on had been
disproved by history. The working class had
been *bought oft” by a combination of material
and ideological bribes. This did not. of course,
make the capitahst system any less alienating
and dehumanised: indeed. these thinkers saw
ahenation as o much more important
phenomenon than exploitation.

Revalutionary politics was seen as being
much less abont the organisation of the
working class at the point of proeduction, and
much more ahout the disruption of bourgeois
wdeotogy at the point of consumption. The
centre of the revolution had shifted from the
lactory-floor to the supermarket.

Ay Brenton makes clear, the Portable
plavwrights fitted neatly into chis perspective.
Their work was vielent, anarchic and destrug-
tive: and had, as another Portable writer
atfirmed, "4 very bad record with working-
class audiences'. There was. however, another
important development in socialist theatre at
@bout the same time, which did not completely .
write oft the working-class revolution.

The revival of the street theatre movement is
described by Richard Seyd of Red Ladder
(which started life as the Agitprop Street
Plavers) as tollows:

n 1967 there was one independent
sociahist  theatre group in Britain:
Cartoon Archetyvpal Slogan Theatre.
There are now at least 1% full-time.
subsidised socialist groups. in addi-
tion tor perhaps as many unsubsidized
ar local groups who propagate revolutionary
sociahst 1deas. In addition. socialist writers
have penetrated the hourgeois theatre (of the
cight new plays produced by the Roval
anakespeare . Company over the  last |2
maonths, five have  been written by socialist
revolutlomiries) and  television (the names
that spring without much dilliculty to mind
melude Jim Allen. Trevor Grilfiths, Colin
Welland, Alan Plater and John McGrath).
However, while the scale of socialist theatre
work s ampressive, it is obvious that its
ntervention in the working-class struggle
itsell has been at best patchy and peripheral.
Furthermore, socialist theatre has remained at
i1 remove from revelutionary organisations.

What follows 1s an attempt {rom the
uncombortably imterior perspective ol a writer
who hus worked in socialist theatre for seven
yoars 1o explam why this should be so.
There are two reasons why 1968 can be
tiken as the starting date for the development
of political theatre in Britain. The first was the
general upsurge of revolutionary. or at least
radical. consciousness among students and
mteliectuals, which affected young theatre-
workers just ke anvone else (and also aflected
them in a particular way, as 1 shall argue in g
moment). [he sceond was the abolition of the
institution of theatre censorship, practiced
since  the 1%th  Century by the Lord
Chamberlain, The most ohviously irksome
manitestation of censorship applicd to sex (the
writer Joc Orton sutfering particularly and
amusingly'). but pohitical censorship was also
involved and the very burcaucracy of script
approval {which took severa! weeks)effective-
ly pre-emipted topical or improvised work,
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‘Red ladder Theatre emerged lrom the
ferment of 1968, The Camden Road-based
Poster Woirkshop  self a product of that
ferment --was at the time making posters with
and for thosc involved in the Great 1ondon
tenants’ rent fight., The Tenants” Action
Committee asked the Poster Workshop
whether anyone could get together a short
sketch to put on at the beginning of their
meetings to get them ofl to a lively start, A
small group came together and made a 15-

iute play™

Red Ladder are now fairly scathing about
their own carly work (Sevd :-;a}-f:-; ol their
psccond  play  that ‘the tide way ity only
redeemmg lcature’), and sce thmr develop-
ment i terms of their realisation that *we had
to relate to working people through their own
organisations and not stay on the outside of
the Labour Movement'.

However. it 1s clear that the growth of a
morte class-oricntaled theatrical strategy was
not merely an internal development. it was
essentially a response to the greater militancy
of the class tself, alter the 1970 (eneral
Election. Some groups, indeed. are aware in
retrospect of nussing the boat, and remaining
In the counter-culiural {radition long after it
had become clear that reports of the death of
working-ciass militancy had been much ex-
aggeraled.

(Roland Muldoon ot CAST acknowledged
recently that CAS'T remained committed (o
‘the alternative culture revolution’ throughout
the early period of the {970-4 Conscrvative
Government admitting that ‘rich situations
like Heath versus the muners went uniouched
by us'. %),

The 1870-4 period saw a strenucus effort by
a growing number of theatre groups. however,
to creute and then satisfy a demand for
sociabist theatre. For many, the paramount
condition was that plavs should be presented
to people where thev lived and waorked.
community centres or pubs. in trade council
halls or on the streets. The move towards a
working-class audience took many farms, but

Roland Muldoon of CAST

lhn:c [with the
Instances,  the

tsolate
that, o many
M Approaches overlapped).
® |he fist approach  was  Commumity
Theatre, which saw its funiction as the service
B of a particular geographical area. cither from a
B (non-theatre) base. or louring. A good
5, t“'i&lﬂ'lplt‘ of a4 group ot this type s the
8 Combination. who work for a Community

pnﬁxih]u 1)

TR
g reservation

services (including legal mid and educational

thealre,
i Sceond there were groups who toured
| round  the country. pr:&wnting shows  of

general policital industrial import fincluding
E Roed Ladder wseli. 7:84, North West Spanncr
R and the General Wil A third approach was,
¢ 10 elfect, a combination of the {irst twe.
BMOME Zroups sought to serve constituencies

§ of people. bounded not by peography but
| common interest, Often these canstituency-

directed shows were in fact produced by
| poltical fouring groups(anexample is a show ]
B wrote tor the General Will about the Haousing
| Finance Act. which was plaved to tenantys’
groups in 1972 until the later emergence of
J constitency groups like Gay Sweatshop and
the Women's Thutre Group.
R The dominant theatrical form of the work
4 produced by community. political-touring
B and constituency groups alike wis agit-prop.
2 Agit-prop  the finest hour of which oc-
| cured immediatedy witer the Russian Reyolu-
uon 15 one of 4 number ol interventionist
B forms ol sociahist art that have been created in
f response to the percerved fatlures of social-
# realism. the dominant radical form of the last
ES0 wears,

[n order to understand the reasons for the
B development of agit-prop. it is necessary o
defne reatism. John Berger has written a good
defiminion in bas book v aridd Revolition®.
B He argoes that. unlike the bowrgeois torm of
naturalism  {which altempts to portray o
g surtace view of human behaviour as accurate-
Ly as possihler realism s selective and “strives
b tovards the typical’. The actions of people arv
| presented within a “total” context: the central
B characiers actions are (el ‘as part ol the Life of
B Fs class, society and iniverse)”
d  Realism. in other words, does not show
people’s andividual  behiniour  as being
somehow independent ot the society in which
they Diver it relutes people™s recognisable
g activities to the history that is going on around
& them

Miny  revolutionary artists have  feli
however, that reahisim s an inadeguate artistic

g Centre in Depttord, providing & number of

advicel in addition to the presentalion of

N dominant
B naturatistn, which shows people's behaviour
8 a5 conditioned. primarily or exclusively, by
B individual

| dCCLrty
M behaviour, 1s open o constant misinterpreta-

g At too clear.
K cting within g series of non-realistic images

& oceurs classically in Red

toalin periods of hm;t.t:.m,d class struggle. The

g Marxast critic Terry Eagleton points out that
& Heriolt

RBrecht  rejected  realist novels  as
realting toa certain set of social relations', ay a4

@3 lorm "appropriate 1o an carlier phase of the
g class struggle’”

Brecht tarned instead to new
lorms. like Expressionism and Dadaisim. that
xoupht to expose capitalism in o much bolder

B ind more aggressive tashion.

[n the same wayv, socialist theatre-workers

8 in Britain responded to the increased mititan-
g ¢v ot the carly 1970« by rejecting the social-
B reilisim of writers like Arnold Wesker. that
B hud demonated radical theatre Tor 15 years.

They, fike Brecht. sensed that realism was an

inadcqunw torm for a radical cra: and they
B woere also aware that (he rise of mass- propulist
culture

(notably  television) had  inereased
vather than decreased the problems of the

N realist approach,

The simiply:  the

drama g

contradiction s
toorm ol

nut
television

and  psvehological factors. The
soclitlist, on the other hand. reguires g torm

& which demonstrates the social and political
M character of human hehaviour,

However, o the television age. the masses
dare so swiamped by naturalism and. therefore,
by tts mdividualist assumptions.  that the

E superficially-similar teehnigues of realism are

countering  individualist
The realist preruee of e, with its
representations o observable

incapiible  of
ifealops,

tlon. howeser “typical’ the characters. and
however “total” the underlving social context

| may be.

Faced with  this barraee of  bodrgeois
E k.

culture. the response of dgH-prop s precisely

to climinate the surface appearance of the
SUEITONS 1T presenis, and to portray instead
what it regards s the political reality heneath,
The capitalist. lor obvious example, is shown
as a Victorian, top-hatted archetyvpe because
the maikers of the picce ol theatre believe that.
despite ali the surface changes in the
appearance, siyle and attitiedes of the employ-
g classes, the fundamental realits s still that
of heartless exploitation.

There v no danger here of musinterpreting

& the actions of the capitalist an terms of his

individua! psycholowy: his class-motivation is
The archetype is then presented

fos class-behaviour, as
[Ladder’™s show ahout

which farther define

the Natwomal ke

feotrr Mederneras



fogrer Perry

“The “National Cake”is a metaphor that s
familiar 1o everyone. In “The Industrial
Relations Act” we use that metaphor
visually. Inside that overall visualisation we
then place further metaphors that «Xpress
the ideas we want to get over: the workers are
hakers who bake the national cake, the
strike is seen as a knife which cuts ir:to the
cake: the myth of the “national interest™ is
exploded visually because it 1s the ciapitalist
who sits on top of the cake, the workers
purchase cake to cat, the cake itself 1s a
visualisation of the class structure 1 snciety,
etc.

‘All these images can bhe concretised
and made immediately comprehensible in
seconds. Egually, because the image Is so
clearly defined, every time one of the actors
changes position within the image a point is
made visually: the “union official” moves
from the base on to the lowest rung of the
ladder. the “strike knife™ held by onc worker
is too heavy, held by two it can be wielded as
an effective weapon . . . In this manner we
attempt to explain, albgit simply, the
concept of wage lubour, inflation, and many
other ideas of central importance to the
tactics and strategy of the labour movement.
and we try to explain them in a way thart
sticks firmly in peoplc’s heads.

'*The basic intention . . . is to try and make
the economic and social forces that so deeply
affect our lives -which are usually invisible,
hidden from our understanding.  visible and
tangible so that they can be grasped and,
hopefully, acted upon’.”

Functional agit-prop ol this type remain-
ed the dominant torm of socialist theatre
throughout the period of the Heath Govern-
ment, and for a year or iwo bevond.

Since then, however. & number of groups
have moved away from this style, at least n
its pure form. New directions have included.
on the one hand. a return to forms of social-
realism (particnlarly among newer groups
whose work deals with sexual politics). and.
R

.............

- § st IR,
Photos this page: Women'™s Theatre Group in
Finewar fom
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on the entertainment value of performances,
sometimes at the expense of overt political
content.

These developments have been analysed

% and ¢niticised in a lengthy and detailed article

by a socialist writer/director in Wedge

" magazine*. The thesis presented 15 that

recent developments have been a reformist
retreat from the original revelutionary
principles of socialist theatre. a retreat

brought about by an increasing reliance om;

subsidy from the state,

(The facts on the growth of subsidy are
simply stated: in 1971 ;72 the Arts Council of
Great Britain gave two socialist theatre
groups a total of £10.363; by 1973774 1t was
paving eleven groups £41.490: and in 1976/7
|¥ groups were receiving a total of £421.093.
This does not include locally-financed
groups,-or groups in Wales and Scotland.”

The Wedge article defines the baleful
consequences of subsidy as follows:

I The ‘professionalization” of the theatre
groups. through the achievement —in
August 1974—of Equity recognition and
Equity wages for socialist theatre-workers.

 This meant that ‘revolutionary soclalists
+ who had started doing theatre &5 a political

" weapon. tocreate propaganda and agitation’

were now joined by ‘left-wing actors, active
within their union. but with little or no other
political work behind them’. The result was
that “once johs had been created, people
hegan to do the work as a job, and  the
possibility of careers within the theatre was
created”. Finally, subsidy caused the ‘risc of
an administrative class’ within the groups
themselves. I

2 A move away from the principle of
playing to workers in struggle. cauzed by (a}

increased technical equipment, particularly o
musical equipment. which created the need -

to play “venues that could accommodate the
technology’. .. arts centres =nd small
theatres rather than pubs and chubs: (b) an
increusing reliance on  the burcatcratic
organisations of the Labour Movement as a
source for hookings, when ‘working class’
audiences were sought: and {c) the Ccreation
of internally-democratic structurcs oply
among ‘the arbitary group of pcople who
were the company at the time”. ‘This internal

demecracy, the Wedge article argues. had -
the paradoxical effect of cutting the com- .

panies cven further off {from the working
class, by rendering them *accpuntable to
non-one bni themselves '

Fhese factors, the arricle continuss, have
had a destructive effcct on the form and

content of the work itself. First, the influx ol

professional performers led to a stylistic

regression; “The professional actors. who -
basically wanted “mceaty parts” cricised the &

use  of  ‘cardboard two-dimens: Hnal

working-class caricatures” and argued for &z
1 putting “real people” onthe stage. people ine 7

qudicnce could ‘identify’ with’,

on the other, a much greater concentration
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‘many. companies who o
things to say about the Tories became
strangely silent in their plays about the Tory
policies of the new Labour Government . ..
The emcrging administrative class within the
theatre groups began to increasingy look for
bookings and support, not to the mass of the
working class. but to the bureaucratic layers
of its workplace organisations . . .

‘Seenes in plays began 1o be altered so as
not to criticise or offend the district officials
and Trade Council secretaries who jaid on
the bookings'.

This development, the article continues,
occured precisely because the very method of
play-making had lost all contact with the
peoplc that the work was supposed to be
created about and for:

‘Revolutionaries would be unanimous in
rccognising that the ideas of the plays came
from the most advanced sections of the class
and that the particular skill of the theatre
group is to turn these ideas into nages,
stories, scenes and songs and give them back
again to the class—-and to learn from what
goes down well, and what does not. A
dialectical process, in other words . . .

“I'he essence of the reformist illusion,
however. 1s that radical intellectuals are the
originators of ideas, the possessors of
wisdom, and will set out 1o “educate” their
audicnces. and “raisc their consciousnesses’.
it is not enough to reject this position as
heing arrogant or elitist {which it is). It is

neeessary to discern thit what has eccuredis

a degeneration from dialectical matenalism
into idealism, in other words the belief that
idcas can change material reality, by
themselves'.

Despite its anonymity, the Wedge article is
important because it is one of the few
consistent critigues, written {rom within, of
the socialist theatre movement. It seems,
howcver, to contain several fundamental
flaws.

The first is that, by defining the events it
describes as ‘s battle of political lines’
between ‘Revolutionary  socialist’”  and
‘professional  theatre  workers’  (also
characterized as ‘reformists’ and occasional-
Iy ‘Maoists”), the writer leaves out of account
the relationship between developments
within the theatre and thestute of the struggle
outside it. This omssion, 1ndeed,
leads on to the ihoroughly undialectical
implication that socialist theatrecan create a
revolutionary working-class on its own.

The movement towards ‘workets (0
struggle’ among socialist theatre-workers i
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the eariy [970s was, as 1 have shown, a
response to and indeed only made possible
by a heightening of the class strugple. In the
same way, events of the post-1975 period can
be understood in terms of what the Wedve
writer limself acknowledges to be ‘a period
of class retreat’.

One of the major points made in Wedee iy
that the groups turned away from the
advanced sections of the class, and began to
rely on reformist burcaucracies. (1t seems to
be doubtful, by the way, that this s hterally
true: what certaimmly did occur wias the
socialist theatre did not increase its penetra-
tien of the working class to the extent that
one might have predicted tn 1974).

The Wedge articlke begs the guestion,

such a relatienship  with  rank-and-file
advanced workers could accur. It scems to
me obvious that this kind of relationship (if it
Is toc move bevond the necessary

struggles tn particular workplaces) can only
exist if socialist theatre is part of 4 mass-
revolutionary movement that has its roots
deep within the advanced sections ol the
class. |

It i1s no coincidence that the example of a
satisfactory  theatre;cluss  relationship
posited by Wedpe is in 4 post-revelutionary
soclety {the Peoples’ Republic of China). In
the absence of mass organisstions of
advanced workers, it is no surprise that
theatre groups have found 1t impossible to
relate 1n any consistent wayv 1o them. The
organisational forms e¢ven  the
geographical spaces in which toappear —arc
Jist not present.

Wedge may be correct to say that theatre-
groups are opcrating in a pohitical vacuuni;
but the point s tautological. Groups are
working in a vacuum hecause it is & vacuum
In which they are working,

The objective state of class relations also
has formal implications for socialist theatre.
One of the clear conscquences of the lack of a
mass-revolutionary perspective in the British
working-class has been the collapse of wage-
militancy in the post-1974 period (and the
gradual realisation by revolutionaries that
the polirical content of the class-activity of
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The move away from pure agit-prop

=~ towards more complex theatrical forms

seems to me satisfactoriy explained interms

- of a consudered response by the grours to

this failure of cconomism. Red Ladder. who
have the authority of not a dittle experience,
have found that agit-prop. although a good
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coweapon for confirming workers in their

LR N N B )

their expeniences {in other words. a form

iIdea] to the subject-matier of economist -
- militancy). is not suited to the tasks of a ™

period of class retreat.
As Richard Sevd wrote of the agit-prap

form: "It people don™ think that capitalism s

to change their minds'. 12

furthermore, agit-prop is tormally ‘un-
able to tulfil the artistic task of portraving
and interpreting the way people operate, and
why they operate i g particular way,
revealing the contradictions as they grow out

itself”,

Specifically. the technigues of agit-prop .

arc incapable of dealing with questions of
consciousness. precisely because they por-
tray only the assumed objective essence of a
situation, rather than dynamic hetween how
people subjectively perceive that situation
and the underlying reality,

The move towards the presentation of
three-dimensional characters’ might have
been partly caused by the desire of per-
lormers lor ‘mcaty parts', but even if the
groups had been peopled entircly by
vegetanans, 1t would scem Likely that they
would have found the agit-prop form an

= of the social. economic conditions of socicty
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- an absurd and damaging way of Qrganising -
o society, then very litde that one does is going =
however. of the organisational forminwhich 27
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inadeyguate  tool under developing  cir-
CUMsTarnces. :
Indeed. the Wedee arucle itselt

acknowledges that "one of the weaknesses of o
the revolutionary left” was that ‘they hadn’t -
developed any theory of acsthetios—and had o
simply stepped into the shoes of anagit-prop

tradition, and tried to develop it from
wittin. 'Y In an uncharacteristic it of
idealism, the artticle does not go on to

enquire why this extraordinary ommission -

should have occurred?
It seems clear to me that. in the same way »
that the absence of mass revolutionary
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organisations has prevented the building of a
dialectical relattonship between socialist
theatre and class, the absence of a conse-
quent mass rebolutionary cufrure has ob-
viated the growth of new theatrical forms.
And in the same way that the lack of mass-
movement forces theatre groups into the
arms of bureaucratic organisarion. so the
lack ot a revolutionary culture forces them to
relate to reactionary forms.

the work of Brecht did not drop oft the
trees, it drew on the existence of a working-
class  movement that was sufficiently
culturally mature, for example. to produce
nearly 200 Social-Democratic and nearly 20
Communist daily newspapers, The com-
parison with Britain today is odiously
obvious.

Faced with this situation. socialist theatre-
workers have sct out on a scarch for possible
new forms, a process which has certainly
been afiowed by subsidy but not necessarily
causee by it It is possible to anavlyse -and
criticise -these  attempts  (whick go  far
heyond the slide into rampant naturalism
posited in Wedge), without explaining their
hrmited success primarily in terms of refor-
mist careerism; and this s what. in the
second part ol this article, intend totry and
do,
-
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Wetiics

- REVIEWED -

Raymond Chandler wrote
seven novels, a tew dozen good
short stories and created the
most famous private detective
of them all, Philip Marlowc,
The detective story in the
1930s was of two types; those
which were variations on a
theme of genteel murders in
English country houses or the
American pulp product.
Chandler, alter losing a
lucrative position 1n an oil
company through drink, turned
to writing tor magazines like
Black Mask. magazines short
on litcrary pretensions, but long
on violence. "
But these lurid magazines
developed a style ot their own,
treding on the variety ot
American city slang and
developing a tightness of pace
which Hemmingway was to
copy. Compared to the sterile
snobbery of Agatha Christie,
the ‘hard-boiled’ writers look
ke a chromium-clad imousine
alongside a bath-chair.

Sharply critical

Chandier used the detective
story form in a series of exciting
novels which developed a sharp
commentary of society, highly
critical ol its ingtitutions and
vitlues. Subseguent writers.
Mickey Spillane and John D
Mae Donald, abaondoned this
side of detective liclion
altovether. Their ‘gumshoes’ are
drunken thugs with as few
moral gualms as the hoods they
pll'['.'il.l{l.

Chandler was different. His
novels depict ‘a world in which
gangsters ¢an rule nations, and
almost rule citics’,

1t is the world of Los Angeles,
a world ot ncon-lights and
‘eenuine’ Chippendale cocktail
cabinets, the seedy boarding-
house and the 47 room eye-sore,
and the gambling houses where
the bored rich throw money
irio the pockets ot
sophisticated murderers. Law
there 15 admnstered by cops
whose main problem s to
decide whose stomach they can
safely jump on, or who at best to

My 10 peeserve a shred of . zd i

decency ke a down and:"
out who kecps wearing - S8
his oid school tie, "'
Bay City represcnts
all that Marlow (and .
Chandler) loathed. . = |
Bay City was the
chug suburb 1o
southern
California.

. :
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T CIf | lived there. | would
probably think so. I would see
the mice blue bay and the cliffs
and the vachr harbour and the
guict streets of houses, old
houses brooding under old trecs
... I knew a girl who lived on
25th Street. [U was a nice street.
She was a nice girl. She hked
Bav City.

“She wouldn't think about the
Mexican and Negro slums
stretched out on the dismal flats
south of the old interurban
tracks. Nor of the waterfront
dives along the flut short south
of the cliffs. the sweaty httle
dance halls onthe pike .. .7 ( The
Ladyv in the Lake).

Poverty existed side by side
with the latest ranch-stvle villa,
but south of the clitfs, hidden by
clever architects and property
conscious City Halls.

The rich clients who employ
Marlow are outwardly suave,
but behave hike over-indulged
children. who have been rotted
by having too much of whatever
they wanted. Marlow spends
most ot his working life
patching up their lives, not out
of concern tor them so much as
an alternative ta some sale, dull
hife in the Mid West,

Chandicr wasn't the only
writer to depict modern city-life
as vile: that atone doesn't make
his writings radical. He wasn't
in any way a socialist, but
because he looked critically at

-

[ p——— -

Bogart us Marfowe
in a ‘Forties film
_version of The Big
Sleen

the reality behind American
mvths, he began to realise that
the “Mexican and Negro slums’
were an inevitable by-product
ot the society which creates the
vacht harbours and the old
brooding houses.

fn these novels, crime and
business are brother and sister:
both depend on the other

‘“That's the ditference
between crime and business.
For businiess vou gotta have
capilal. Sometimes 1 think
that’s the only difference.”

‘“A properly cynical
remark™, 1 said, “But big lime
eritme takes capital 100.”

‘“And where dogs it come
from, chum? Not from guyvs
who hold up hquor stores™”
{The Long Goudbre).

In Marlowe™s world.,
NEWSPUPEr OWNCTS SLUPPIess
cmbarrassing stories, the police
drop cases which implicate the
powerful and politics are Just
the oldest branch of the
advertising industry. Chandler
realises that Amercan society is
inherently violent and unjust.
Marlowe discovers this ume
after time. In The Long
Goodhre, probably the best ol
the serics. every establishment
institution s seen as a racket.

But Chandler docsn't go any
further. He is aware that society
stinks, he even has a rough and
ready class understanding ot
society, but there 18 no hint of

change: the socialist or cven
liheral solutions do notexist tor
him. Capitalism 1s given. fixed
and unchangeable.

S0 Philip Marlowe continucs
to walk down the mean streets
of capitalism alone. He 1s the
last romantic hero, wearing a
powder blue suit instead of a
sult of armour and speaking in
nve-talk rather than verse. He
has his own rigid moral code,
hased on a chivalric honour; he
15 the shop solled Galahad.

‘T'm a romantic, Bernie. 1
hear voices crying in the night
and 1 go see what's the matter.
You don't make a dime that
way. ( The Long Goodhye).

Moral dignity

This is the appeal ot the
character; the lone proud man
achieving some moral dignity in
a lousy world, while still moving
and working n i,

However. it also limits the
horizons tremendousty.
Marlowe daren’t get too
involved with other people
Relationships bring
compromises. so he leads a
solitary lide, He spurns
fricndship and love for the
pleasures of solitary chess
prablems and drinks in
secihuded bars.

Women present the biggest
threat: they are either
marauding sharks in cocktall _
dresses or spoilt brats who want
to add Marlowe to their
collection of poodles. Both
Lypes make too many demands
on him. and this is the real
weakness of the novels.
Marlowe™s independence 18
achieved only by his contempt
for most women, whao, falling
for his almost supernatural
allure say such absurd things as
‘You big brute, [ ought to throw
a Buick at vou’’

Despite the appeal of the
‘man who neither tarnished or
afraid” Chandler's novels
hecome ingreasingly bitter. The
humaour of The Big Slecp glves
wayv Lo a shrill despair n
Plavhack as age and the modern
warld catch up with Marlowe.

. who like all romantic heroes

doesn’t improve with age. At

his height, however.

- the novels of

- Raymond Chandier

.. - arc provoking

i  and political

M cntertainment, and
novels like that

. are rarer than

calluses on a




——
R

R gl i El o T e

P~ -

Everybody is
a potential drum

As Serious As Your Life
Valerie Wilmer

Adlison & Bushy - hardbuack -
NaWelll

(Juariet - paperback - £2.95

As America is the maost
powertul natien in the
Twenticth Century, 0 1oo its
popular culture, hiays become the
maost widespread., indeed the
dominant culture of the
contempaorary world, it s ironic
then, that the wellsprings of that
culture’s popular music have
been American socicty’s most
oppressed groups country
music from the poor whites,
iz, blues and therelore rock &
roll and soul, {rom the hlacks.
I'here are continuities in black
American music which go right
bitck to pre-siavery Alrica. So
history haints us as Western
Europe buys back the music of
the slives.

Yet the black community asa
whole bas not benefited.except
M crrious intangible ways.
Jazz. the main impetus tor
popular music has never been
more than a nunority music,
(The two exceptions being the
decade of swing which was
dominated by white bands. and
the contwemporary vogue for

Jazz-rock ) Whenever jazz has

achieved popularity, it has
become necessary for black
musicians to move further out,
awayv from the mamstream in
arder to create 4 music which
will function as 4 private
language --naccessible to white
society and immune to beigg
adopted and stripped of itx
capacily Lo act as a form of
resistance and cultural
opposition.

Hence the suceession ol
revolttons within the state of .
jazz sinee the great bebop revolt
of Charlie Parker. Monk,
Gillespic et al. They eflectively
turncd their backs on
popularity in order to open up
new possibilitics for expression
within the medium. At the time
thewr tormal discovertes were
dismissed by all but a small
coterie of tricnds and admirers
as ‘Chimese music’, now they
can be seen as working solidly
within a tradition to extend it.
They did so at great personal

Ccost without the form of

academic and tinancial support
which would have been made
avarlable had they been making
weriows” Le. white, european
THISIC.

The same fate has attended
the subjects ot this rich and
rewardimng volume: Cecll
Taylor, Ornette Coleman. John
Coltrane, Sun Ra. and the
group ot Chicago musicians
who clustered around the
Association tor the
Advancement of Creative
Musicians. For twenty vears
these Afro-Armerican musicians
have made great personal
sacrilices to push back the
houndaries surrounding jasz
and produce a music that many
tind ax duanting and
impenetrable as the work of
Cage and Stockhausen, yet as
Valerie Wilmer dlustrates in
several aneedotes here, this
sarme music can. under the right
ctreumstanees be as vital and
immediate as any “popular’
music. The musicians arc
plaving (n an atmosphere
heavily politicised by the black
struggles in Alrico and America
of the past two decades. They
know that their music fails to
achieve support because it
docsn’t come (rom within a
certain white tradition. They
are understandably bitter, and

E Aike Flood Puage

to 2 certain degree, elitist in
their attitudes to other musics
and musicians.

thev are highly skilled
musicians who could carn big
moncy it they adopted any of
severdal comimercial options
aopen, but they refuse to
compromise. This book is 3
testimony to their struggle. [t
rellects honestly, [ believe., the
musicians who are Wilmers
primary sources and the
contradictions within their
stance. they are caught in the
problem of making g music
which s revolutionary in forma!
terms. and in sell-gonscious
palitical terms, but is at the

csame time unpopular within the

black community, Thus
ronically of those few
musicians whao have found it
possibie to give up their day job
and derive a stable income (rom
the new music. 4 number have
only been able to do so by
accepting teaching posts at
white univiersitics, or grants
from white foundations,

My crriticism ot the book
dertves from ity greatest
strength - s closeness to is
sihbjects  because at times
some distanee from the
musIcians’ own attitudes would
have prevented the patronising
clevation of the hlack musician
to the rote ol persecuted saint.
Forinstance, Ms Wilmer
navely supgests that people are
free 1o be political militants
anvwhere bat in the field of
music.

This s, however, a book that
15 long overdue and Valerie
Wilmer 1s probably better
cquipped, through her intimacy
with the music and ity
performers, to write it than
anvone else, She s particularly
good on the working milieu and
rituals of the musicians, and her
own perspective has led o the
inclusion of 4 chapter on the
role of women which points up
by ity presence the absence of
anvthing comparable in jazz
hierature,

People in
paper chains

People in Paper Chains
Birmingham Community
Development Report No. 3
(Available from Home Olfice
Community Development
Project Room 13727, 50 Queen
Anne’s Gate, London SWIH
AT}

This report 1 mainly based on
the expenience of the Saltley
Community Development
Propect, an area where 40 per
cent of the population originate
from the Mirpur, Pakistan,
which wus submersed in the
citrly T960s by the construction
ot the Manyvla am. Most
Mirpuree men migrated to
Britain at the back end of the
Birith economy™s need lfor cheap
tmmtgrant labour.

Much of the work of the
Project has been ahout the
Mirpurees” probicms - with the
immigration liws. dependents
being allowed into Britain, tax
problems, cte. Many case
histories are mentioned which
rermind us of the viciousness of
Brinsh immigrition policy. IXid
vou know dependents have to
WiLll 1 to three yvears just to get
an nterview at the British
Lmbassy in Dacea”? Onee vou
gel an interview vou have to
pass the “strict test of cligibility”
which has become notorious
within immigrant communitics.
Small kids are interviewed
alone. bone X-rays of the
children are vsed to disclaim
the stated ages so entry can be
refused ! I vou are lucky enough
(s1c) Lo get to England the often
openly rucist immigration
otficials, some of whom are
members of the NF. have
massive diserelionary powers.
A Bombay woman, Mrs
Crohiara, was sent home even
alter giving birth to a child at
Heathrow! The official said It
was all a ruse 1o get the woman
into the country”

The pamphlet also looks at
the insecurity and fears ol many
impgrants once in Britain. The
police have arbitrary powers of
arrest il they suspect vou of
heing an “illegal immigrant”,
The connectian between tax
codes for dependents abroad
and their entry clearance
produces a 'Catch 22" situation,
Decisions against an individual
i one depaoanent jeopardises
thil person in what should be 4
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completely separate matter.
These bureaucrafic paper-
chains produce massive human
MISery.

The report places this misery
in the context of the desire of
the British State to move (o 4
contract labour scheme.
Immigrants who settled In the
UK before the 1971
Immigration Act are a residual
problem for the State;
preventing a4 total contract
labour scheme similar to those
of other European countries.
Through various administrative
procedures, the state has made
the process ot settlement an
abstacle race rather than a
right. These practices, whicht
written down would contravene
all known human rights
principles. have abolished the
freedem of entry of dependents
and massively reduced black
people’s rights. All this without
resorting to legislution and
running the risk of affronting
liberal apinion.

This pamphlet is & must for
all socialists Lo read. [t is amine
of information or an easily
readable form, on the plight of
© Black communities in Britain. It
is also available in Urdu.

We must not only oppose the
visible excrement of racism, but
also its hidden, barely
recoghisable torm.

Fhil Lee

PlutodhPress

So little understood

A History of the Bolivian
1.abour Movement
Guillermo lora

Cambridge University Press
£7 5%

The strength and solidarity of
the Bolivian working class in
the face of brutal repression and
shocking working conditions 1
extraordinary and in many
ways defies conventicnal
analvsis. In a country wherc the
vast mass of the population ts
s11ll today peasanl and
agricultural workers the otten
decisive role of the working
class in shaping politucal history
is quite out of proportion to ity
S17E.

In part this is due to the
averwhelming importance of
mineral exports (n the
cconomy. and the
correspondingly central role of
the miners, But the degree of
unity and solidarity of the
working class as a whaole is-all
the more impressive, especially
given the cfforts of successive
governments to divide and
neutralise it,to buy ofl its
leaders, to imtimidalte it through
poverty. or 1o eliminate it more
litcrally through massacres and
army occupations. (The miners’

THE NON-STOP CONNOLLY SHOW

PARTS 1-6

Margaretta [’Arcy and John Arden £2.00 each
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Caryl Churchill £1.50
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Steve Gooch £1.50 each
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THE CHERRY ORCHARD (Chekhov)
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Pluto Press
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01-722 0141
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strike of 1976 1s the most recent

cexample of this)

Ciutllermo Lora's book
provides an indispensable
background to an
understanding of the Bolivian
workers” movement. Lora s
himself a leading memberof the
Trotskyist POR  the Workers’
Revolutionary Party -and was
the author ot the tamous
Pulacaye Thesis, approved by
the miners' union i 1946, and
an important source of
revolutionary analysis lor many
vears aller.

His history, then, was written
primarily for Bolivian militants.
and in the onginal the more
directly historical chapters were
interspersed with scctions of
interpretation and exposition of
the basic principles of Marxism,
However. only the first half of
the history has ever been
published tn Spanish
attermpts to publish the second
half dealing with the years 1930-
70 were foiled successively by
Banzer's 1971 coup in Bolivia
and then by Pinochet’s two
vears later in Chile.

It is good then to have a
version of the book as a4 whole
in print. even 1f with all the

theorctical chapters omitted the

narrative hecomes a rather bald
succession of events,
organisations and activists. A
weakness of Tora’ approach
hecomes apparent in s
concentration on formal and
parly organisations, One of the
arealest strengths ot the
Bolivian working class has
alwavs been the capacity to
transcend party lovaities. and
[ ora’s approach. dominated by
the POR's aim to be the
revolutionary vanguard,
underemphasises this, Another
weakness s the fatlure to
include the peasaniry In the
analysis. While the Indian
population of the countryside
provides a constant backdrop
to Lo narrative it is rarcly
permitted an active Tole in the
cvents he deseribes. Again. his
party afliliztions perhaps
hamper a full analysis.

The final sections, on the
Peoples' Assembly and the coup
which destroved it, are taken
from a book [ara published in
Chile in 1972, Even in ths
shortened version, the book 15
the most comprehensive there is
on the subject and provides the
basis Tor understanding
Rolivian politics, strategically
o important in South Amerieca.
and yet so little undersiood 1n
comparison with ity
economically powertul
neighbours,

Ofivia Harris

Coming this month from Pluto
are Harry McShane and Joan
Smith's Harry McShane: No
Mean Fieghrer (£2.95), Tony
Chff Lentn: Volftme 3 The
Revolution Besiered {(£3.60)),
and John Harrison Marxist
Econoniies for Socialisis

{12 400,

[awrence and Wishart have
recently reissued Wal
Hanninton's Lremploved
Strugelos 19719-1939(£2.95) and
will shortly be reissuing Willie
Gallacher's Revafr on the Clrde
(£2.50).

Virago have recently
reprinted Ohve Schreiner
Women ard Lahowr (£1.73).
Ray Strachey The Cause: a
short Bistory of the women's
moverment {£2.95), and
Margaret Llewelyn Davies, ed.
Meaternity: Letters from
work ing women {£1.75).

The Women's Press was
launched in February with five
[eminist titles, the most popular
of which appears to be the novel
hy Kate Chopn The
Awakening (£1.00),

Allison and Busby are
publishing the selected writings
of John Macl.can this spring
entitled fn The Rapids Of
Revirdution (£2.95%) and a
dossier on the 1968 *Prague
Spring’ edited by Viadimir
Fiscra called Workers Councils
in Czechosfovalia (£6.50
hardback only).

Julian Friedmann Publishers
have just published accounts of
the guerilla war in Rhodesia
edited by Racburn and
Wilkinson with the title Black
Fire! (£2.95).

The paperback edition of
Victor Serge’s Conguered City
is now available from Writers
and Readers (31.25)

Alastair Hatohert
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FOR LAW,

READ CLASS

The Politics of the Judiciary
J.A.G. Griffith
Fontana £1.25

‘DENNING HITS ATSTRIKERS LEGAL
BACKING® shouts the main headline on
page 2 of my Paify Telegraph this morning
{March 3). [.ord Denning (who told a
reperter the other day that he normally buys
the Sundar Telegraph rather than the
Sundayr Times “because it s cheaper’) is
Master of the Rolls, the secand most
important judge in the country. He is long
past the age when most working people
retirg, but he still gets £22.000 from the
taxpayer. He 1s widely regarded in the legal
protession as a *bit of a boy” for some of
his ‘'unconventional judgements'. But when it
comces to the important things in life. Lord
Denning 1s not at all unconventional.

He hates strikes. he regards the legal
immunity for strikers which has existed on
and otf since 1906 as a scandal. He would
iove to be able to put strikers where he
believes they ought te be -in prison. And he
15 not afraid to say so -on this occasion on
his inauguration as President of the
Holdsworth Club. which is the law society of
Birmingham University. As is usual on such
occasions l.ord Denning made it clear that
his views as President of the Holdsworth
Socicty would never, in any circumstances,
nfluence him as a judge from faithfully
administering the law which with he so
passionately disagreed.

Lord Denning has been President of a lot
ot other things in his time. In 1972, he was
chairman of the Marriage Guidance
Council. He chose his chairman's address
that year to make a scurrilous attack on
Bernadette Devtin, then MP for Mid-Ulster.
The noble Lord has nothing against
Bernadctie’s politics. of course, (judges don't
have pehitical views), What annoyed him
about Miss Devlin was that she was about to
give birth to a child which had been
conceived out of wedlock! The ‘fabric of
sociely’ was being ‘ripped apart’. Lord
Denning musced, when elected
representatives started getting themselves in
the family way. and then openly admitting it
right out loud, like an usher farting in court!

The Judges are not automatons or nenters
as they sometimes like to pretend. They are
men; men with ideas and prejudices just like
anyone else. What sort of men are they? Lord
Justice Lawten. who started his career at the
bar by toining the politically neutral British
Union of Fascists, said in the Riddeli lecture
in 1975: “Judges are drawn trom all ranks ot
society’.

By this the Lord Justice meant. of course.
that you will {ind judges who went to many
different schools: not just Eton, that is. but
Harrow, Winchester and even Repton. Not
all went to Oxforc’ or Cambridge either. A
few even went to | ceds University, or

Birmingham or Manchester, There's a
sprinkling of the nouveaux riches on the
beneh along with the aristocrats. And that,
as far as Lord Justice Lawton is concerned.
makes up “ali ranks of society’. “Society” as
far as he1s concerned, can't pessibly be said
to include the offal and dregs some of whom
appear befare him from time to time in the
COUrts.

Alljudges, even the ten per cent who didn™t
go to public school, are lawyers. That means
that they have all passed throuph the
peculiarly constipated education which law
affords. They have all becn barristers, that is
they have ‘done their time’ in chambers,
which is still impaossible for anvone without
substantial private means. They have all
‘eaten their dinners’ and solemnly performed
funtil it secms almost natural) in the bizarre
ceremonial of the Tnns of Court. Their class
arigins and idcas have been nurtured in the
sealed hothouse of the British legal system,

* They are stronger-rooted and more

ostentatious than in any other section of the
British oligarchy.

[f there is anvone lelt who still belicves
that the judges are ‘neutral’ or *objective”.
John Griffith’s book will open their eves. He
has collected together a body of case law
which proves bevond any shadow of doubt
the heary bias of the judiciary in every part of
the law. When the government passes laws
which threaten property-owners, the judges
go to every length to fight for *the right ot the
individual’. When the government pass Lyws
to keep out immigrants, the illegal
immigrant has to prove he is not guilty
before he can be released. When squatiers
claim that their eviction means homelessness
and despair for their children, the judges
{Lord Denning in particular) declare that
that has ‘nothing to do with law™. Yet when
prostitutes or editors of radical papers cone
before the courts on a non-existent.
charge (*conspiracy to public
morals'). the judges make up The
charge, and find the defendants
gullty on it. in order, as one [aw
Lord putit, ‘te uphold the moral
weltare of the state’.

In perhaps the most
impressive section of book,
John Griffith compares the
treatment of expelled
students and expelled union
members. In both cases.
he points out, people have
been expelled or dismissed
In a2 way which could
threaten their livelihood.

... 'preservation of a
moral and social orderto
which 1t s accustiomed.”

Yet the existing laws, and the judges’
conceplion of ‘natural justice’ is stained out
of all recognition in order bothto uphold the
dismissal of students and to annul the
dismissal of trade unionists by their union.
"Why' asks John Griffith ‘s the expulsion of
the umion member almost always set aside,
and that of the student almost alwavs
upheld? The answer lies in the general
attitude of the judiciary ..." Yes. the ‘general
attitude’, which supports the discipline of the
headmaster or the board of governors, who
curb the spint of protest or rebellion or rule-
breaking. but detests the discipline of the
trade union, which threatens the property of
cmployers and sharcholders.

The bias of the judiciury is not changing
for the better, John Griffith has not selected
a lot of cases from the ‘bad old davs' when
Judges were monsters, and everyone knew it.
Almost all his cases, including some very
recent ones indeed, come from the *bad new
days’ when the judges are monsters. but very
tew people realise it.

The trend, he points cut almost
incidentally, is for judges 1o allow more
power to the police, a wider use of
conspiracy laws, a sharper interference with
any progressive legislation by a Labour
government, and a more overtly racialist
appression with black defendants or
deportees,

His little book all points in an obvious
dircction until its conclusion, which doesn't
point anywhere at all. He makes a desperate
ellort to free himself from the stigma of
Marxism by asserting that the Marxist view
of the law takes us only some way along the
raad’

“lThe function” he explains “performed by
the judiciary in our society is not a peculiarly
capttalist function. Some of its
manifestations  such as its tenderncss
towards private property and its dislike of
trade unions  may be traced to such a
source. But (ts strong adherence o the
maintenance of taw and order, its distaste for
minority epinions, demonstrations and
protests, its inditference 1o the promaotion of
better race relations, its support of
governmental scerecy.and its concern lor the
preservation of the moral and social
behaviour to which it is accustomed, these
atrrtudes seem to derive from a different
. deology.” continued




e

This is the familiar, unedifving spectacle
of the powerful lelt-wing academic, at the
end of a painstaking work. seeking to
wripgle off the Marxist hook by nyventing a
narrow view of Marxism. and dissociating
himself from it 44 ruling classes have
survived by divguising (heir rohbery with d
wav of thinking which extends {ar outside
the Meld or the factory, Disciphne in the
ctreets and in the home, conformity ot ideas.
racialism, government seerecy and the
‘preservition of o moral and social order to
which 1t is accustomed’. All these are not
incidenta! but fundamental to the
maintenance of capitalist robbery {as they
were 1o the maintenance of any other system
of robbery). Thatisall very clearly cxplamed
by Marx and Engles, and Jobn Griffith's
characterisation of Marxism does no one
any credit. He wilt{and has been) denounced
as a Marsist anyvway by the supporiers ot the
judiciary. And rightly so. For his lTacts and
rescarch lead inexorably in that direchon.

His second major argument that the
judigiary 1s not pursuing a capitalist role is
that the judiclary in Russia and Eastern
Europe are cqually repressive and
reactionary! There is another conclusion to
that. which s that the svstems of society n
Britain and Western Furope hive more in
common with those in Fastern Furope in
Russia than they have in conilict,

The wriggling and squirming at the end of
the book however has i more serious
consequence, “Our [reedoms” writes John
Gritfith *depend on the willingness of the
press. peliticians and othes to publicise the
hreach of those ireedoms

“The Press. politicians and others’. These
are the people to whom John Grittith would
have us turh for the protection of ouy
freedoms, Yot the Press. by and large. s
wound into the same web as are the judges.
So are most politiclans, 1 our treedoms
depended only on these, there would be less
ol them even then there are,

The people who established the freedom of
(the press were the peaple who sold the Poor
Merrs Guardivs on the streets in the T830S
and established by sheer organisation and
welght of numbers the right of papers to be
published without the penal “stamp’. The
peaple who broke the Combimation laws
were the seavers and stockingers who went
on strike in spite of them. The people who
cstahlished the right of procession were the
hundreds of thousands of working people
who marched with the Chartists. The people
who wiped the Industrial Relations Act olt
the Stutute hook were the dockers and the
printwarhers who went on indelinite STHke

and foreed the Industrial Relations Court 1o

Iree the tive dockers arrested for contempt ol
the legislation. Yet this episade. because it
ieticuled the e of Tiw’, s desenibed by
John Grufith as o tcaliony’, 0 wasn't a

calamity. 1wy i victors . The rule ot law 15

the rule of the capiadist class. and the more it
s ricdicnled. the better,

FOUNDER OF OUR

REVOLUTIONARY
TRADITION

wWilliam Morris-— Romantic to
Revolutionary

E.P. Thompson

Merlin £3.90

As this revised edition of Thompson’s classic
appeared last sUMmMer. my review 1
indecently late. 1 have one excuse, My
enthusiasm for Morps, and keenness Lo
chase off the accumulated myths, tar
outstripped the sober needs of writing for a
monthly magazine. Six months or 5o ol
picket lines, sethacks and grind were needed
t cut it down to s12¢,

William Morris was, of course, the
greatest of the socialist Pioneers 1n this
country. *His propaganda {as otten as not)'.
Thompson tells us. was ‘the first 1o be heard
in this great town and that aity; every group
of socialists included some who had been
converted by his words. his poems. of his
Signs of Change ..

e

Whalt is Surrealism?

Andre Breton, selected writings
Fdited and introduced by Frankhn
R osemont

Pluto £5.00)

What is surreatism? To transform the world,

to change life. and re-make human
understanding from scratch’ answers
Breton. Transformation of the external
world by proletarian uprising (as in Marx)
the svstematic re-organisation ot the
cmotions and senses {as in Baudelaire)

Dreams, orgasms, madpess. the leelings
we habitually negate or worse
centimentalise, they are as real as the Winter
alace. A Marxism which denmes them,
denies itself *1 really cannot see, despite a
few muddle-headed revolutionaries, why we
<hould ahstain from taking up the problems
of love. of dreaming, of madness, of art. of
religion, so long as we consider these
problems from the same angle as they. and
we too, consider the revolution® writes
Breton., _

[n the twenticth century. the only “art’
worthy of the name deties capitalist reality’
Sayvs Breton. "Today's authentic art goes
hand in hand with revolutionary socialisl
activity'. Communism and surrealism are
necessary to cach other: ‘communicating
vessels

Breton therchy makes a ¢critical inkage
hetween the era of Bolshevism and our own
pre-octupations. across the four decades
when the genuine revolutionanes were
strung out hetween a bourgeoisic that
rejected them and a communist orthodoxy

LUNCH WITH JOHNNY ROTTEN

Y
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But Morris was more than that. After fifty
years of neglect and mistepresentation, the
new rescarch which began with this book in
the 1950s has shown ham to have been the
most coherent and original of Britain’s
Marxist theorists, one who trod 4
cevolutionary road unknown to his eminent
contemporaries in the Second [miernational.

For most of his life Morris was primanily a
poct and craftsman, a theorist of art and
soceity, and a moralist in the vein of John
Ruskin. Even today his influence on modern
arl. architecture. design  and literature- -1s
not fully appreciated. just as the relationship
between these and twenticth century politics
i« not appreciated, Most of Morris's pelitical
writings. as he said himself, play on a
recurrent theme: the central importance of
work in human expericnce and an insistance
that art is work unstripped of its original
creative joy—everyman's birthright. His
analysis of the loss of this natural joy n
capitalist and pre-capitalist production
makes him one of the earliest ‘diagnosticians
of alienation’ (1o use T'hompson's phrase).

But in 1883, at the age of 48, Morris did
something that was unusual then, even fora
radical inteilectual. He joined a Marxist
cirele  the Democratic Federation, founded

{eret Oppenheim 192y
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have published since Williams® Profetarian
Order. Comrade Rosemont is an
outstandingly sympathetic and eloguent
editor demonstrating the true political
clarity of @ man and a movement who the
bourgeoisic are still rying to turn nto 4
rather quaint species of artist in mausoleum-
exhibitions such as the current assemblage
om the South Bank.

It is a volume of enormous compressed
political intelligence. To be an urlistic
agitator of such profundity Breton has
understood Marxist philosophy through
Hegel and re-worked, as Marx humself digt.

the hentage of the utopian thinkers. Hq%%;_@
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by H M Hyndman fust two years before.
[nside the Federation he worked like a
Spartan to turn it (successfully) into the first
'distinetly socialist body} in this country and
after the split of 1884, 5 founded and led the
Socialist League which for a short time was
Engels’s sole hope for the movement in
Britain. Allin all, then, Morris was a founder
of our revolutionary tradition.

The key to Morris™s originality is in the
attitude he took to the working class during
the split at the end of 884, For Hyndman
the class was the muscle for which a party of
guasi-intellectuals was the brain. the power
house in that now-familiar formula.
aguressive left reformism. Demonstrations
and other forms of working class
mamtestation would force Parliament and
the State to accept ‘progressive reforms’
‘Stepping stones to Socialism.® Morris
entirely rejected this use of the class as a
‘turnip bogey'. For him, workers and the
workers' party were the be-all and end-all.
Thus, although he was no great abstract
thinker. was erratic in his judgement. and
like the other Social Democrats was tied to a
theory of the “Iron 1.aw of Wages™ which
limuted working class self- -activity, Morris
was able 1o go further than any of his

contemporarics towards a Leninist theory of

revolution. '
Now, that scems an extraordi Inary thing to

say about someone normally dismissed us a

. utoplan dreamer and intelectual Luddite.

But let's look at some of the tnings he said
over eighty vears ago:
On Parhament: *Parliament and
INstitutions at present cxisting are ‘F
maintamed for the purpose of uphffl
fW’lgL} slavery . . . Socialist memhbe

Trand ||

in the future Iﬂukc:d on with mmp]di! ;n;; ) Eg_,_.___

the ending of pmppmg up the stab
rabber society in the safest and les
troublesome manncr by beguiling 1
take part in their own government
invention. and well worthy of the .I :
of the Briton for practicability —ar
swindling?

On the State: ‘Nothng but tr::-

the government classcs ay serving g Tt
ﬁ **% ; .
gy

torce can deal with this force: it I
sulter wself to be dismembered. nd&tries
anything which realiy is its essenee without
putting forth all 1ts force in resistance: rather
than losc anything which it considers of
miportance, it will pull the roof of the world
down upon its head.’
On the vanguard party:

rI

“T'otorge this head

\ ] -:-w.ﬁ"" Ve ]
BRETON Lt is Lhe nature ol G550 #oe o

dream & revolution to 7%
agrec. not to exclude 7
each other o
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sought to apply dialectical materialism to the
world of Freud, Edison and Vyshinksy and
develop artistic techniques appropriate to
20th century capitalism:; “We are specialists
in revolt” announced the Surrealists *We
have nothing to do with literature: but we are
quite capable, when necessary, of making us
of 1"

In this process Breton redefined heauty: ‘it
will be convulsive or nothing at all', fished
_ his own unconscious. denied classicism.

l savaged Stalinism, rescued Freud.,

X i’ .
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discovered Cesaire, the Martinique poet of
negritude, wrote factory bulletins for
Billzincourt, knocked off stunning collages,
organised exhibitions, denounced the
Moscow trials, solidarised with the
® Hungarian uprising and organised against
French colonialism in Algeria,
This book is the twenticth century Odvssey
‘“&«m of an unorthodox Marxist mmpahle of
;4 political mmproml* OT Prosiic thuubht As
fﬂ'ﬂu’{ldn Birchall wrote in his obituary in issue 27
of International Socialisin ‘Breton will serve
% us, not hecause he succeeded. but because he
?I; ratsed the issues”. Breton went on asking the
L question which the authorities, East and
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West. in the galleries and academies.
asylums and studios. didn’t wanl to answer,
His spirit roams. potently. if we can only rise
to it It's there, just under your safety-pinned
NOSE.

"There are still today, in the Tycees, even in
the workshops. in the streets, the serminaries
and military harracks. pure young people
who refuse to knuckle down. It is to them
and them alone [ address myself: it is tor
them alone that | am trving 1o defend
surrealism against the accusation that it is.
alter all. no more than an intelleetual
pastime ke any other’ savs Breton.

John Cooper-Clarke, punk poet, dad dead
of ashestos poisoning, Salford new-wave-
dada-agit bopper. the label doesn't matler,
replies *Punk is the nearest thing to the
WOrKing classes gomng into areas like
surrcalism and Dada. Until now they™ve been
the domain of the middle classes. [ think
people in the New Wave have done the smart
thing and walked into those areas. Now
you've got a kind of working class vision of
things’. As Rosemont says, *The prool of the
pudding is in the outery of eternity . . .\
David Widgery
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of the spear which is to pierce the armour of
capitalism is our business, i whicht we pust
niot farl’ (Morris’s emphasis),

On Permanent Revolution: “The [rish will
be divided indeed, like the familiar demon in
the old fable, cut by his unhappy emplover
LG Lwo ummnmbmhh, dnlta and the more
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only CIE{jlhlL alternative to the social
demacratic forms of organisation before the
rise ol the workers™ councils. the SHop
slewdrds movement and the Soviets and
atter the First World War. The point is, that
pir;um.h, because Marxists split from the
miin body of reformist politics far earlier in
Britain than on the Continent, our
revolutionary movement throughout this
entire period ofiers more parallels with the
development ol Bolshevism than anything
autside Russi.

This s a remarkable book, not simply
hecanse veurs ol dedicated research into ong
great revoluttonary have uncovered a whole
lost era, althongh we should be thlmktuljuﬂ.t
lar that. In writing it, and conlronting
Morrss hatred of "State Socklism',
Thompson developed a line of analvsis with
which he could breuk from Communist
party dogmi and shed new light on the self-
activity of the Britsh working ¢lass. The
‘modes of perception” that he discovered
studying Morris underlic The Making of the
Erglish Workine Clasy and other books that
W lreasury,

OF course there are things about
Thompson's approach which we should take
exception. His concern for British Murxism
and native working class consciousness leans
dangerously close 1o sentimental
nationalism ot the expense of the
mternationad context. In this hook it mars
his isppreciation of Mormis theoretical
problems. by glossing over the dominanee of
[asalle and the German Social Democrits,
and the mmlfuence ot the Narodniks on
Morris's theory of the party. Writing in the
bicak vears of the Cold War he hends the
stick UTEat hurts, So aiso he is seduced by the
worst clements ol idealism in Morris,
Litopias like News fionr Nowlere were, even
tor Morris, no maore than o lust resort. In his
fast vears, up to his death in 1896, Mornis
cxpected a long long period of State-
dominated transition which would swamp
the waorking class. and it made him dnpdir
There are parallels with 1956 hut now?

But fet’s leave that aside. This iy 3
matgmiticent hook and a tong-awaited
reprint. Rich in detal, profoundly
thoughttul on the modern implications.
Muorris deserves our serious altention.

Ken Montusne




Behlnd the mist

Dutiful Daughters

eds. Jean M¢Crindle & Sheila
Rowbhotham

Allen Lane £5.95.

There used to be a part in films
where it all went misty and
faded out. There used to be a
part at the end of a chapter
where the hedroom door closed
~and 1t went . . .

And then there came
childbirth, always going on
amidst screams from an
upstairs room while it seemed
the whole world waited with the
father down below.

Or clse there were glimpses of
another kind. The times of
illness. The times of
bergavement. And most of all
the scrubbing and cooking and
washing and sewing. Waiting
wrapped in shawls, in an
anxious, huddled line at the pit-
head after a disaster. Or
queueing for bread.

Often such depictions were
sentimental. Almost always
they were shadowy. The women
in the back toom. A weary
figure, waiting and fetchingand
bearing. Surrounded by
children. Nameless more often
than not.

So very rarely the figure at
the centre of the stage, certainly
not once her pretty locks had
faded. That's how it was with
women.

Only Jean McCrindle and
Sheila Rowbotham have
opened the door on another
scene. This time the story is told
by women themselves.

Dutiful Daughrers comprises
the memaories of middle-aged
and older women mainly
working class women from
Fngland and Scotland.

And it's a ditferent world: the
pains of puberty and the horror
of menstruation; complete
ignorance of childbirth nght up
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until vour first labour; hating
your mother who made you
drudge at home, and never told
you the things you needed to
know; vears of sexual
intercourse without ever
gxperigncing orgasm, or €ven
knowing what 1t 15,

Low paid jobs like farm work
and office cleaning: the
deprivations and lenehness of
the war years; growing up 1n
alfectionless tamihes, TH,
depression, and abortion,

But it isn't by any means all
MISCTY.

There's the fun involved in
making your way in a new job:
the friendships made in the war;
the affections of children and a
kind husband: the pieasure of a
tirst indoor bath and toilet.

Yet over and over again recur
the most basic concerns of two
generations of women: the
misery of bad housing; the
struggle to control their
fertility; the boring and low-
paid nature of thewr work,

You may feel wellacquainted
with facts and statistics relunng
to the conditicns of women's
lives 1n the twentieth century.
But this book can't fail to
astonish and even wound you.
1t’s on territory such as thisthat
oral history can score above all.

[ doubt if any of these women
gver dreamed that one day her
life story weuld be told, let
alone in print to thousands of
readers. The editors havedone a
fine job in transcribing the
individual accents and manners
of speech, sufficiently
preserving the alternating
hesitations and spontancous
tlow of memory. It takes patient
and sympathetic interviewing to
gather material as sensitive as
this.

Duriful Daughters should
Inspire many more women to
follow inits footsteps, Thercare
many many more stories to be
told.

Judith Condon
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supplies paperback books
for socialists and trade
unionists, For as Iittle as
£4.50 we send up 1o six
books a quarter whose retail
value can be asmuchas £7.
Now well-established with
in excass of 600 membars,
Bookmarx is an oppottunity

LIST A

Trade Unions Under Capitalism.
Tom Clarke & Laurie Ciemants
{£1.95). A callection ot some of
the best Marxist writings
stressing the importance of
independent Rank and Fils action
in the trade unions—from Marx &
Engels as weil as contemparary

. Writers.

Kitf Me Quick Meja Mwangi
(560p}. This unusual African novel
tells the tragic story of two
unemployed youths in modern
MNairobi.

(£1.00). A new printing of a
masterful book telling of a
woman's fight for spiritual and
gsensual freedom written in 18499,
slammed at the time as vulgar,
sordid and unwhotesome.

LIST B

Lanin VYol 3 - Revolution Besieged
Tony Cliff {£3.60) The latest
volume of Cliff's masterly
hiography covers the periog
following the 1917 revolution
and the experience of the
Communist International. A
special offer will be available on
the first two volumes for club
members.

LIST C

in the Rapids of Revolution John
Maclean [£2.95). A new selection
af the writings of one of the
greatest Marxist teachers, not
just of red Clydeside, but of
international standing.

which no-one should be focl
enough to miss.

These are the books for the
second quarter of 1978 (retail
price in brackets}). You get List
A plus one other list {please
state preference) for £4.60.
We will send additional lists
for £2.50 each.

LIST D

Politics of the Judiciary J A G
Griffiths {£1.25). A detailed
expose of the class politics of
judges and the whole tegal
system, this new book is
essential reading for anyone
likely 10 come up against them.
A Light Shining in
Buckinghamshire. Caryl
Churchill {£1.50). A playseriptby a
maodern socialist playwright
which expresses the ideas of the
diggers and the leveliers in the
English revolution.

Outcasts of Foalgaralh Frank
Hardy {60p). This hilarious novel
by the famous Australian author
of Power Without Glory is based
on a dustmen’s strike.

LISTE

Women's Bodies, Woman's
Rights Linda Gordon (£1.50Q). A
new history of the fight for
adequate birth control in the
USA.

For Coloured Girls who have
considered suicide when the
rainbow is enuf. Ntozake Shange
{£1.50). This remarkable new
play/poem explores the double
exploitation of black women.

Send applications with cash
to:

Baokmarx Club, Bookmarks,
265 Seven Sisters Road,
London, N4 2DE

Distributors of

Foothall hooliganism
Roger Ingham et al £1.50
Prison secrets

NOCEL £1.25

What chaice Windscale?
Friendys of the Farth £1.00
Coming soon

Your rights at wark
NCCT T0p

(rder now from yoar bookshop:

publications Distribution Co-operative

+7 Clerkenwell Close London EC1R QAT
Telephone 01-251 4876
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Julia

This s probably the hest flm
out on peneral release at the
moment. It s unusual for a
number of reasons, not leasi the
fact that the central figures are
women. Over the last four vears
various American tilms have
been made portraving the
fricndships between men (some
cvnies say the only screen love
atfairs these days are between
Robert Rediord and 1"ul
Newman) but few deal with
women's relations with one
another.

Taken from a collection of
reminiseences by the American
playwright Lilian Hellman, the
film deals with the riendship
between Lillian and her
childhood friend. fulia, Julia.
the more assured and forceful of
the two, when an adult goes to
study with Freud in Austria.
Lilhian. afler failing at first to
find her in Vienna. stumbles
upon a mifnant workers'
demonstration, and tearns that
Tulia has been badly beaten by
the Nazis, because of her
nvolvement in the anti-fascist
Movement.

Lillian in turn becomes
involved in the struggle against
Hitler and delivers money to
German anti-Nazis in Berlin.

The film's strongest feature is
the relationship which develops
between Lilliun and Julia. It is
alsa refreshing e see Lillian's
relationship with Dashiel]
Hammeti. the author of The
Maliese Faleon, presented as
the open. casv-going fricndship
segrested mm Hellman's
autobiography.

Fascism iy presented s the
violent, vicious ereed it
undoubtedly is, and this is
horrifvingly brought home
when some Nazis throw a
student over a balcony. fulia
and some comrades rip into
them heroically, sustaining
terrible injurics in the process.

It 15 a fitm which should Jeave
noe one in any doubt as to the
naturc of lascism, but [ think it
docsn’t present cither the
German Resistance or the
Austrian socialist movement at
all satistactorilv. That apart.
however, it s a film worth
seeing.

Paul Cunninghant
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The commercial cinema is not what it used to
be. In 1946, the peak vyear in Britain,
1,635 000,000 seats were sald. By 1975, the
figure had fallen by a factor of ten. to
125.000,000. The dectine has been long, slow
and steady, and most other countries show
the same pattern,

The abvious replacement for most people
has been TV, whose extension to virtually
complete national coverage mirrors the fall
in cinema admissions. The audicnce for
popular TV shows are vast. In the week
ending 12 February 1978 the top show, This
Is Your Life, had an audience of {95
milions.  Nincteen  other  shows  had
audiences greater than 155 million.

The hink between the availability of TV
and the rate of visits to the cinema is YOIy
close {See Table

These facts have led many people to
suggest that cinema is dving on its feet. There
may be a long term truth in this. but in the
short run the picture ix very much more
comphicated. And the conscquences of the
change have not been to drive poor old
MGM (o the wall just vet.

TV 1s certainly a very profitable business.
The sums of money involved are very large
and rising quickly. The revenue of all 1TV
companies in January 1978 was £24.795.672.
up 35 per cent on the same month in 1977,

Table
TV sets

Country Cinema visits  per thousand

per vear of population
Britain 3.26 285
France 3 .45 213
W. Germany 2.46 270
Italy 9.77 86
Freland 9.66 172

-

witich was in turn up 39 per cent on the same
month in 1976, In the financial vear 19767
Thames TV—the largest of the [TV
companies—made an after rux profit of
£3.620,000.

What has happened in Britain is that the
owners of TV and Cinema have become
ctosely linked. For example. the Rank
organisation, starting off in flour-milling,
moved inte the cinema and, in 1972,
acquired a 38 per cent share in Southern TV
Thames is half-owned by EMI. who own,
apart from other things, the ABC cinema
chain,

One of the reasons for this is that,
although 1TV is profitable, it is not
profitable enough. lord (Lew) Grade of
ATY put it like this: ‘In television there’s &
ceiling on the money you can earn. In the
film business there's no such limitation.® S0
in 1975 ATV joined with the General Cinema
Corporation of Boston to form a film
distribution company. ATV had also been
busy linancing cinema films -- for example
the Rewurn of the Pink Panther and Ve
Fagle Hay Landed, t

In the USA still massively the Iarg’r:h:t
market for film and TV - a related process
has taken place. By 1977, most of the hip
Hollywood production mm]p;wg.‘wcre
getung as moch revenue from thiNale of
material to TV as from Cinema films. These
companies, too, have hecome parts  of
massive capitalist concerns. In 1966,
Paramount was taken over hy Gult angd
Western. In 1967 United Artists was taken
over by the Transamericy Corporation. in
1969, Warner Brothers was taken over by
Kmnev National Services. MGM moved out
ot film making into TV programmes and the
ownership of hotels and gambling com-
panies in Las Vegus.

One of the major consequences of this has
been that, in the USA at least, cheap TV
productions have become the staple ol movie
companies while Cinema tilm-making has
concentrated on attempts to manufacture
single big films designed 1o realise massive
profits, This is a very risky business — 10
muiion pounds is a very low budget in this
league - but the rewards can be bigger still.

For us, the consequences wiil continue to
be pretty dire. More Havwaii 5-0 on the box
and more Airpore 97N on the local (1ix. But
then, there s always the occasional Srgr
Hhars to take the miserv out of it |, |
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Policies an energy, and on the contribution
ol nuelear power in particular, should long
ago have become essental and central LopIcs
far debate in all political arcnas. The
importance ol these issues dwarls many
lesser topics which have obsessed political
activists. This is not to say that eqergy policy
should become an outlet for uiterior political
aims. [0 must not. U is too tmportant an
IS

The proposed  encrgy  stralegy for
developed  countries Iy awesome oI
simplicity, There will be an encrgy gap. The
only way Lo Fillitis by nuclear generalion of
clectricity, The only way to duo that is by an
accelerating commitment to & plutonium
Iist-hreeder programme, Holy wrt!

A battery of guestions arises as to the
teasibility and desirability of tus deceptively
simple proposal. Perhaps 1 can cutline
enough of them here to convinee you thal
reconsideration of this policy s a priority,

| nderpinning this whole energy policy are
the assumptions that exponential cconomic
growth is good Lor us, thal analoyous encrgy
growth s ted inexorably to it, and that both
of (hese are possible on an unlimited tme
«citle, the real situation is that even il we can
produce  enough energy o sustain  this
growth we shall eventually. and in some
cases  fuirly soon, run out of essential
resources and  pollute  our environment
beyond redemption. Soctalist policies must
lace up to this reality, however unpalatable it
may seem. But this salarger gquestion. et
me now examine cursonly some of the
secondary issties in the encrgy freld.

Wil there be an energy gap in the 19907
There may  be but there need  not he.
Arpuments that there will be are not viald
arguments for rapid development of the fast
hreeder. For technical reasons fast breeders
could not make i signilicant contribution to
UK energs production until well imto nest
century. The nuclear establishment argues
for a quick decision to build just one
commnmercial fast breeder {CFR1) to keep our
aptions open’ and simultancously claims
that fust breeder development is inevitable,
An ‘inevituble option™ is one curious artefact
of the nuclear age. The spending of £1000m
ta F2000m on CHFRI would create strong
cCONUITC pressure 1o spetd even more on
turther reactors of the same type.

This means that now 1 the time Lo give the
most serious consideration to alternative
policies. The tirst and most abvious alter-
native 15 to reduce the wastage of energy.
Even our less than hall hearted “Save fr
campaign has conserved up 1o 6 per cent of
annual criergy usage for an expenditure of
less than £%m. the total energy savings in
three  years being equivalent to nearly
C2000m at 1976 prices.

There are strong indications that af the
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large expenditure on nuclear rescarch and
development over the pust thirty years had
nstead been spent on alternatives such as
solar, wind, tdal or wave power the cost-
effectiveness 1n terms of encrgy avalable
waunld have been greater. The developmenl
of these alternatives would certainly have
produced more jobs. The nuclear industry 1s
exiremely capital intensive and 1t regquires
csoterie skills, Thus the reprocessing plant
proposed for Windscale would produce
relatively fow jobs at a cost of over £lam per
jub. some hundred times the amount neceded
to creale a more conventional Jeb. In
contrast the development of renewible
chergy resources from sun or wind would
require the employvment of plumbers, joiners
and engineers on labour-intensive projects
using easily understandable technology.

Proposed nuclear power Programines for
the UK and other developed countries have
heen grandiose in the extreme. That propos-
ed for the EEC countries has been criticised
as being impossible 10 achieve n terms of
moncy and resources and ndeed  these
criticisms  are  now  widely  accepted.
Developed countries may not be able to
afford nuclear power programmes, |his I%
abviously more truc for underdeveloped
countrics. Pven such a nuclear hawk s
Edward Tetler last month stated that nucicar
power wds Dot appropriate ‘ceonomcally
and structurally’ for the Third World. a
statement which contradicts claims thal
Third World survival depends on our selhing
them nuclear technology.

Fconomically and socially the nuclear
option, for it is oniy one of several options,
can be stronghy criticised. Serious doubts
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and quers ~ lso arise as to its safety. The
principal issues here are the risk of accidents
at nuclear plants, the problems ot dealing
with radioactive waste and the indissoluble
connection between civil and military uses of
fissible nuclear matenals,

The risks of a serious incident at a nactear
plant have been minimised as comparable to
those of being struck by a meteor. But
anguestionably this is a complex technology
vulnerable to the human fatiibility of those
who operate it. Part of the Windscale
reprocessing plant has been out of operation
since September 1973 following an accident
which contaminated thirty five workers. In
the words of the afficial report there appears
to have been no reason to expect such an
incident’. How many more such cards could
be up the sleeve of the nuclear geme?

One aspect of reprocessing and waste
disposal illustrates how cach area of es-
tablished policy deserves to be questioned. A
lurge proportion of the expansion sought at
Windscale is or capacity 1o reprocess oX1de
fuels from other countrics. 1t is often claimed
that the UK leads the world in oxide-tuel
reprocessing technology, a dublous claim
sinee no country has successtully reprocess-
ed oxide and the intention s to do so in
INereasing guantitics,

The tuimetable proposed for the contract to
reprocess Japanese fugl was intrigutng. The
first spent fucl rods were to arnve in 1979
and lie in starage here until reprocessing
hegan in 1985 {aithough we arc currently 50
short of appropriate storage facilities that a
Calder Hall reactor has been pressed nto
service as a storel. The resultant highly
radioactive hguid wastes would then remain
in his country until at least 1990 at which
time a process of glassifying the liquid might
become a practical proposition (on the ather
hand it might prave never to be feasible).
Why the indecent haste to import matertal
which is to remain unlreated for at least six
vears? Much play is made of the contractual
option to reiurn the radioactive waste to
Japan. 1t would be dangerous to transport
highlv active liguid waste and the Flowers
Report has questioned the wisdom  of
returning the waste in any form,

The correct energy policy can only be
chosen after proper and intormed discussion
ot all its technieal and soctal implications.
The present official poley shouid therelor
he probed deeply. 1t is possible that strong
arpuments could then be uccepted for 115
adoption. The alternatives deserve cyguil
consideration. Once the nuclear path s
taken in carnest there may be no returm.
fan Maclintoch

member of
and  satety

Lin Maclantoch 15 4 lLabour
Dundee Council and health
officer at Dundee University.
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Ml e D,

Rigging
Scandal

The recent scandal
about rigging the pop charts
has not only illuminated some
practices which the music industry accepts as
‘s tairly normal marketing operation.’ but
has also pinpointed the central contradiction
which faces record companies as they jostle
for key positions in a market worth over
£250 million annually in Britain alone. The
dilemma of the capitalist record company is
that the appeal of their ‘product’ (an ind uUstry
term used indiscriminately for records and
artists} is based upon its novelty.

The premise of the entire music industry,
mcluding print and broadcast media. is that
a record will bave a limited life, to be
replaced by something newer and better,
with perhaps an afterlife as a ‘goiden oldie’.
This tuns dircetly counter to the industry’s
devout wish to render Lhis sizeable market as
predictable as that for baked beans or
underwear; thus cutting down wastage,
lessening the neccessity to purchase new
capital (artists)., minimising risk. and
generally maximising protit. To this end the
companies use a variety of devices, but in
almost all of these partiy forideological. and
partly for commerciul reasons, the charts
have come to play a central role. A brief
history will show how, und why.

A deep analysis would lock into some of
the interesting assumptions that underly the
collapse of popular opinion in any area, let
alone ane as complex as musical taste, into a
unitary ranking from | to 30, 50 oreven 100,
on the basis of sales figures. There are
obvious questions to explore about the
presumed compatibility of commercial and
other criteria, and the relationship with ideas
of competition and excellence.

Suffice it to say that the assumption that
sales success equals worth had become
firmly implanted in the realm of popular
music by the early 1950s when the British
pop weekly New Musical Express. following
the American example began listeninga Top
Ten record sales. The other pop papers
rapidly followed suit and the Top Ten
became a Top Twenty, or even Thirty.
Accuracy was hardly a watchword, hut then
ho-one took them seriously anyway.

The decisive change came in 1964 with the

_intreduction of pirate _pop radio which
adopted another American device: format-
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ting, usually based around a Fop 40 playlist
Suddenly chant placing  became  syn-
onvmous with airplay, which in turn was
highly correlated with sales. [t was during
this period that chart-rigging first became 3
profitable operation. The lirst taste ol chart-
rigging scandal came in 1967 when the
Melody Muaker reverted froma Top 50 to a
Top 30 listing on the grounds that the
absolute numbers {and therefore the ease of
buying-in} involved in the bottom twenty
places were too small to prevent rigging.

When the BBC opened Radio | in
November 1967 to replace the banned pirate
stations 1t too adopted a Top 40 format. To
guarantce an authoritative hype-free chart it
joined forces with the British Phonographic
Industry {rcpresenting the record com-
panies) and some trade magazines to
commission a chart frem a market research
orgattisation, BMRB. [t has since become
the arhiter for all BBC daytime airplay, for
two weeklies and one trade paper. and for
record stores, many of whom will only stock
the Top 50 singles. Chart albums will also be
liable for discounts al high street stores like
Boots. Smiths and Woolics, so the charts
have become a conservative mechanism.

Most people who buy records on a Friday
or Saturday go with no fixed intention. If the
choice is about equal hetween two albums
and one if offering a major discount becausc
it is in the Top 50, then that is the one that
will be bought. It therefore sells more and
remains in the Top Fifty, and therefore
continucs to be discounted because volume
sales are expected and so on.

However, because a record is a unigue
item, the marginal prefercnce can be ex-
pioited. Thus if only the new Bob Dylan and
nothing elsc will satisfy vou, then the stores

~can alford not to discount. and can even

raise the price on it. For this reason generaul
pricing changes in records are often initiated
on a record with guaranteed popularity.
Elton Jolin's ‘Captain Famtastic' with the
largest advance sales of any British atbum at
the time was among the first used to hike an
LP price to £3.25. Beb Divlan's ‘Hard Rain
took it up to £3.79.

‘However, 1the ‘central point s’
overwhelmng importance of the charts. All

attention, and thence sales. Hundreds are
released every month, only thirty can be in
{the Top 30 at a time. Get a record in the

charts and ninc tenths of the hattle is over.

| The peculiarity of the charts is that although
sdies of the number one singie in any week
runs wnto several thousand, and that of
number twenty will still be in the region of

seven hundred 1o a thousand., numbers

below that fall away pretty fast, between
sumber thirty and number fifty the gap may
only be ten or twenty sales in a week. The
total sales of any record in this region wil
only be about 250 per week.

Thus paradoxically hy establishing pne
authonitative chart BMRB have made it
relatively cheap for anvone with the in-
telligence to find out their 375 chart-return
shops to buy into the bottom end of the
charts and thuos kick oft the whole Process,
As the recent newspaper revelations have
shown there are plenty of people ready to do
Just that.

From the point of view of the record
companies this could become self-defeating.
lf cveryone does it then the chances of
anyone record getting into the charts are
back to what they were hefore chart-rigging,.
and every company would just have added
overhcad. However, short-term  [nterest
sccms to have won out, probably under the
increasing pressure of the current economic
situation which in the last coupic of vears has
caught up with the record industvy whe had
mitherto enjoved ten vears of continuous
expansion.  As  chart-rigger  Julian
Beauchamp told the Daity Mirror “One
thing’s for sure cveryone’s doing it.’

In their constant battle to render predic-
table the unpredictable 1.e. the taste of a
record-buying public, the charts are contral
to the record companies® strategy, However
they arc by no means the only tactics:
whole armoury of devices are used by the
record companies. Often the primary aim as
with chart-rigging, is to get frequent radio
rlay. Airplay is according Lo the foik wisdom
of the industry. the way to guarantee sales,
although the Sex Pisiols point to the
possibility of other avenues.

In addition to chart-fixing by buving at
chart-return shops. approaches to  staff
involved in the compilation and publication

of the charts may be tried: this can oceur at _

any level from shop counter staff. via the
bodies which compile charts, to  the
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magazines and
broadcast media
which use them. Key
record dealers ie those
returping chart placings
may find themselves the
uncxpected recipients of free copies of
records they can then sell for 100 per cent
profit, and a more indirect means 15 the
handing out of discount vouchers at discos
which can only bc redeemed on certain
records, again at chart-return stores.

Various gatekeepers of music taste, who
antomatically sift out most new releases and
select others for atiention may be ap-
proached via a variety of means: more often
subtle forms of mutual obligation are
established rtather than outright bnbery.
Media personnel are the constant farget of
attempts to improve their life-style with
everything from free records to trips abroad,
this goes for radio, disco, tv and press staff,
ail of whom subjectively may feel themselves
independent of pressurc: ‘Rip-off Records
sent me to New York to review the Livid
End. but did 1 give them a bad write up!isa
common line. While such integrity is
admirable it also ignores the fact that the
primary gquestion in the media is attention:
whether it's negative or positive is entirely
secondary. .

A further attempt to render the market
more amenable to control has been the
increasing diversification of record com-
panies like EMI into other areas of the
record and music marketing process —trom
dancehalls to distribution.

Equally interesting here 1s the importance
of potions of the rock star. or genrc in
rendering a market predictable. A successful
persona or style which overrides the merits -7 ' o
or otherwise of a given record agamn 4 il . : o —
puarantees initial sales and media response. ' ' ——
Every new Rod Stewart record wili go onthe
BBC piaylist, every new punk record has a
certain small but devoted audience ready 10
buy it unheard. It 15 a common boast 1n the
marketing department of many record
companies that they can predict the sales of
any given Country and Western albumtothe
nearest dozen. thus making even that small
markét profitable.

All this of course is to say that fecord
companies bchave like any other profit-
making concern, under capitalism, with the
key difference that since their product’s
appeal is unique in euch case. and based
upon novzlty, the devices to assess and %
manipulate demand are particular to i,
Perhups it is worth noting, then, the context of -
“the chart-rigging scanda! breaking into the

headlines. Chart-rigging has probably in- .
creased with the industry as a whole teeling
the pinch at least after ten ycars of boom.
However, it is also true that the BMRB
franchise to compile the charts is due up for -
renewal shortly and at least two other charts
are waiting in the wings. A new trage paper, :
Recard Business, is setting one up on the .
Amecrican model, incorporating airplay in
the lower reaches of the chart; and Gallup
are preparing a new chart for the Melody
M aker and some commercial radio stations.
Since it seems accepted that rigging has been
common knowledge for vears in the record
industry. it seems valid to enquire just why @
the scandatl should have broken now.
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3 democratic step
represent a diversion? Political
of a truly democratic nature and
political revolutions cannot under
umstances obscure or weaken the
plogan for a socialist revolution. On the
ontrary they can orly bring it closer!®. As
lenin said: “Therefore it would be a

. fundamental mistake to suppose that the

truggle for democracy can divert the
groletariat from the socialist revolution
scure or overshadow it't!, |

The objective conditions exist®y!
socialist revolution in Britain today
consciousness of wide layers of the’
class lags behind. People may see 4 .3
in the economy but not the state ™
suffer unemployment, failing li
dards, rising prices and cuts in s
least, they say, British democr i oy
Y a wider
consciousness amongst workers that a new,
mote democratic state is necessary for
progress would be a step forward for
socialists,

In these circumstances we need to use the
method of the transitional programme in
order to relate to mass consciousness'2. The
minimum programme of Labour promises a
betizr life on the basis of the present
monarchical constitution. Our maximum
programme calls for the complete
overthrow of the state and the ¢reation of a
workers' state. In between a transitional
programme should demand a federal
republic as a democratic demand. This
demand relatess both to the historical
development of the British state and the
present level of mass consciousness.

The demand for a federal republic should
enable us to sharpen our politics in relation
t¢ both Labour and the SNP,

The Labour Party supports the present
constitution-—particularly the union and
the monarchy. Unionismis often disguised as
“nternationalism’ by the British nationalist
left. To argue for a federal republicas a step
forward means to attack unionism and the
present constitution and hence to attack the
roots of the British nationalism of the
Labour Party. No real socialist should
support the unionist state. “ g

The SNP isan alliance of monarghists apd,
republicans. This must 1
split at some future date. Rank-and
members who may be worth talking to w
be working class republicans. To argue tor a
federal republic does mean the possibility of
winning over some of the better elements to
socialism by attacking this area of uncertain-
ty m the SNP,

In short the demand for & federal republic
15 a reform directed against both sets of
reformists.

Here are the things Socialists should say in
Scotland

I We fight for a Socialist Workers
Repubiic etc. But we recognise that a federai
republic is a step forward on the present
British state. Consequently we oppose all

. semhly,
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and other demo
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face up
referendum. -

1 A cnitical *Yes' vote means to oppose
Tories, CBI and fascists who will urge a ‘No¥
vate. The Assembly will have no real power
but 1ts significance may lie in undermining
the authority of Westminster (British state

2 In line with a more positive interventic
we should be prepared to call a demonss
tion in Glasgow for a Scottish Sg
Republic, linking this with our
demands and with clear s
England showing the suppo
workers for Scottish workers
determination. As such it wo
a small way, an internationa
in the national question. %
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Socialism is seen. and rightly so, as the
complete negation of the social order that

has  dominated the world for many
generations of mankind. It s true. 4s one
reactionary  politician  has  sad. that

Socialism would change our way of hle, That
i« what makes the struggle worthwhile. No
greater transformation of the conditions of
life has been conceived of as a posstble
achievement of man umself. The movement
to bring that change inte being stands out In
opposition  to the ccanomsts  and top
politicians now engaged in futile etiorts to
make capitalism work. Lhe pretence, made
hy some of them. that their ¢lforts arc inline
with the ultimate aims ol our movement
makes it aceessary that the revolutionary
character of soctalism be openty proctaimed.

[( is becoming increasingly evident that we
are living in a world ol conihet inseparable
from the existing social order. The op-
ponents ot Socialism must shut out the
thought that  revolutionary change 18
necessary 1f man is to extricate himselt lrom
the overwhelming conditions of conflict and
srart on the road towards human develap-
ment. The supporters of capitalism have
nothing to offer mankimd bevond the
contnuous existence of o system of suCiety
which totters on under the the weight of
crises inherent in that very system. We hise
phitosophy. economics and RISEOTY O OUr
side calling for the surrender ot the forees
detending capitalist.

Socialism will he possible only when the
workers, those who meet the needs of
society. deade that they are determined Lo
lay the living conditions of mankind on oa
new  foundution.  The whel future ot
humanity rests on the emerpence ol the
profetariut as the creanye loree 1 society.

it owas Mars whi referred 1o the class
struggle as ‘the immediale driving force of
history’ while somic of his segclitlist conrem-
porarics  were calling for collithoration
hetween  two nuin classex in capitahist
society. His conclusions about the role ol the
proletariat sprang  lrom his  philosophic
views  cotfirmed by his o analvsis ol
capitalism. Marx Tived long ¢notigh to tind
mspiration from the initintive shown by the
workers in the Paris Commune of 1871 101
worth noting that Lenin also made many
references to the Pars Commune,

| e, ke Marx, put stress on the need for
nitiative trom  below” This  principle.
snunciated by the two revolutionary figures
mentioned. is not affected hy the fact that
Russia turned away (rom socialism, [0 the
(et that the workers held power that makes
the Russian  Revolution  an important
cocilist event. Those of our opponents who
cee in this approach to socialism evidence
that Marxism carries with it the implication
of vielence are leoking n the wrong
direction. They shut their minds 1o @ host of
events in recent history. Thelr boasted

f
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‘democracy’ never permits social change ola
kind that is fundamental. W ate morc aware
of this today than we were years ago. Alter
Hitler and Pinochet we know that vielence
has been the savage last resort of counter-
revolution against the miasses.

Socialism meets the desire for freedom
innate in every human being, In {1875, nine
years before his death, Mairx wrotc ol ‘the
withering away of the state’. Hewas polnling
ahead 10 a situatien in which class division
had long since ceased 10 XSt NO other
school of thought can possibly visualse ¢
ctuation of that kind. The class struggie Us
important and cannot be avorded hecausy it
marks the road towmds the  class-less

saciety, With the end ot class pppression the

stile disappeans,

We can play no part in the buitding af the
new socicty - that privilege must be lett 1o
those who come after us. We are n the
position to deplore  the criminal pelicy
pursued by Stalin and his supportets atter
the estublishment of proletarian power 1
Russin, Bt we hisve no right to inagine that
future evencrations will be des imtetligent
than we are. What @ thought that sl

111w possible, howesver, 10 we with Marx,
the obstacles to human development under
capitahsm and to visuadise hihian progress
onee they cease foexis. Theveiican b Lifled
in that wav, Our absorpuon in the cliss
siruggle makes i diffieult for opponenis 1o
charge us With possessing Ltopn tenden-

cies. [t was Marx who wrote in the
Grundrisse when referring 1o production
when capitalist conditions have gone “The
measure of wealth will no longer be labour
time. but leisure time. Marx elsewhere
coferred to socialism as ‘the realm of
irecdom’”. He Tooked forward to the ending
of the division between mental and physical
luhbour. which he saw as the reduction of the
worker to ‘a frugment of & man’. Instead of
labour-power being sold as a commodity he
saw production being carried on by ‘frecly
Lssociated labour’, Marx was so aware of the
debasement of man as heing inscparable
from capitakism that he could hardly avoid
giving thought to what would happen once
creative labour replaced production [or

profit. His philosophy of man aciuated

\arx throughout his Tife.

This view of socialism is far from
discarding political activity. but there is
more to politics than whil happens In
Parliament. lssues like wiages, unemploy-
ment and the war danger become of much
sreater political unportance as time passcs.
The econonmic crisis has brought many
matters af importance into pohitical discus-
%1001,

Parfiament has lost much of its prestige
hut its control over the forces of law and
arder. the armed forces. education and a
aumber of other services means that it
cannot be ignored. It is possible toforget the

fract that the full picture of what is happening

s conceated from the pubhc. and even
Miembers of Pariament. One could take up @
great amount of space on Parliament and the
forces hidden behind Lthe scene, but it 15 only
intended here to emphasise the political
potentialities ol the working class. There
have been examples of polilical pressurc
heing used by certain sections of the working
class. One of the great obstacles 1o the
extension of industrial action is the close

relationship hetween 1op trade union leaders:

and the Cabinet. Solidurity in the working
class as a whole. coming from below, 1s an
urgent nevessity if we are to further the cause
of Socialism.

Socialist  leadership, devoid of ehtist
tendencies., 15 4 vital necessity, Courage and
determination s required, but it 1s also
necessary that evervthing possible be done
towards spreading theoretical knowledge
among as many workers uas possible. The
greater the theoretical understanding the
greater will be our confidence in victory over
lhe class enemy. Greater vigour must be
<hown in this lield. The concept of motion
which Marx took from Hegel and detected in
the world of homan beings, af scen and
erasped. will strengthen our faitk in the
certainty of victory by the working class and
1he establishment of Socalism.

Hairs MeShane, e Mean figier by Harry MoShang and Juan
wuth will Be published in May by Pluto Pres,
Price L2495
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