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The deciding factor for the
Eeonomist was less any posttive
enthustasm for the present Tory
leadership than the belief that,
although “the best practitioners
of Tory policy are often Labour
governments bhecausc thev can
bring their troops with them’,
Callaghan had proved insuf-
ficiently resolute in taking on

the umons and the Tribune
group.
[.ast winter's strikes

destroyed for large sections of
hig business the belief that
Callaghan was the best conser-
vative nrime minister they had.

The  kpservers industrial
editor reported the weekend
after the election: '

*The managers, at least in the
larger companies, seem all too
pleased that Labour has not
kept office. One of the most
marked aspects of the last year
has been the way that business
attitudes have hardened from
discreet approval of Callaghan
to out-right hostility to the way
they helieved the povernment
was going'

Since Callaghan has failed to
deliver the goods, big business
seem to have reasoned, why not
let Thatcher have her chance to
tame their ‘dragon’ of ‘union
power’ (ie, the strength of
shopfloor organisation)? The
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The New Government

The British ruling class is contemplating the election of a Tory government with a peculiar
mixture of delight and apprehension,

An Econoniist editorial the week before the election carefully weighed the pros and
cons—Thatcher's right-wing radicalism, the possibility that ‘the next Labour government, if
the Tories win on Thursday, will be a very much worse (ie more left-wing) one than Mr
Callaghan has led, as it now seems, to Waterloo’, the prospect of a Tory defeat leading to
Thatcher’s rapid replacement by a safer, more centrist figure, like Francis Pym—before
deciding to gamble on Thatcher.

CBI has articulated their dis-
ilfusionment with the soncial
contract and their support for
anti-unton lepislation.

But they are anxious that she

does not go too far. The
Observer  report  continues:
‘But. as Sir Heath of

GKN suggested at the end of
last week. nor s industry
anxious to upset the consensus
of the last two years with a
sudden lurch into employer-
union troubles’,

There will be plenty of in-
dustnalists and bankers hoping
that Thatcher will adopt simply
a slightly more right-wing
variant of the sort of policies
Callaghan and Healey hawe
implemented over the last three
years.

Peter Jenkins wrote in the
Guardian: *‘Perhaps we shali see
the flowering of a new hybrid
catled Howleyism® (after the
outgoing and incoming
chancellors of the exchequer).

The reasoning underlying
this sort of prediction (hope?) is
as follows. Just as reality forced
the Wilson government after
1974 to drop its left-wing
Manifesto and instead enforce
wage-restraint and cuts In
public expenditure, so too the
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same rcality will force Thatcher
to collaborate with the trade-
union bureaucracy and prop up
lame ducks.

After  all, the last Tory
government under Heath was
compelled to make its famolus
U-turn. dropping many of its
faissez faire policies iInexchange
for the 1972 Industry Act
(under which most subsidies to
mnetficient firms are still made)

and beer and sandwiches for the

TUC general council at number
1€},

Now there 1s a lot of truth in
this argument. The conditions
prevailing  under  bourgeois
democracy 1n an advanced
capitahist country mean that the
ruling class is forced to rely on
the at least tacit collaboration
of the trade-union bureaucracy
or face massive and disruptive
class confrontation. It is this
logic which has led, with in-
dustrial expansion and a grow-
ing workers’ movement. to the
replacement of the francoist
dictatorship by a (let it be noted,
highly rtepressive) parliamen-
tary regime in Spain.

Moreover, the structure of
capitalism today means that
talk of a return to a laissez faire
ecanomy (which'neverin reality
existed) 1s nothing but an
utopan fantasy. Two examples




will show this.

The recession has foreed
large sections of industry into
the hands of the state. In
industries like steel and ship-
building. state intervention
serves, not as an alternative 1o
the rationalisations and
sackings which the Tory right
claim should be left to the
market, but to ensure that these
are implemented 1n the manner
that is least costly to and
socially  disruptive  of  the
national capitalism concerned.

As the Economist put 1t In a
recent briefing on industnal
policy: *With shipbuilding, the
real issue... 18 not who owns the
vards, but how many should be
closed and

how quickly.
Similarly, in France President
Giscard d*Fstaings new ‘liberal’
industrial strategy has not
prevented it effectively
nationalising the ramshackle
steel industry m order to co-
ordinate and direct Its
rearganisation,

State intervention 15 also
crucial In attracting foreign
mvestment.  When a  mul-
tinational decides to build a new
factory in Europe one of the
main considerations guiding the
decision on where to site the
piant 1s the share of the costs
that different governmenis are
prepared to take by offering tax
allowances. regional develop-
ment grants and other sub-
sidies.

Auctions take place in which
national governments compete
to offer the most attractive

package of subsidies. A recent:

example was the attempts by
Spain, France, Austria and
Portugal to bribe Ford over the
siting of its
tactory (which 1t eventually
deaided not to huild).

The civil servants arc already

preparing to detend subsidies of

this sort rom the new govern-

new European

ment. The Economist reported:
‘Ministers will be warned that
Britain could lose big intcr-
nationally mohile investments
being discussed with eg., west
German chermmical [iems  and
Amerncan micro-clectronics
companies’. 1t 15 difficult to
belicve that the mandarins,
backed as they are by the
realities of modern capitalism,
will not have the last word.
The trouble wath the picture
that | have just painted is that it
15 an abstraction. It takes no
account of the fact that the logto
of capitalism becomes operative

only through the action of |

social  forces

and political

organisations.
To use an analogy: 11 took
Harold Wilson and the Labour
ripht wing 15 months. a lot of
hitter in-fighting and the Com-
mon  Market rteferendum to
impose ‘the realitics of modern

. capitalism’ on the 1974 Labour
- government—in other words.

to cowe the left and implement
right-wing policies.

Similarly, the Tory party 1s
ne mere pawn it has an
infiucnce on how the game 1s
plaved. We need to consider
what effect its  ideology.
leadership and internal con-
stitution s likely to have on
developments.

The Conservative Party 1s of
course, the party ot big capital.
But this does not mean that it is
big capital tself. Marx was
careful 10 distinguish between a
class and its ‘pohitical and
literary representatives’,

There can be conflicts of
Interest between the two (as 1s
obviously true of the British
working ciass and 1ts mis-
representatives in the [abour
Party).

One of the most strnking
things about the Tory party at
the present time 15 that there has
developed within 1ts ranks a

grouping ideologically com-
mitted to the free market. There
are three things to be noted
about this.

First, it i1s not simply that this
group would like to see a
reduction in the economic role
ot the state. There have been
plenty of arguments of this sort
in the past within the Tory party
(eg, over tariffs in the earlier
part of the century). It is that the
far right today are committed to
laissez faire as the centre-piece
of a coherent programme for
the radical reform of the British

state and soclety,

- a counter-
attack aganst the ‘collectivist’
tide which, they bhelieve, has
heen steadily advancing since
1945

The ‘new right’ 1s an organis-
ed group. with powertul sup-
port on the Tory back-benches,
its own think-tanks {the Centre
for Pohcy Studies and the
Institute of Economic Affairs),
and plentifical intellectual sup-
port on papers like the Daily
Telegraph and the Spectaror.
The decay of right-wing social
demaocracy has won them con-
verts from Labounsm (1o whom
‘thev are welcome) hke Paul
Johnson, Hugh Thomas and
Reg Prentice.

We nced not waste any time
with the ideas of this group
fwhich are, for the most part,
utter rubbish). More impottant
to note is the tact that coherent
weological groupings of this
sort represent a sharp break
with the pragmatic paternalism
traditional to the Tory party, of
which hoth Ted Heath and the
majority of the new cabinet are
represcntatives.

The new Torles want an end
to the 1951 .64 era, when
Conservative governments
preserved antact the weltare
state c¢reated by Labour and
massively increased public ¢x-
penditure.

The second point is that, as |
have suggested above, the ac-
tual policy proposals of the new
right are contrary to the n-
terests of hig business. A reduc-
tion i job subsidies, a firmer

line in implementing the
NECEssSdry raticnalisation
programmes  1n steel, ship-
building or British Leyland are
one thing,

A wholesale withdrawal of
the state from private industry
15 guite another. The Financial
Times warned the oo asel
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new govern-
ment about the importance of
‘consistency’  in  industral
pohicy.

Laisser faire makes more
sense on the periphery ot
industral production  in small
firms where margins arg so
narrow that measures hke the
Employment Protection Act lay
a heavy burden or on the stock
market, where exchange con-
trols designed to protect the
pound inhibit the free move-
ment of capital (abroad).

But 1t is from the middle-class
periphery of hig capital that the
rank and file ot the Tory party
and. increasingly, Conservahve
hackbenchers are recrunted.

Third, the new right 1s
represented in the cabinet by the
prime minister and a clutch of
powerfully placed colleagues—
notably Keith Joseph
(Secretary for insutry). John
Biffen {chiet secretary of the
treasury) and  Angus Maud
(paymaster-general).

There is no guarantee that the
centrist majority of the cabinet
will prevail over Thatcher and
co. who will be vocally sup-
ported by fellow right-wingers
among the junior mimisters and
back-henchers.

Beyond this, one can only
speculate. All that is certain Is
that nobody knows which way
Thatcher will jump. The
Feonontist comforted  itself




with the reflection that ‘there is
a chance that office, as it usually
does, will further temper her
convictions with a certain steely
opportunism’. And the Spec-

taror  tecently reported that
Thatcher's low-key campaign
had disillusioned many of her
supporters an the BDaify
Telegraph who had been hoping

for a blood-and-thunder
onslaught - on  ‘collectivism.”
Thatcher’s  ministerial  ap-

pointments have been cautious,
placing veterans of the Mac-
millan and Heath eras in many
key posts.

| eaving aside kremlinology
of this sort, we can expect
legislation  designed to lhimit
union  power.  During the
election campaign both sides
emphasised  that  they  were
agreed that a fresh attack on
trade  union  rights  was
necessary. The anly difference
was over methods—with the
agreement of the trade union
lcadership, via the concordat,
ot through the introduction of
legislation?

What specitic  form  the
iegislation will take 15 another
matter., Thatcher has carefully
avorded the mistake Heath
made n 1969-71, when the
Tores drew up the Industrial
Relations Act before coming to
power and then  forced 1t
through without the slightest
effort to win the agreement of
the TUC general couneil,

It seems that the Torcs will
approach the issue more
cautiously this time, attcmpting
10 build on the attack on
picketing in the concordat {as a
speech  during  the election
campaign by Leon Brittan. now
& junior minister at the
Home office, suggested) and
seeking to draw the trade union
leaders nto consultation with
the government. James Prior’s
appointment
secretary  suggests  that  the
Tories will try to avoid a frontal
assault this time round.

But assaults there will be.

as empinyment

And here s the final qualifica-
tion to the oft-paimnted picture of
Thatcher repeating Heath's 1-
turn. The Tory retreat in 1972
was ftorced upon the govern-
ment by the scale and bitterness
of working-class resistance, u€s
Colin - Sparks shows 1 his
articlc elscwhere in this issue.

One element in the equation
has changed since the early
10705 as a result of the effect ofa
combination of factors the
recession, productivity deals,
the 1declogy of the social
contract, the expansion in the
number af full-time
convenors—upon traditionally
well-organised industries hike
cars and shipbuilding. Shop-
floor organisation in these areas
is markedly weakerthan it wasa
decade ago (although at the
same time. strong rank-and-file
organisations have emerged 1n
other sectors eg the road
haulage industry).

And there is onge peoint where
the analogy Between Heath and
Thatcher does apply. The last
Tory government built upon the
tfoundations laid by its Labour
predecessor:  the  Industrial
Relations Act fellowing In
Place of Strife, Heath’s three
phases following Wilson’s wage
controls. Barber’s spending cuts
lollowing Jenking'

In many areas Tory policies
now will be 4 continuation of
those of the Callaghan-Healey
government, [t was Callaghan
who made black-legging respec-
table, Healey whoe butchered
the welfare state. The difference
will be one of scale, not quality.

The deological  offensive
hegun by Callaghan’s speech at
the 1976 Labour conference will
be intensified. The market will

he  treated as the supreme
arbiter ol moral worth and
social need.

How effective the resistance
to TFhatcher and co will be
depends upon how deeply the
poison ot the last Labour
government has spread through
the hmby of the workimg-class
movement.

Far encugh, one suspects, to
mean that there will be norapid
re-run of the heady days of
972, no gquick return to the
triumphs outside Saltley gates
and Pentonville prison.

The fight will be, not simply
to develop a united and militant
resistance to the coming attacks
on trade-umon nights, but to
draw the lesson of the last five
years that a decisive break
with the miserable hentage of
[Labourism 15 essential,

Alex Callinicos

Post Mortem

Psephology — the study of ¢lections --15 4 notoriously imperfect
science. But the statistics underlying the Tory election victory have
an interesting story to tell.

First of all, the election result was a disaster for Labour not
simply because it lost, The Labour Party’s share of the vote, 37.9
per cent, was the lowest since the 1931 election, when the
Parhamentary Labour Party was decimated. Moreever, the swing
to the Tories (5.2 per cent) was the highest in any election since the
l.abour landslide of 1945.

More serious, perhaps, are the signs of the continued decay of
L.abour's working-class base. According to the Economist:
‘Labour . . . suffered a massive haemorrhage of working-class votes
.. . The swing to the Conservaties was 6.3 per cent among serni-
skilled and unskilled workers, 7 per cent among trade unionists
(despite the campaign efforts of their leaders) and an enormous |1
per cent among skiiled workers.

“On the other hand, the swing was down to 4.5 per cent among
office and clerical workers, and actually went in Labour’s favour in
the prefessional and mangerial classes’.

These figures are in %ine with long-term trends. A study hy-
Nuffield College Oxford and Essex University suggests that
hetween 1964 and 1974 middle-class support for Labour rose from
(9 to 28 per cent, while skilled working-class support fell from 54 to
49 per cent.

There I1s a growing divergence between the fortunes of the Labour
Party and the labour movement. The decline in working-class
support for Labour has been accompanied by continued growth of
trade-union membership.

The election result also varied widely geographically. The swing
to the Tories was 4.1 per cent in the north-north-west, and 3.9 per
cent (n both the north-east and Y orkshire, while in Greater London
it was 6.0 per cent and in the south-east 6.8 per cent.

In Seotland the wing to the Torles was only 0.7 per cent, since the
collapse 1n support for the Scottish National Partyv led to a sharp
increase in the labour vote.

The Economist commented:

“This continuning regional divergence, plus a similar one between the
more Urban and more rural areas, means that today’s Conservative
MPs are a very different bunch from their counterparts only 25
YEars ago.

‘In 1955 Sir Anthony Eden triumphed by a very similar margin to
Mrs Thatcher’s . . . But a third of his MPs were from north of the
Trent and he held nearly two in five of the big ¢ty seats. Mrs
Thatcher draws harely a fifth of her parhamentary strength from
north Britain and holds less than one in four of the big city seats”.

One factor underlying the north-south split was the much higher
unemployment rates in nothern England and Scotland. Opinion
polls suggest that jobs became a higger issue the futher north one
want. Clearly Tory industrial policy helped keep people in the
[.abour camp,

All the small parties were squeezed. However, the traditional
two-party system 15 far from secure. As the Financial Times
commented: *With 44.8 per cent of the total votes, Mrs Thatcher
has a lower share of the popular vote than any post-war
Conservative government’.

[n favourabie circumstances—an unpopular government, rising
prices and unemployment—the minonty pariies could make a
come-black. The Liberals retained [4.1 per cent of the popular vote.

The Narzis received a drubbing, no doubt partly because
Thatcher’s notorious ‘alien culture’ interview has served toidentify .
the Tories with many of the NF's more popular themes.

Nor 1s the SNP a spent force. Teddy Taylor’s attempt to
transtorm the Scottish Tories from a sleepy rural party into a
populist urban force failed, and he lost his own seat.

Scotland, at least in part because of the effect of the nationalists’




intervention, behaves pelitically in a markedly different fashion

{rom the rest of Great Britain,

The Tory victory has not closed the cracks in the British policial
system. Given the nght circumstances there are plenty of mines set

to explode under Thatcher's feet,

Mrs Thatcher’s

Little Headaches

One of the first tests for the
Tories is the legacy of wage
claims left over from the last
weeks of Cal]aghane ad-
ministration.

This is not so much a test for
the government itself, but
rather of the degree to which the
hosses in the private sector are
prepared to move onto the
offensive and of the toughness
of the management
bureaucracy in the state sector
under new political masters
(and mmstress).

In fact, at the timc of

writing. the two largest single
groups of industrnial workers -
the builders and the engineers -
have still 1o settle national
ciaims. For these and others, see
box.
The most crucial - the one with
thegreatest possibihity of a rank-
and-file success - 15 the Post
Office. The UPW leadership
has gone along with ‘productivi-
ty ' concessions which would
lead in the long-term to con-
siderable job loss and weaken-
ing of union organisation.

The revelt against this deal
originated in london, like so
much of the opposition to Tom
Jackson, Norman Stagg and the
rest of the right-wing
leadership. This time opposi-
tion has spread fur outside
London - the vote was more
than six to one against the deal.

Engineering

The most significant
characteristic of the unions’
performance over the national
engineering claim has  been
shadow-hoxing. The employers
have offered derisory icreases -
worth almost nothing 1n the
higher-paid. best-organised fac-
torigs, but probably a hit to

AUEW members out ‘in the
slicks’.

There are alsp strings -
official  union declarations

against  strikes,  tor  higher
productivity - and the
employers want to tie the

unions indefinitely to the 40-
hour week. The AUEW's new
leadership  has some real
problems. As the Birmingham
Post remarked recently: this s
Mr Duffy’s first real test. And
1t's by no means clear that the
employers think they have to
get him ott the hook.

| .ast vear the AUEW propos-
ed a ludicrous two-day national
strike on a side-issue which the
employers promptly conceded.
This year the Duffy - Boyd
leadership is in the difficult
position of trying to prove its
credibility, with almost no
troops to throw into the fray.

We can probahly expect
tore rhetoric along the lines of
‘the national agreement should
be scrapped’, a favourite theme
of the right wing when they
can’t think what to say.

Yictories and Defeats

[n the meantime, victories are
stil being won against the trend
in enginecring. Perkins Diesels
in Peterborough was barrcad-
ed to management in a parity
dispute which has resulted in 18
to 20 per cent pay rises for 7.000
workers,

The AUEW EC’s interven-
tion probahly prevented a
complete victory (parity 1s to be
achieved in 1981} - but the stage
has bheen set for the other
Massev-Ferguson claims.

But at the same time the
engingcering  employers  have
drawn first blood with their new
lock-out  policy  (Socialist
Review No. 1l for details).
Workers at Hy-Mac in South
Wales went back on manage-
ment terms after 2 two-month
lock out. Battles of this sort are

going to be psychologically

crucial tn the months to come.
There is @ wages rable on P13,

A Soft Approach

With the most right-wang policies of any government since the war,
Thatcher has nevertheless chosen the ministers who deal with the
unions. the social services and law and order trom the left or the
centre of the Conscrvative Party.

The new Department of Emplovment s fronted by James Prior,
who two months ago was sct fair to be ditched for his *liberal’ {1e
consensus) politics,

Although Prioris a director of United Biscuits - the firm that got
the sccondarv picketing injunction against Reg Fall duning the
drivers” strike  he is more widely known inside the Tory party as
the anly Tory publicly to call for George Ward to recognise APEX
at Grunwick, Heis also, with Barney Hayhoe. the only lcading Tory
to have established any sort of relations with the umion leadership.

Havhoe himself  who bas been shoved into the Ministry of
Defence —was the man Tom Jackson was relving on to get a hill
through Parliament allowing the UVPW to po on strike. And both
Havhoe and Prior have been more than lukewarm about the
Concordat  cspecially the TUC codes of practice on picketing and
the closed shop.

Home office

[f the DE is staffed with Tory liberals, the new occupants ot the
Home Office are even mare firmly to the ‘left” of the party. Headed
by William Whitelaw. who lost the leadership to Thatcher because
of his soft image. the ministers include Timothy Raison. whao s
prabably to the left of Merlyn Recs. and Leon Brittan, aiso the
object of contempt trom the Tory right.

The hardliners of the Conservative Party must in fact he feeling a
little like the Tribune group does when labour gets into olfice—
pushed to one side.

Fhe clear exceptions to this general trend are in the Departments
of Trade and Industry where Sir Keith *Social Class 57 Joseph hdlds
sway, along with several of Thatcher’s more obnoxious supporters.

Balance of forces

All of this doesnt mean to say that the Yorv attack on the trade
unions. social services. women. the black community, the regions
cte isn't coming. It means that the attack is coming in an obligue

way.

A particularly stealthy approach is likely on picketingand umon
reform, with Prior trying to enmesh the union burcaucracy in all
sorts of deals and, if he's got any sense. using the concordat as a
major stick 1o beat the THC,

The Tory attacks are going to be all the more difticult 1o fight tor
these reasons,




Crisis of

Confidence?

Strong militant policies have
come to be expected from
National Union of Journalists’
conferences and this vear's was
no exception.

Starting with the Noitingham
FEvening  Past  victimisation
dispute, delegates approved a
serics of motions which would
be the envy of the left In many
other unions: overwhelmingly
against the concordat (with
NEC backing); near-unanimous
against any form of wage
restraint; for blacking of adver-
tising from racist regimes; for
the abolition of the Prevention
of Terrorism Act; for the
disbanding of the SPG:
aoverwhelmingly for the closed
shop and a programme of strike
action on behalf of Nottingham
journalists - and so on.

Yet with all this militant
resolutionism, and despite a
generally high quality of debate,
the mood inside the NUJ four
months after the most impor-
tant  strike in the union’s
history. 1n  the Newspaper
Soclety, 15 Uneasy.

The bitter end to the strike -
when Nottingham journalists
were left cutside the gate while
8.000 went back to work - is one
reason. Many of the best
militants t¢ emerge from the NS
dispute - in places like Bristol,
Fast Anglia and the South
Midlands - have hecome
demoralised hy the tokenism
that 15 being displayed on the
Nottingham issue.

The rank and file on provin-
cial newspapers had not vet bee
spurred into action by Not-
tingham, and mass pickets have
not heen fought for by full-time
officials. The Nottingham jour-
nalists themselves have been
tied up with producing their
own weekly paper (selling 13-
000 - 15,000) which, while it
keeps them together and work-
g, does not act as a rallying
force for the dispute in the local
trade union movement.

Despite the fact that their
alternative paper 1s sold in
hundreds by stewards in Not-
tingham factories, the NUJ
members there have still to
address a single shop-floor

meceting.

Low ebb

Meanwhile the NUJI's
orgamsation in the provincial
field is still at a low ebb in the
aftermath of the strike. Chapel
attendances have dropped.
Branch meetings are frequently
inquotate - even In the arcas
which saw some of the best
organisation round the dispute.

In general the fact that the
strike was a - qualified - success
has meant that a large propor-
tion of the membership have
relaxed with the fruits of vic-
torv. while the smaller but
active minority are in a state of
depression abeut Nottingham.

Right wing

Meanwhile the new national
executive is the softest in years.
SWP member, Steve Childs,
was defeated in the postal ballot
for his NEC seat - though the
hard left vote held up pretty
well.

In most other arcas either
right wingers or completely
inexperienced new NEC
members are likely to be casy
meat for the increasingly confi-
dent new bunch of full-time
officials that has emerged.

The NUJs Rank and File
organistion, Journalists’
Charter, had its usunal successful
conterence and, more impor-
tantly, provided the only forum
where delegates could debate
the conference’s most critical
Issue - the Times.

Despite the fact that the

Charter candidate for the un- -

1on’s  vice-presidency lost
narrowly, the ergamisation and
the rank-and-file tendency
within the union probably now
has its best chance for growth
for some time.

The prabiem which it has to
tackle 15 how to sustain the
activists 1n a small union which
has been relatively extremely
militant during the ‘social con-
tract’ period and now faces a
crisis of confidence at the
moment when both proprietors
and the new Tory government
are poised for attack on the

closed shop front.

Room at the Top

The Torv election victory has
ohscured - tor the moment - the
clear rightward turn among
prominent umion leaders. The
massive congessions 1o
Callaghan’s government, above
all in the concordat, are now
being covered up wm various
Ways.

The crudest approach. not
surprisingly, comes from the
engineering umon President,
Terry Dufly, who now declares
that the concordat is ‘dead’.
Others arc also keen to get out
of the mess that this wholesale
agreement on the economy,
wage bargaining, strikes and
shop-floor organisation has
potentially put them in.

-attempts to wriggle out of a

tricky situation before the Tory
centre are only part of the story.
Though it now looks as if a
merger between the electricians
and the engineers - on Frank
Chapple’s terms - is further off
than we feared, the fact remains
that the right wing of the trade
union bureaucracy is now moy-
ing with a far greater coherence
and sense of purpose than the
disoriented and divided left on
the TUC General Council.

positions

A real sign of this is in the
positions won by the hard right
on TUC committees last
september. The economic com-
mittee, which set up all the
negotiations with the cabinet in

the last days of the Labour
government, currently c¢on-
tains: Lord Allen., David
Basneit, Frank Chapple, Tony
Christapher, Geoftrev Drain,
Terry Duifv, Joe Gormley and
Tom Jackson.

Eight out of [4 members of
this crucial committee are firm-
ly identified with the politics of
permanent wage control of 4
Betrer Wav (a pamphlet most of
them signed) and opposition to
shopfloor power which they
welcomed in the TUC ‘guides’
on  ballots and picketing,
appended to the concordat.

The finance and general
purpese committee s almost
Wdentical. And in both cases the

hard right-wing majority was
larger until Sir George Smith
died.

On the TUC’s international
committee - which the ‘left’ has
used constantly as a device for
securing free  holidays in
Bulgana, Czecholslovakia and
points east - Frank Chapple is
now in charge.

This is a position he greatly
relishes as each time he's at-
tacked - as for example over his
description of public service
strikers as ‘terrorists’ - Chapple
can threaten some quite nasty
publicity for some of the left’s
relations with eastern bloc *un-
lons’.

Tone
The tone of this more
coherent right at the TUC level




has been filtering down In
recent months. Bob Garland,
AUFW loundry section general
secretary. writes approvingly of
A Better Wear in his March
journal editorial.

RIS News. the traditional
house magazine for the nght n
the AUEW and the National
Linion of Seamen, gave 4 Berter
Wav considerable publicity and
is one of the organisations
circulating it. NALGO issued a
press release welcoming it and
certain people at the top of the
UPW have been pushing it.

A  Better War was and
remains significant as 1t is the
tirst time any large number of
rightish union leaders have been
able to agree on a policy since
the late 1960s. But perhaps
equally significant is that not
one of the signatortes had
anvthing to do with the for-
mulation of the pamphlet’s
Ideas.

It was touted round likely
supporters by John Grant MP,
funior employment minister
under Callaghan, who was also

behind a  Department  of
Employment document  on
‘reforming’  picketing  rules

published lat (kctober. Among
Girant's previous claims fo fame
was as a Kev supporter of
Chapple during the 1961 ballot
rigging trial which swept the
Commusnist Party from power
in the ETLI.

(irass roots

Mecanwhile there have been
some indications that the
organised right has become
more effective a1 branch and
confcrence level over the past 12
months or so.

Thete seems for example to
hive heen an organised cam-
paign hehind the 30 resolutions
submitted to this vears Society
of Civil and Public Servants’
conference demanding an en-
ding of connections with the
ANL (the most
resolutions  coming, surprise,
surprise, from the Ministry of
Defence in Earl’s Court and the
Home Office immigration
branch!).

Delegates to this year's NUJ
conference were subjected to an
- unreadable - sheat of lcaflets
from the union’s humorously-
named ‘moderate’ group.
AJAX.

But of course the reual shift at
the grass roots has been in
confidence. It is silly to think
that the new right in the umon
lcadership has cmerged over-
night. it has tlourished 1n a
defensive  atmosphere, and

gxtreme’

above all with rising unemploy-
ment. It 15 in this respect very
different to the night wing which
held sway in the 19505 and early
L9600

The old right was bult on
years of unchallenged power
after defeat, depression and
serious  declhing in  unton
membership.  Iis  spokesmen
{and they were all men) were
much tougher, more ¢onfident
and aggressive than their
modern counterparts. And it
was they who pushed their line
on the Lahour leadership rather
than the other way round.

The hirth of the new right 1%
quite dramatically different. In
relatively superficial ways - 1e
thcy seem to have no single
figure who <c¢an hold them
together, least of all Frank
Chapple who is the only one of
them who fought to build a
union in his own 1mage.

And also i much more
important ways - unpredictable
economic climate, lack of con-
fidence among most full-time
officials etc.

And while there are signs of
ihcreasing right wing activism
at rank-and-file levels, the terms
of debate in unions such as
USDAW and the GMWU have
moved appreciably to the left
this vear compared to the
passivity of even two or three
vears ago. |

[t is also interesting (to say
the least’) that USDAW. which
recently became the first union
to support the concordat. did so
mn 4 way which avoided any

“mention of TUC guides on

disputes, picketing etc. The
right on the USDAW executive
appears no to have been very
confident of winning support
on the most damaging parts of
the TUC’s guidehnes - even if
they did win rejection of the
ANL.

Leader complex

Lastly the creation of a strong
pole of attraction for the right,,
in the shape of a 14 million
mamber AUEW/EEPTL does
not seem to be working out as
anticipated. As weg note
elsewhere in this 1ssue, there are
a number of quite sizeable
obstacles in the way of the
fulfilment of the hopes ot the
Daifv Fxpress, Daifv Mail and
Sun lobby,

And this has serious im-
plications for the hard right.
For there is no single trade
union leader now with the
authority to control the TUC
general council in the way that,
for example, Jack Jones did.

What chances Frank Chap-
ple had must have been blown
with his bitter attacks onalland
sundry during the winter dis-
putes. Basnett - ironically one of
Chapple™s main antagonists -
does not have the credibility
either. Bovd 1s going. Allen has -
almost - gone, Dufty 1s a duffer.

The nght docsn’t  seem
capable then of going on to
force a new hard linge to tuke
then into the 1980s 1t doesn't
look capable of reversing the
trend towards stewards’ powcr,

[t doesn’t have any answers -
at least to judge hy A Better
Way - cxcept preserving the
status quo. And the emplovers
are in the process of closing that
option.

What the emergence of the
new right has done however 15
produce something that could
he cilled the ‘room at the top'.
The broad left policies of the
Jones and Scanlon era have
been replaced at the general
secretary: TUC level with the
dithering of Moss Evans, the
floundering of the old letts hke
Ray Buckten and the

:Phatp: John Sturrm:k Hepurt

irrelevance of Clive Jenkins.
The hard men of the right -

Bill Sirs, Gormley,
Jackson - have considerable
ditficulties inside their own
unions - either because of a
new generation of less compe-
tent or less pliable full-time
officials - eg in the EEPTU and
the TIron and Stecl Trades
Confederation; or because of

Chapple.

imminent  retirement;  or
because of a  resurgent
memhership.

It looks as though paralysisis
the name of the game at this
level. The real danger is that
‘outside forces’ could now step
in - TUC fuli-timers like David
l.ea who did much of the work
for the Concordat. John Grant
with A Betrer War, or cven
John Hughes ot Ruskin College
who drew up the proposed TUC
document  on Wwage’ prices
bargaining last  November,
With Labour now n opposi-
tion. the manoeuverning of such
people may becomce less ap-
parent but more dangerous.

by David Beecham




Strawsinthewind

The recent AUEW national
committee  meeling  which
deadlocked on  almost every
-major 1ssu¢, including
amalgamation. may have put

off indefinitely the chances of

the *merger most foul” between
the AUIEW and EEPPTL right-
wing lcaderships.

Certainly  Frank Chapple
seemcd to think so when ad-
dressing the EEPTLU conference
recently,

This may provide a breathing
space - and a chance ol the lett
to fight nside AUEW. TASS
for the election of officials and
0 turn the tables on the
EEPTU by calling for a lullv
democratic amalgamation,

But in the mecan time some
interesting developments have

beernn occurring in the reeent:

round of ATVEW postal ballats.
As expected (Socialist Review
No. %) the union's executive Is
now cotively right wing,

The most appalling perfor-
mance was by CP member 1en
Choulerton who managed to
lose the EC seat the ieft has held
for more than 40 years to a very
ordinary right-winger.

Choulerton’s 13,000 second
ballot wvotes in the whole
NSouthern area are made to look

everl more sick when compared
to the more than 10,000 record-
ed by two left candidates for
North  London  divisional
OFgAniser. In a constituency a
third of the size.

The latter clection saw Billy
Tavlor {a Charter supporter)
casily beat broad left candidate
Sid Harraway - one of the few

bright spots in the election
results. The other, potentially
more  important, was  John

Tochers performance in com-
tng within 31,000 votes of win-
ning Terry Duffy’s (and Bob
Wright's) oldEC seat.

This represents a 6,26, swing
Lo left {compared to a 12.5 per
cent swing (o the right in
Choulerton™ constituency) on
the second  haliot  vote., a
remtarkable performance con-
sidening the dominince of the
Birmingham-based right wing
in this EC area, with three times
the potential vote.

John Tocher remains con-
vinced of a braod left strategy in
the union [(see our Interview
with him 1n Sociglist Review
Noo 5) hut 1s one of those few
AUEW full-timers withan open
rank-and-file orientation.
There’s a lesson semewhere in
these results,

Spark in the

'‘Bv their insults shall ve know
them' might sum up the ex-
perience of this vear’s TETPL
bienmial  delegmite conference.
The meeting  unaccountably
cut shor by almost a day -
withessed some of Mr Frank
Chapple’s more personal stvle
of imvective,

It 15 some ume since delegates
hiave been treated Lo the barrage
ot attacks on the left made trom
the FEFIPL conference plat-

torm - and this alonc suggests
that all 15 not well down at
Haves Court.

In lact the conference provid-
ed a number of upsects tor the
most deeply-entrenched right-
wing bureaucracy in the British
trade umon movement,

In what the Financial Timex
desertbed as  a ‘grassroots
revolt’. the executive council
was defeated on mations from
Carcdhilt. Basildon and Chatham

which criticised the EC tor the
“wholesale policy of closure of
branches and the spate of
compulsory  amalgamations’,
called tor the right of branches
to elect thewr own officials and
in general called into question
some of the wavs in which the
union s being run.

A harder resolution from the
plumbers’ North London lodge
was- 50 narrowily  lost that
conferecnce chairman  Tom
Breakeli resisted taking a card
vate on L.

The conference voted only
marginally - ghout 60-4)—
against a resclution demanding
free  collective  harpaining
(though by a much larger
majority 1n favour of the Con-
cordat). it took Chapple’s
personal intervention to ensure
the nght” poiicy was followed
on several occasions,

Inexperience

It 15 1n Chapple’s personal rolg
that manv of his prohlems are
symbolised. The new gencra-
tion of EETPU officials does
not have anvihing like the
experience of the hard fight
Chapple and his friends had 1o
wrest control of the union from
the Communist Partv after the
1661 baliot-rigging High Court
case.

Not only is the new gencra-
tion less able politically, they
are - tar more seriously -
incapable of doing a good joh of
heing trade unton officials. The
EETPLs nght wing has built its
strength  on delivering  the
goods, to some extent at least,

tor a fairly tough and deman-
ding memhership.

There is now much dissat-
sifaction with full-timers - so
much so that the old guard is
having to overcome its distaste
and try to find competent ‘lefts’
te appoimt to oflice,

Meanwhile a new generation
has emerged among the
membership as well - members
who haven't heard about the old
Commumst regme, and who
would probably have opposed
its reactionary policies anvway.

[t was predominantly from
this group that Rank and File
Contact’s  1mpressive  con-
terence lobby came, and to
which Rank and File FC can-
didate Billy Williams will be
looking for support in the
Wales and South West election
currently taking place.

This election provides an
opportunity for the left to test
its policics with the membership

immediately  atfter the most
cncouraging EETP1)  con-
ference Iin vears. .

A broad lett candidate -

steclworker Wyn Bevan- - 15
also standing, though Billy was
ariginally chosen as united left
candidate.

The EBFETPU's single
transferable vote {STV) system
means. however, that sup-

porters of hoth will he able to
vote  for first and  second
preference candidiates. But the
STV system also tends to ensure
that where, as in this case, there
are haif-a-dozen candidates. the
least ‘controversial’ is generally
the one selected.

Repression

In ltaly

The election campaign in
italy got off to a spectacular
start. On April 7, the police
arrested 20 people claiming
they were ‘dangerous
terrorists’ and charging one
of them with being the 'secret
leader of the notorious Red
Brigades. For the two major
parfies in the election cam-
paign. the Christian Democrats
(DC) and the Communist Party
(PCT1) the news was like manna

from heaven. Both wanted the
Red Brnigades ‘disposed of
hefore the elections took place.
The 1Y wanted ithem out ot the
wdy (0 show they were still
ciapable of ruling the country
after thirtv years of neglect and
carruption. While the PCT had
to show thev were as tough as
anyone when it came 1o *law and
order’ as well as removing any
possible focus of opposition to
their right wing strategy.




The coincidence between the
approaching elections and the
discovery of the elusive Red

Brigades  was
ground for scepticism. A scep-
ticism  that was increased a
month later when the Red
Brigades carried out their
biggest operation ever with 15
members attacking the D.C.
headquarters in Rome with

miiitary precision. The raid was -

achieved presumably without
the aid of their ‘secret leader
who had been langwshing in
prison for a month,

Despite this, those arrested
have still not been released.
Under Italian law where there is
no hail procedure the defen-
dants can he kept in prison for
up to four years without facing
trtal. There is a strang possibili-
ty that this could be the fate for
those arrested.

The evidence for justifying
the arrests seems 50 flimsy as to
he non-existent. The accused
were not arrested in some
terrorist ‘den’ stacked full of
compromising documents and
hombh making equipment.
Rather the arrests took place in
editorial offices of left
magazines and on the campus
of Padua University., All the
defendants have heen openly
active for years on the left and
have published many articles
and bocks explaining their
ideas. It is for those ideas that
they are now being charged. As
one promment magistrate put
it:

immediately -

“I'he extremely serious
charge of having formed
the Red brigades 1s total-
ly unsupported ... The
charge 15 based solelv on
writings, newspapers,
pamphlets, books and
leaflets 1n which violence
and armed struggle are
praised. The political
ideas of Negri and
Scalzone. (the two most
famous defendents) have
been well known for
years. Their hooks and
magazines are openly
sold in the bookstores”.

Furthermore, there 5 a real
difference between the ideas of
Negr: and those of the Red
Brigades. He has repeatedly
criticised them severely for
ighoring the mass movement
and instead weakening it by
1solated acts of terrorism rather
than wotking for its mass
mobtlisation. As a Communist
Party member of parliament
put it; “Nothing in Negri's work
would lead one to an even
theoretical connection with the
Red Brigades’.

So why has this frame up
taken place? Why have left wing
academmcs been rounded up
solely on the hasis of theirideas?

[t seems there arc two
reasons. The firstis that Negri is
In prison, as his lawyers claim,
‘as @ consultant, and an unpaid
one to boot, rather than a man
charged with massacre, murder
and armed Insurrection.
(nterrogators want to find out

His

what he. as an expert, thinks ot
terrorism!’

 The sccond reason is a lot
more serious. ILis only the latest
episode 1 a long serics of acts of
repression against the left over
the last ten years. Since (967,
Italy has passca through a
massive social cnsis which it
still shows no signs of emerging
from. The response ol the state
to the mass movements which
have shaken ltalian society to
its foundations has been an
in¢rease in the use of the law to
crack down on the left. Thus in
1969 there was the tamous
Valpreda frame-up where an
anarchist was accuscd and
convicted of a bank bombing in
which |3 pecople died on the
testimony of a police agent
provocateur,  Atter  sgrving
three  years, he was  finally

released and two lascists even-
tually convicted. But there is a
key differcnce between today
and ten yearsago. Then the PO
raised their volces however hali-
hcartedly against repression.
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Today, they take the lead in
the witch hunt against the left,
They have already taken the
unprecedented step of expelling
from the unions they control
leftists who speak out against
the PCTs policy of ‘restraint
and sucrifice’. Further they are
increasingly labelling all left-
wing opposition to their policies
as being akin to terrorism, Thus
a lcading PCI member, Amen-
dola. stated: *It is a question of
finding who wants to fight to
save democracy and is ready for
every sacrifice and who is on the
other side wuntig to destroy this
republican state. Other leading
members are asking people to
denounce to the policy any
‘violent persons’ or ‘potential
terrorists”. It 15 no surprise 1o
find out that the prosecutor
who has had Negri and the

~others arrested on such fhimsy

‘evidence’ 18, himself, a member
of the PCT!

But while this repression may
soothe the woarries about the
PCT's respectability amongst a
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few sections of the ruling class,
it is unlikelv that it will stop the
PCI losing further votes in the
coming clections or stop the
shde in membership especially
amongst the voung or in the
workplaces.

Already PCI members have
added their voice to the growing
protests against the frame up.
Nor are the protests confined to
ltaly. An internaticnal defence
campaign for the accused has

The execution of Zulfigar Ali

Rhutto by the military regime of

Oencral Zia-ul-Haq seems to
have misfired, as predicted. The
immediate response with
thousands on the streets defying
troops and police-largely
women-shows that all the
repression has not suppressed
resistance to the regime.

Zia’'s position s fairly
desperate. There were only ever
two reasons for the existence of
Pakistan and one of them —asa
refuge for Muslims from Hindu
persecution—vanished with the
independence of Bangiadesh in
[971. Zia is now playing the last
card for the survival of
Pakistan --the idea of a state of
[slam.

But he cannot avoid the fact
that Pakistan 1s a fake country,
cobbled together at the last
minute in 1947, The people who
were the main driving force for
the new state were the petty
hourgeoisie who wanted it for
state jobs and contracts.

This meant that Pakistan has
been kept together mainly by
the burcaucracy and the army.
The bourgeoisie itself is itself
tiny and split into several
national groups, so has never
been able to impose a stable rule
of its own as happened, of sorts,
in India. For half its history
Pakistan has had an openly
military regime.

In 1971 it looked as if the
cﬂuntrj,r had had it. The seces-,
ston of Bangladesh, the military
and political failure of the army,
the nationa) and workers unrest

in the west put

the existence of the state into

question. Bhutto  kept it

14

heen set up calling for
statements of support for them.
and have already made an
impact in the Italian press. In
Britain, the ‘ltaly 7% Com-
mittee’ 18 co-ordinating support
on bhehalf of the accused. It
urges sympathisers to send any
motions of suapport to the
Committee care of Rising Free
Bookshop, Box 135, 1832 Upper

Street. l.ondon NI
Tim Potter

together, by a mixture of
populism and general oppor-
tumism which pulied workers
and peasants behind the state in
the expectation of a change.

These hopes were totally
misplaced but his socialist
rhetoric and his huilding of a
state sector through
nationalisations saved Pakistan
for the time being. It also
alienated the bourgeoisic and as
Bhutto was quite prepared to
continue repressing workers
and national minorities if their
demands went too far by 1977
he was politically isolated.

His attempt to fix the 1977
elections led to strest battles
and a new intervention by the
army with whom Bhutto had
always had an ambivalent
relationship, since he had been
partly responsible for the fall of
two military regimes, those of
Ayub Khan and Yahya Khan.

However the problem for the
ruling class is that the only
available political support left
with any kind of popular base is
the ultra-religious opposition.
Since 1947 they had been
attacking the new state as
ungodly and now they could
take their chance to make
Pakistan a state of Islam.

Now this does fit in with the
state  wdeclogy and ultra-

religious politics are strongest

among the petiy bourgeoise
who staff the bureavcracy and

the army. However, they are

trying to create an ideal Islamic
state which in fact never
existed —anywhere.

Moreover they are forced to
impose it on the reluctant
masses by viclence and this is

what explains the remarkahle
political resurrection of Bhutto.

it 15 also why the regime
killed him. [nfortunately for

them 1t was the stupidest thing

that they could have done. [t
has guarantccd that the violence
and misery of Bhutto’s regime
has been forgotten in tavour of
his socialist rhetoric.

Zia brought enough odium
on his head by the judicial
murder of a political leader,
something only previously done
by the British. To persecute the
widow and daughter, Bhutto's
political hetrs, is only making

I
Kampuchea and

the 4th

-Part 2

‘1n the last issue of Sociaffst

Review we reported on the
dispute in the Fourth Inter-
national concerning the Viet-
namese invasion of Cambodia.

Then, it was the minority. led
by the American SWP, making
the runming: arguing, 1 some
detail, that since the working
class had nothing to do with the
creation or administration of

things worse,

In the absence of any alter-
native (and the socialist groups
in Pakistan are tiny fragmented
sects) the workers and peasants
will probably propel Bhutto's
Pakistun People’s Party into

power and overthrow ‘the
military regime inside two
VEUT'S.

[f the ruling class is lucky
there wall stilt he a Pakistan left,
And it there 15 no socialist
alternative built then the whole
process will start all over again.

farry Pavier

International

Pol Pot's Cambodia it was not a
workers but a capitalist state.
As we suggested then ‘Right
about Cambodia, but deesn’t
the same go for China and
Vietnam?

The same logic has occured to
the guru of the Fourth Inter-
national  majonty,  Ernest
Mandel. But far from loliowing
it, it has prompted him into a




blackbuster of a reply to the
Amernicans under the inocuous
title *Behind Differences on
Military Conflicts in South East
Asia®  (Intercontinentagl
Press/Inprecor. April 9).

Part of the article 15 a
devastating demoiition of the
American SWP's rather bizarre
thesis that Pol Pot and the
Chinese were essentially acting
as tools of an American desire
to strangle the VYietnamese
revolution, But of more interest
to Sociafist Review readers are
his arguments about the class
nature of Pol Pot’s Kampuchea:
and that because of their far
more general reievance.

As Mandel puts it ‘Kam-
puchea is a border case, given
the extreme backwardness of
the country,compounded by the
catastrophic results of the
American bombing and the
ensuing disruption of economic
and social life, Inand byitself, a
ditference on the exact defini-
tron of the Pol Pot regime and
the class nature of the state
under that regime wouldn't be
s0 serious, if 1t were not com-
bined with the question of what
criteria one uses in order to
determine the class nature of a
state.

‘It 1s the use of wrong criteria
which makes the paosition
defended by comrades Mary-
Alice Waters, Fred Feldman
and Steve Clark (the American
SWPers) so  potentially
dangerous. For they have ob-
vious implications with regard
to our assessment of the class
nature of many other workers
states and even with regard to
our basi¢c positions towards the
~ ¢lass nature of the Soviet Union
and the People’s Republic of
China.’

The ‘wrong criteria’ Mandel
takes exception to is the
American SWPs insistence that
(with regard to Kampuchea, at
least) ‘the nationalisation of
property is not by itself suf-
ficient to establish a workers
state. The intervention of the
workers - the only force in
modern society capable of
establishing and’ matntaining a
progressive economic structure
- 15 needed’.

For Mandel this s a
‘dogmatic scheme’ which can
only lead to ‘the utterly
revisionist 1dea that one can
have a capitalist state without
capitalists, without a ruling
capitalist class, without
capitalist property and produc-
tion relations, and without the
economy obeving the laws of
motion of capitalism’.

And once one accepts this
idea ‘then 99 per cent of the
traditional marxist case against
state  capitalism . . . collapses.
The miserable remnants of the
case then hang on the single thin
thread of the ‘ongins’ of
nationalisations and on them
alone. The razor-sharp fac-
tional minds of the state
capitalists will find no difficulty
in cutting through that thread’.

And, ust in case our factional
minds are not razor sharp
enough, Mandel continues, 'If
Pol Pot has squeezed “extreme
capitalist accumulation™ of the
“forced collectivisation™ of the
Kampuchean peasantry, didn't
Stalin do likewise with the
forced collectivisation of the

peasants, which was an
otherwise large and bloody
aftair?

One effect of the Iranian
revolution has been to highlight
the right-wing regime in
Moracco, For it was there that
the Shah of Iran fled into exile.
No wonder - King Hasan II of
Morocco 1s, in his own little
way, as brutal and reactionarya
ruler as the Shah was. He too s
facing a growing popular
challenge to his rule.

Like the Shah, Hasan owes
his position to imperialist
support. French colonial rule of
Maorocco ended in 1956, when.
following two years of armed
struggle, the Istiglal
{Independence) Party signed an
agreement with the French
under which the monarchy and
French commercial and
economic interests would be
preserved intact after

‘independence.

Since that time Morocco has
become an imprtant ally of
western capitalism in the third
world. Thanks to its
geographical position at the
entrance to the Mediterranean
Morocco 15 of considerable
strategic importance to NATO.

Moreover, Morocco
possesses rich mineral
resources, Phosphates, iron ore,
manganese and sinc are mined
there by western companies
enjoying generous CONCessions

‘ from Hasan. The resulting

Morocco

*What then remains of the
noncapitahist nature of the
Russian state and economy
after that “extreme capitalist
accumulation™ that occurred in
Russia in 1929-34? If in order to
have a workers stute one needs
to have the bourgeosie e¢x-
propriated Ay the workers, how
can one then have a workers
state in Romania, Bulgana,
Hungary, Poland, and North
Korea where, by no stretch of
the imagination, could these
expropriations be interpreted as
having been ¢arried out by the
workers themselves (a few street
demonstrations by ngidly con-
trolled workers {n support of
these expropnations are ob-
viously something less than
expropriations by the workers)

You said it, Ernest. You said
it. Pete Gaodwin.

economic growth has
stimulated the emergence of a
native Moroccan bourgeoisic
whose interests are inextricably
bound up with those of the
western multinationals.

The drive to control the
mineral wealth of the Western
Sahara, a Spanmish colony until
1976, led Hasan on a military.
adventure which is draining the
Moreoccan econemy. He
organised in 1975 a nationalist
demonstration in which 360 000
Moroccans and 10,004 soldiers
marched to the West Sahara
horder, claiming it as Moroccan
territory.

When the Spanish withdrew
they handed the country overto
Morocco and Mauretania. This
settlement is bitterly contested
by the Algerian-backed
Polisano liberation movement,
which is fighting for the seli-
determination of the Saharan
people. The Polisario guerillas
have succeeded in tying down
large numbers of Moroccan
troops in West Sahara and thus
draining the Moroccan
economy.

The result has been a growing
groundswell of opposition to
the Moroccan regime. Hasan
has always dealt ruthlessly with
those who guestion his rule. In
1959 the people of north
Moroccoe., who had a long

tradition of armed resistance to
French colonialism, rose up
against the government when
Hasan signed a defence

agreement with De Gauile. The

army crushed the uprising,
killing thousands of people.

in 1965 workers protesting
agamst unemployment and
inflation and students
demonstrating against the
regime took over the city of
Casablanca for three days.
Several hundred people were
killed by the army and police
when they re-occupied the city.

Democracy. even in western
parliamentary terms, isa joke n
Morocco. A series of fake
clections have given the king's
party a majonty of two thirds in
parhament.

The main bourgeois-
democratic party is the recently
reformed Socialist Union of
Popular Forces (USFP). [ts
attempts in the past to weaken
the hold of international
capital, create a more
independent economy and
intraduce political reforms
ended in failure. Thus
apposition protests after the
stage-managed royalist victory
in the 1962 elections were
crushed and USFP leaders
arrested.

Again the elections following
the promulgation of a new
constitution 1 1970 saw the
arrest of radical USFP
members. Two abortive coups
in 1970 and 1972 led Hasan to
tighten the screws even further,

The security forces can arrest
anyone they suspect of plotting
against the state and detain
them indefinitely. Amnesty
International and the
Committee of Struggle against
Renression in Marocco have
details of the torture of political
prisoners, who are said to total
500 to 600, Two examples will
suffice,

A woman prisoner, Saida
Mnehhi, died after 32 davy’
hunger strike in Kenitra prison,
while Abdelatif Zeroual, a
marxist-leninist, died 1n
November 1974 after ninc days
of continuous torture.

The 1970s have seen the

~growth of a more radical

opposition to Hasan. The most
prominent of these groups is the
Frontistes (Marxist-Leninist).
The Moroccan far left sees
strikes as the principal weapon
against the regime.

Indeed, the last few moths
have seen swift and disruptive
strike action. On 4 January
1970 more than ({3,000 railway
workers came out, effectively
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cutting off the transport of
phasphates to the coasi. Since
then there have been strikes by
dectors, miners, school-
teachers and umversity
professors,

5o far the Moroccan
workers” movement, which has
traditions of struggle dating

Ian Smith must be feeling better
than he has for some time. The
turnout in the ong peron one
vote elections held under
thecinternal settlement was
much higher (64 per cent) than
most observers had expected.
Maoreover, the Tory victory In
Britain increases the chances of
western  recognition of the
Rhodesian regime.

The Rhodesian elections

In no way were the clections
‘free and fair' (the condition
placed on recognition of the
regime by Tory defence
secretary Francis Pym).

The matn opposition to the
regime 15 represented by the
parties of the Patriotic Front,
the Zimbabwe African National
Union {ZANU) and the Zim-
babwe African People’s Union
(ZAPL). Both parties are 1llegal
and many of their supporiers
were arrested during the elec-
tion campalgn,

80 per cent of the country 1s
under martial law. In these
areas special courts sitting in
camera bave the power to
impose the death penalty sum-
marily.

The two black parties sup-
porting the regime, those of
Abel Muzorewa and
Ndabaning) Sithole, have their
own private armies, the so-
called ‘auxibanes’, which were
used ruthlessly inthe tribal trust
lands (where the bulk of the
African peasantry live) to get
the vote out.

A delegation headed by the
Liberal peer Lord Chitnis is
producing a report detailing the
cases of intimidation. Omne
striking example was the in-
siructions sent out by the
National Election Directorate
to white farmers and
householders, telling them to
take their black employees to
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Southern Afric

back to colonial days, has not
mounted a frontal assault on
the government. But as the
economic and political ¢risis of
the regime brought on by the
occupation of West Sahara
deepens. we can expect more
workers’ struggle.

SWP Middle Fast Group.

the polling
stations. African
farmworkers and
domestic set-
vants are the
two largest
categories
of worker
in Zim-
babwe.

The
delegation also)
collected
evidence of e
NUMErous cases
in which troopy
forced
villagers to
g0 and vote.
Thus in the
Buhere
tribal trust
land 20
lorries of
soldiers turned %57
up and told the Ji
peasants ‘go and
vole or we will
bomb vour
homes’.

Still, the election results were
not a complete work of fiction.
They at least reflect the very
uneven degree to which the
guerillas of the Patriotic Front
(in fact, mainly ZANU) have
penetrated different parts ofthe
country.

The poil was lowest 1n areas
like Victoria province and
Manicaland where ZANU units
are well-entrenched, and in the
Ndebele areas of south-west
Rhodesia where ZAPU 13
traditionally strongest
{although ZANU guerillas are
now very active there),

The Mrewa district, however,
im the north-east of the country,
where the ZANU campaign
began back in 1972, there were
presistent reports of the ‘boys’
{the guecrillas) telling people to
go and vote. This is evidence to

L]
-

support
? the
otherwise
“ rather fanciful

story that
Muzorewa (whose
base in among the

. Shona-speaking majority) 1Is

planning to team up with
Raobert Magabe of ZANU
(ditto) against Patriotic Front
co-leader Joshua Nkomo of
ZAPU.

Muzorewa, predictably, was
the chief beneficiary of the
elections, winning an overall
majority of seats. A weak and
incompetent leader, he will now
have to form a government in
which, under the new constitu-
tion, a quarter of the posts must
go to candidates chosen from
the 28 white MPs, all of them
members of lan Smith’s Rhode-
sian Front (there are 100 seats 1n
the new House of Assembly:
blacks outnumber whites in
‘Zimbabwe-Rhodesia’, as it is
now called, 25 to 1).

Under the new constitution,
control over the civil service,
army, police and judiciary is In
the hands of four commissions
independent of the elected
government. This provision was
devised to ensure that the white
minority will continue to con-
trol the state machine. The

contitiution
‘cannot be
hanged without
~ their agreement.
' The war
will  continue,
, fought for the
V. regime by security
forces composed large-
lv of blacks but otficered and
commanded by whites. The
latest tactic being employed
against the Patriotic Front i3
codenamed ‘Operation Turkey’
and is designed to weaken the
guerillas’ peasant base through
starvation.

Grinding mills and shops are
being closed down in many
tribal trust lands. Where crops
are found during incursions
into  guerilla-controlled  areas
they are destroyed. These
measures, combined with a
poot  harvest, explain the
reports of increasing malnutri-
tion amcng black chiidren in
rural areas.

The secunty forces’ tactics -
in particular the imposition of
martial law and the increasingly
aggressive raids apgainst
Patriotic Front in Mozam-
bigue, Zambia and even Angola
‘have kept the guenlla tide,
which last year had reached the
suburbs of Salisbury, at hay.

Western imperialism and
southern Africa

Much now depends on the
attitude of the western
governments. The Rhodesian
economy is in a disastrous mess
(per capita income income has
fallen by a quarter since 1974)
while whites continue to ‘take
the gap’, (as leaving the sinking
ship 15 called in Rhodesia), at a




rate of 900 n the past six
months. Western recognition
and the lifting of sanctions are
vital to the regime’s future.

Margarct Thatcher's victory
has placed 1n office a British
government  basically  svm-
pathetic to the Rhodesian
regime. The delegation of Tory
peers sent to vet the elections
had decided that they were ‘free
and tatr’ before their plane took
off from Heathrow,

Ot course, Whitehall 15 not
where 1t counts these days, even
in matters  which concern
southern  Africa.  Since
Angolan war of [975-6 “Anglo-
American’ policy on the region
has been
Washington. Jimmy Carter and
Andrew Younpg are not goingto
scrap their African strategy on
Thatcher's say-so.

Nevertheless, Tory
governments have a record,
dating back to Suez. of heing
less  subservient to  the
Americans than their Labour
counter-parts. |.ord Carrington
mav not bhe as willing as the
unlamented Doctor Death to
act as Washington's messenger-
hoy. Asa formerdirector ol Rio
Tinto Zinc he is well qualified 1o
defend the interests of British
capital n southern Africa.

Moreover, Carter 1s under
heavy domestic  pressure  to
reccognise  the  Rhodesian

regime. [he mid-term elections
last November returned a Con-
rress which s well to the right of
Its predecessors, especially on
loreign policy matters.

A number of vocal opponents
of apartheid were unseated.
maost notably Dick Clark, chair-

man ol the senate  sub-
commillee on Africa  (his
successtul - Republican  oppo-

nent was financed hy, among
others, the South African
Department of  [nformation).
Carter, as the price of the
ratification of a ncw SALT
treaty, might be {forced to soften
his line towards the southern
African scttler regimes.

Muldergate and the rise of
the military

Another lactor working in
Smith's favour is the increasing-
lv embittered relations between
Washington and Pretoria. The
Rhodesian regime is heavily
dependent on South Africa.

Without ail and military sup-:

part trom the south the war-
effort would not continue lor
more than a few weeks,

In the past. the South African
regime has used this positicn to
torce Smith in the direciion of

the

decided in
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compromise with the guerillas,
First fohn Vorster and then his
SUCCESSOT As prime mimister,
PW Botha, were vital in-
termediaries for western
governments in their efforts to
arrive  at  a  settlement  in
Rhodesia,

Mo longer, 1t seems. Pretoria
welcomed the Rhodesian elec-
tion results (let it be noted, not
only the National Party govern-
ment but also ‘hiberal” opposi-
tian Progressive Federal Party).
Fven before they were an-
nounced PW Botha had public-
Iv  speculated about the
desirabhility  of a  southern
African economic and military
kloc dominated hy the South
African regime but embracing
‘moderate’ black governments
in Zimhabwe and the like.

Meanwhile, Botha 1s defving
Washington on a variety of
fronts. He made an un-
precedented  row  about the
discovery that a US cmbassy
atreraft had been used to spy on
military instatlations (perhaps
m  search of the nuclear -
weapons  South  Africa s
reliably reported to possess?).
And in Namihia the tribal-
settler coalition elected there
fast year is, to put it mildly, not
being discouraged from pur-
suing its own internal settle-
ment 1n defiance of the western
proposals adopted by the Un-
ited Nations for an agreement
with the South West Africa
People’s Orpanisation,

Cne feature of P W Botha's
premiershup. since his clection
last vear, has been an inten-
sification of the already existing
tendency of the regime to place
the country’s national security
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hefore all other objectives,
including good relations with
the west.

One feature of the Mul-
dergate scandal, which pitted
Botha against the former
minister of the interior and of
information and leader of the
Transvaal National Party, Con-
nie Mulder, s that 1t amounted
in large part to a struggle for
power between two sections of
the state hureaucracy.

John Vorster, prime minister
of twelve vcars hefore his
retirement  last vear was the
man. as minister of justice and
police, who built up the for-
midable  sccurity  apparatus
which  crushed  the  hlack
resistance 1n the carly 1960s,
terrorised  the  white  liberal
opposition  thercalter  and
drenched the Soweto uprising
in hlood.

At the heart of this apparatus
15 the Department of National
Securtty (better known hy its
old name, BOSS - Bureau of
State Securny). Fhe head of
BOSS until last vear and. after
Vorster. the most powertul and
feared man in South Adrica, was
{icneral Hendrik Van  Den
Bergh, an old crony from the
days when thev were  both
mmterned for supporting Hitler

etforts  to

during the second world war,

Van Den Bergh was a lot
more than just a secret police-
man. He acted as Vorster’s
presonyl representative in the
woo conservative
black African governments into
detente with the apartheid
regnme. He met the right-wing
Angolan leader Jonas Savimh
in Jtuly 1975, shortly before the
South  African  jnvasion  of
Angela. BOSS  agents were
active In every western and
Atrican capital.

Van Den Bergh's downfall
was his implication in secretary
of Information Eschel
Rhoodie’s  over-ambitious
attempts to buy support for
South Africa i the west, When
the liberal opposition press
hlew the whistle on Muldergate
last vear, Van Den Bergh was
torced out. He now has saffered
the fate of s0 many of his
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vietims,

denied a passport and
therefore deprived ol the right
to Icave the country,

it 15 the South  Afnican
military  establishment  which
has profited from (he fall of
Mulder until last vear tipped
as Vorster’s certaln successor)
and Van Den Bergh.,

P W Rotha was Vorster’s
minister of defence and con-
tinues to hold this portfolio as
prime manister. He built up the
South African Defence Foree
imter  a  formidable  military
machine with a very powerfu!
punch. The military are an

V:nm:-mic nower s well: the

state-

owned corporation

Armscor produces maost of the

cquipment  reguired by the
SADF.

Associated  with  these
developments s the drive 1o
cconnmmic selt-sutficieney. The
state-run Sasolburg coal-into-
oll project was massively ex-
panded after the faliof the Shah
deprived South Africa of its
mamn source ol mmported oil.
The government has  taken
powers to assume control of
imdustry m the still unbkely
evenl ot the west Imposing
CcConamIc sanctions on South
Afnca. (However, even these
projects reflect South Afnca’
cconamic  dependence  on
western capilal - western com-
panics like the Tluor corpora-
ton and Deutsche Bank are
heavily involved n the
Sasolburg expansion
PrOgramime.}.

P W Botha has presided over
the growing militarisation of
the South Alrican state ap-
pitratus. Senior SAIDE officers,

N

have
increasingly adopted an
openly paolitical tole, making
speeches on controversia!
issues. The National Security
Council, a group of Kkey
rministers, generals and civil
servants  presided over by
Botha, meets every Monday.
The cabinet meets on Tuesday
and ratifies the decistons taken
the day betore.

DONS has now had its wings
clipped and has been subor-
dinated to the Department of
Military Intelligence. The chietf
of the SAOF, General Magnus
Malan, now fills the role oc-
cupied by Van Ben Bergh under
Yaorster. _

The Muldergate scandal has
thus left the military on top.
Ome  possible  consequence
would he the use of South
Alrican troops in Rhodesia.
Vorster  withdrew  Pretoria’s
umts im Rhodesig in August
1975, but Botha might send
them back il the military situa-
tion deteriorates further.

Botha 15 a committed ad-
vocate  of  South  African
mititary  expansionism.
Architect of the 1nvasion of
Angola, he remains unrepen-
tant and blames the defeat
which followed the invasion of
the Amernicans” failure to bhack
hium up.

{ oncesstons to black
workers
All this 1s not inconsistent

V-‘ith concessions to the hlack

Q.

townships,

still rumbhng nearly

three years after the Soweto

uprising.  Botha has tinally

implemented  the  reform

promised by Vorster, under

which Africans will be per-

mitted to hoy long leases of lund
wn the townships,

The regime seems prepared to
go even further to recognise,
that urban Africans are not
‘temporary sojourncrs’ i the
citigs. The teport of the Wiehan
commission on labour relations
published at the end of Apni
amounts to the admission that
the attempt since [94¥ to crcate
the apartheid system. turning
ali blacks in the urban areas into
migrant  workers with their
dependants  in  the  tribal
Homelands, has Cnled.

Professor Nic Wiehahn, its
chairman and a special adviser
to labour minister Famie Botha,
recently said that the African
worker has become so0 In-
tegrated in our economy that he
can no longer be separated from
it

Accordingly the commission
recommended that  Atrican
workers (R0 per cent ol the total
lahour force) be permiited to
Join or form legally recognised
trade unions. that the job colour
bar reserving skilled jobs for
whites 1in key 1ndustries
{(notably building, mimning and
maotors} be scrapped and that 1t
should be made easier for
blacks to become apprentices,

Fanie Botha accepted the
first two proposals (but not the




third). Even then there were
qualifications Migrant workers
are to beexcluded: there are two
million of them, out of a black
work-force of nearly seven
million; all the black workers mn
the mines are migrants, as are
two thirds of the male labour
force in Soweto.

Maoreover, the government 18
not keen on the 1dea of mixed
unicns. Closed shop
arrungements excluding black
workers, where they imposed
not by law, but by collective
agreement between emplovers
and white trade umons, will be
left alone,

The proposals are designed to
change the existing situation as
little as possible. There 15 a
severe shortage of skilled
workers (a shortape of [0.000
likely to rise as the economy
picks up to 50,000 1 three years’
time, according to the Chamber
of Mines.) If black workers
were allowed into skilled jobs,
this shortage could be
eliminated - and blacks would
be a lot cheaper (the artificial
scarcity of skilled workers
means black-white wage
differentials sometimes as high
| las 1-10). |
Moreover, the expansion of
South African manufacturing
industry between the late 1950s
and the mid 1970s means that
the economy depends on the
existence of a significant
number of semi-skilled African
workers, who are not migrants,
but who form an increasingly
stable and settled work-work-
force.

Their economic muscle was
reflected in the massive strikes
iin the Durban area incarly 1973

and in the subseguent growth of
4 number of independent black
unions.

Wichahn wants Lo mtegrate
these workers by allowing them
to organise within the highly
bureaucratic and  state-
regulated official union system.
He 15 particularty keen to
fragment the black work-force
through the crcation of com-
pany unions for black workers,
and the encouragement of plant
hargaining.

Independent black unions
which refuse to opt into the
state system, will suffer dis-
erimination at the hands of the
government and employers.

The proposals have already
been denounced by a number of
white unions grouped around
the far-right Confederation of
Labour. White workers stand to
lose a lot if their privileged
status 1s thus chipped away. It is
unhkely, however, that they will
carry the day.

Farligr this vear the white
Mineworkers Union (MWL)
went on strike in protest apainst
moves to introduce c¢oloured
workers into skilled jobs in one
mine. In 1922 a white miners’
strike over an identical issue led
to an armed nsurrection which
had to be suppressed by troops,
tanks and planes and which led
to the alliance between the
Afrikaner National Party and
white workers. This time the
National Party government sat
by and watched as the Chamber
of Mines smashed the MWU
into the ground,

This change in attbitudes
reflects the integration of the
Afrikaner bourgeoisie Into n-
dustnal capital in South Africa.

—_
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. Pay - Round One ...
agreements outstanding:
Private sector

Engineering

Building
Massey-Ferguson
{Manchester / Covenitry
Liverpool

Birds Eye (Hull/
Grimsby Gt. Yarmouth)
Chemical Industry

Chrysler {Linwood/
Coventry/Luton)
Imperial Tobacco
(bristoi)
Littlewoods Stores
Printing (Scotland]
Public Sector
Fast Office
Power Industry
Council staff

~ Post Office (Eng)
Government Industrial
Dockyards, naval
bases etc)
Teachers
GLC/ILEA

One of the most 1mportant

members of the Chamber ot

Mines, still the core of South
African capitalism, s the
WGeneral Mining and Finance
Corporation, owned by the
massive Afrikaner Investment
‘company FVB,

The strategy the regime 15
adopting towards the black
working class 1s one of divide
and rule: plant umons versus is
one of divide and rule: plant
unions versus natlonal unions;
settled, orgamsed workers ver-
sus migrant woerkers; semi-
tribal migrant workers militant
versus students (as during the

MoDs.

1% miflign
800,000
15,000

7.000
50,000
ICI 78,000

23,000
21,000

16,000
16,000

250,000
100,000
530,000
125,000

175,000
500,000 NUT/NAS-UWT
20,000 GLCSA/NALGO

Month Due
April
June
April

Main TU
AUEW
UCATT/T&G
AUEW

TRG
T&G/GEM
T&G/GEM

Aapril
May
June

T&G/AUEW
WL

June
May ./ July

USDAW
SOGAT

May
July

Jan
March
July
July

UPW
EETPU
NALGO
POEL

TRGAC5U Julby
April

July

Soweto stay-at-home of August
1976). cmployed versus un-
emploved (black unemploy-
ment 15 rising fast).

Whether it succeeds depends
on the hlack resistance’s ability
te build on the power and
militancy displayed by the
African working class in the last
tew years and thereby to over-
come the divisions the regime
hopes to exploit. Gestures,
however heroic, like the armed
attack on a Soweto police
station probably by the African
National Congress will lead to
vet more defeats.

Alex Callinicos
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‘In Mr Heath’s beliel the instrument for
achieving economic growth was the private
enterprise system. He was as emphatic in
this helief as Mrts Thatcher after him,
Though different in style his speeches and
hers do not on this point differ in content. It
15 not through state organisation and
direction but through the play of individual
skills and the taking of individual risks that
‘real prosperity is created. There can be no
argument on this between members of the
- Conservative Party.’

~ Thus Douglas Hurd. Heath's private
palitical adviser, in his recent book on the
last Tory government. The election of a new
Tory government, dedicated to all manner
of reactionary policies, makes the ex-
perience of the period 1970-74 an important
one for study. It is doubly
important hecause
many people
| in the
socialist

...




movement today have come into active
political life in the struggle aganst a
reactionary lLabour Government and, for
tern, the Tories in power are a dim memaory,

For those ol us who hved through the
fight as revolutionary sociabists. there are
even greater dangers: the four years have the
status of myth, We look back upon them as
a red blur of class struggle in which politics
had a clear relevance to masses of workers
and issues had a simplicity that they have
lost under labour,

The Health Government did see a major
upsurge in the class struggle. In three years,
the Governmentl declared five states of
emergency. The number of days lost n
strikes rose from under seven million in 1969
to over twenty million in 1972. Even more
clearly, the average length of strikes in-
creased from 4.1 days to 17.1 days 1n the
same period.

But there is another side to the pictu}'ﬁ.
There were bitter defeats as well as magnifi-
. cent victories and the tempo of that

™ working

struggle was not at all even.
Meither did the.

class spring forth in united hostility to the
Tormes the moment Heath entered Downing
Street.

The pertod was a complex one and
opportunities were missed as well as taken.
Indeed, it is possible to argue that many of
the difficuitics that we have fuced in the last

five years have roots i the limits that we

reached in the vears ol struggle.

According to Harold Wilson, the Labour
Party lost the 1970 election because England
lost to Ciermany in the World Cup a few
days betore polling. The rcal reasons, of
course, were rather more substantial.

The strategy of the Wilson government
had been based on three pillars: produc-
tivity dealing, wage controls and anti-umon
legislation. The first of these was, by 1969,
meeting an increasingly sopisticated
resistance from the rank and hle, and the
other two were about to fall apart.

The anti-unicn propoesals. outlined inh a
document called In Place of Strife, were
pushed by Wilson, Barbara Castle and Tony
Benn, who was then one of the coming men
of the government. They were opposed by.
ot all peaple, James Callaghan.

They were also opposed by a very wide
section of the trade umon movement. The
Scottish area of the NUM called a one day
strike against them in January 1969. On 27

On 18 June, a deal was cobbled together
with the TUC whereby they would attempt
to police their own ranks. According to
Wilson:

‘For pood or ill, we had accepted the views
of the TUC but only because, under the
catalytic action of our legslative proposals,
they had “moved forty vears in a month”,
They had accepted responstbility for dealing .
not only with the inter-union disputes with
which they were best fitied to deal, but also
with unconstitutional strikes in a situation
where the shopfloor was becoming in-
creasingly militant and determined.”

[n fact, the government had been forced
to hack down, for the following months saw
a major breach of the government’s incomes
policy in the ‘revolt of the low paid’. A
series of strikes, of which perhaps the
dustmen’s was the most bitter, resulted n
the collapse of the wages norm. Not only
was the major thrust of government policy
in tatters, but they had succeeded 1n
demoralising or alienating a great deal of
their potential working class support,

The Tories, meanwhile, had been whip-
ping up their supporters. At the 1968
comference, they had promised to change
taxation policy to ‘a charge on spending
rather than a penalty on earnings’ and this
commitment to shifting from direct to

indirect taxation was carricd through into
their election material.

Their Campaign Guide [970 promised
A

February 200,000 workers struck and

¥ g on ] May, a further 100.000.

P Wax § P 3 | ' 53 Labour M PS ?Dtﬂd
3 P o painst the proposals and, h}’

w4 5 woag June, it was clear L o g;:}%; o e
¥ v that they ATV NS
A could not ; %ﬁé_ﬁ? , : ;h\;%@g 2 q

be carned.



[ Sty

TR LR L e

I L

f

i

reduced
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taxation,
expenditure
cuts, ncreased rents for council houses,

ending  of subsidies to  industry,
denationalisation of some firms, law and
arder. legal intervention in the ‘reform’ of
trade unions. and a battery of other
measures. The combination of working
class disillusion with labour's record and
middle class hysteria whipped up by Tory
promises won Heath the clection.

The result came as a surprise to most
people and. inttially, it was judged that the
change of government would not make
much difference to the way things went.
Thus Nigel Harnis, on the front page of
Sociulist Worker ol 27 June 1970, wrote that
‘The Tory government is likely to begin
softly” and that 'itis likely that . in practice
the bark will be worse thyn the hite’.

This view was shared very widely. Vic
Feather, TUC (ceneral Sccretary, told the
July meeting of the NUT Fxecutive that:

‘Conservative  economic  policies are
hetter than those of the Labour Party. We
think that the present government will do
very many of the things we were wanting the
previous government to do . . . [ can knock
on the door of lan Macleod as well as | can
knock on the door of Roy Jenkins and get
an equally frendly response .. . I can knock
on the door of Robert Carr and gat a mare
triendly response than 1 got from Barbura
Castle. The problems do not change just
because a different government is elected,
because the difficulties of this country at
present are more economic than political’.

Most shades of opinion in the lahour
movement were thus rather badly wrong
and 1t 15 worth while spelling out why this
was the case.

In a developed c}lpitalist‘cnuntr}' with a
poweriul trade union movement, the room
for manoucvre of any government which
rests  on cbourgeors  democragy is  very
limited. There are, of course, different
policies which can be pursued but. just asa
reforming fictt-wing’ government is hrought
up sharp against the power of the state
machine and the logic of big capital. so is
any reactionary government armed with the
atavistic desire to return to the days of Mr
GOradgrind. Thus the material consequences
of & change of government are not likely to
be catastrophic. However, despite these real
constraints, the room for different policies
does exist and does have very real conse-
Juences. _

In addition to this. just as the 1.abour
Yartv inopposition has to make conecessions
toats social base sotoo docs the Tory Party,
While the latter muy be the party of big
business, it depends for its mass support and
much of its "cadre” ona rag-tag of the middle
classes - small businessmen, lawyers, estate
agents. advertising people. and similar
parasites - who are very far from being the
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direct representatives of big
capitai. Since the Tory
party 15 the least
democratic in Britain - its
contferences do
not even decide their own
agenda and votes
arc not binding on anyone - this is less ot a
problem for them than it is for the Labour
Party. but it is still present. It is this factor
which explains many Tory irrationalities.

[ncome tax cuts. for example, are of little
importance to big business but are very
important to the Tory rank and file.
Hanging and flogging wouid have little
impact on the accumulation of capital, but
they are very important to the Tory rank
angd file,

Fhus when a Tory government comes to
power it carries with 1t the ideolopical
kaggage of the most backward sections of
the muddle class and it makes a very
determined effort to implement it

The Heath government certainly made a
determined effort. The first group of
amimals to feel a slipping ol the leash were
the yudges: in July Judge Melford Stevenson
sent some Cambnidge students to prison for
long terms for their part in a protest against
the colonels who ruled Greece.

In Ircland, the level of repression rose
sharply. By September, the Home Oifice
was moving to expel a sick former German
student leader, Rudi Dutschke. trom the
country.

Much more central to the government’s
strategy however, was the proposal to
intraduce an Industrial Relations Act which
would carry through many of the proposals
which Wilson had lailed on. This provided
ane of the majar subjects for debate at the
TUC Conference that autumn. The leader of
the left, Hugh Scanlon of the Engineers,
argued that this was: ‘the greatest danger the
trade union movement has had to face for
the last fifty years’. Feather. ever the
moderate, argued that: ‘the trade union
movement is not seeking showdowns or
confrontations with anvone’.

According to the minister responsible,
Rohert Carr, the Bill was: ‘a tair deal tor all
who wark inandustry and for the country’.
Among its proposals were: legally binding
agreements: secret ballots, outlawing the
closed shop: sixty-day cooling off periods:
compulsory registration of unions; the
institution of an Industrial Relations Court.

The leading role in the first phase of
the struggle against the Bill was played by
the Communist Party dominated liaison
Committee tor the Befence of Trade Unions
{1.CIYTTY. The first one-day strike action
on 11 November was a relative {ailure with
only KO0 workers involved, but the
1.CIYTH Conference on 14 November was
massively attended and voted fora militant
programme of stoppages, starting on K
December. This was very successtul, with
about 500000 workers coming out. On |
January, the Birmingham TGOWU had its
awn action, with another 45.000 stopping
work in that citv.

The strategy of the [LCDTU., however,
way really to pressure the official movement
into  action. The TUC lzadership were

extremnely reluctant to lead a fight. Therr
first response was to persuade the Labour
Party to put down amendments te what they
saw as the most objectionablefeatures of the
Bill in the House of Commons, and they
tried to persuade Heath in private to drop
the Bill in return for their agreement to a
twelve-month wage freeze.

However, even they were forced to
respond to the mood that was building up
and they called a rally for 12 January 1971,
There were few strikes on that day and very
many factorvy meetings which spilled over
into work time. while Wiison and Feather
got a very rough ride at the official rally in
the Albert Hall. The TUC demonstration in
l.ondon on 21 February was massively
supported with perhaps a quarter of a
million marching.

The Engineers leadership responded with
rather more militancy, calhnpg official
stoppages on | March {1.5 million onstrike)
and I8 March {(two milhon on strike). The
latter strike co-incided with a special TUC
Conterence to discuss the Bill. In retrospect,
the action by the engineers was the decisive
turning point. Faced with massive rank and
file hostility to the act, the General Council
had to put themselves at the head of the
movement in order to divert i,

This they succeeded in doing, turning the
special conference into a debate an whether
to co-operate with the Act, rather than how
to smash it. There was in fact, deep division
over this policy. Frank Chapple, for the
right, arpued: ‘We say the Bill is un-
workable. Why don't we co-operate and
prove it. Why do the Registrar’s work for
him’. In the end. the resolution that
*Atfihated umions shall be strongly advised
not to become registered under the Act’ was
carried by 5,053,000 to 4,284 000 votes.

In fact, the soft ine on registration was a
very risky policy, as a number of unions
were very eager to collaborate, The AUEW
Conference in Torquay voted 68 to none,

with one abstention, not to register, but

other unions were less determined.

Scanlon pleaded for support from other
unions: ‘] have committed myself and |
have done so in the knowledge of these
things {fines ete). But I think all of us would'
he much happier if others would speak out
and say that they are willing to take the
political act which the situation demands.

“We should issue a decisive call tothemto
do likewise. The absolute unity of all
workers would be the greatest single act
towards making the Bill become 1n-
operable’. :

The idea of action against the Bill was, by
now, pretty dead. The LCDTU Conference
on 24 April took no independent initiative,
and the focus was firmly fixed upon a
passive resistance in order to make the Biil
‘inaperable’.

Substantial sectons of the bureaucracy
regarded even this policy as too extreme. At
the ASTMS Conference in June the vote not
to register was carried by 67,280 to 61,650,
against the advice of Clive Jenkins. The
NALGO Conference was manoeuvred by
the Executive into taking no final decision
over the matter.

The electricians, on the advice of Chap-
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ple. voted not to register but, immediately
afterwards. he introduced the novel ruling
that the vote was binding on the conference
hut not on the Exccutive. At the Seplember
TUC the hard-line SOGAT motion for
expelling  registering  unions  was
overwhelmingly defeated.

Thus. in twelve months, the trade union
hureaucracy had turned a fighting response
ta the Bill into a teeble and passive retusat to
co-operate.  The  National  Induostrial
Refations Court {(NIRC}. presided over by
the Tory Judge Donaldson. was ready to
start its attack on the unions.

There were other major Tory success in
this period. The racist Iinmigration Act was
forced through. Internment was introduced
in Irckand and the concentration camp at
L.ong Kesh began to hill up. There were cuts
tn public spending and Thatcher earned her
nick-name hy stopping school milk. The
major success of the Tories, howeyver, was
on the question of wages.

The Heath government, wedded to
laisves faire, was. intheorv, opposed to wage
controls and it was the THC that was
propagandising  lor  incomes  policy,
However, as a major emplover. the Tones
were (n a position to set an example over
WIHES.

In December 16700 the power workers
were 1solated and smashed. In January 1971
the Unmion of Post Oflice Workers began it
first official stoike for 50 years, demanding
£3 a week. After six bitter weeks they were
defeated, as were the Ford workers 1o their
struggle for parity with other car plants.
After a nine-week strike, they were sold out

by a personal mntervention of Scanlon and’

Jones.

In fact, although they had no formal
incomes policy, the government constantly
encouraged private sector emplovers to
tollow their example. Carr, for example,
wrole in the Hirector magazine calling tor
emplovers 1o “co-ordinate  their wage
bargaining and develop  counter-vailing
POWCT .

The major set-back which the govern-
ment experienced in this period was ther
policy ol not subsidising athng industrics,
This, of course, had always heen selective,
with projects like Concorde eating up funds
as a matter of course.

However, when Rolls-Rovee collapsed in
February 1971, the consequences of the
company’s total liguidation tor British
cupualism were so scvere that Heath was
farced to bail out the unprofitable bits by
means ot nationalisation, while leaving the
profitable bits in private hands.

They telt much less compunction over the
problems ol lpper Clvde Shiphuilders,
which ran into senious difficulnes in JTune.
The government were very reluctant to
provide anv aid forsaving jobs and the work
tarce under the leadership of the OV voted
to organise a ‘work-in".

This was verv widely supported with
100,000 workers striking in the West of
Scotland on 23 June in protestat unemploy-
ment. The issue was clearly onc which
provoked a substantial response. With
nearly one millhon on the dole the UCS
workers were joined by many other groups

of workers,

This fight, too, had substantial
weaknesses. ~ This  was particularly In
evidence in the intervention of Benn. As
Wilson's minister of technology he had
forced through redundancies at UCS n
1969. but, after an initial rough reception,
the VICS leaders were prepared to welcome
him into the leadership.

T'he struggle against redundancies, which
spread very far bevond UCS, was quickly
diverted into reasonahle arguments about
viahility, and, later workers' co-operatives.
Indeed, one of the major results of the UCS
work-in was the political rehabilitation of
Benn as a lcader of the "left’ in the [Lahour
Party.

Altin all, up to the end of 1971, the Tory
government had heen very successful n
their attacks on the working class.

The new year opened with a miners’ strike
and an occupation of the Fisher-Bendix
factory in Kirkby. On 30 January. the
Parachute Regiment shot down 13 unarmed
men in Perry and the British Embassy in
Dublin was burned to the ground in
retaliation. A new and more militant phase
in the class struggle had clearly begun,

The miners had been spoiling for a fight
for some vears and there had bheen local
strikes in Yorkshire, Scotland and South
Wales in November 1970, Consequently, the
1972 strike had massive militant support,
Although the press attempted to repeat the
isnlation they had intlicted 12 months
‘before on the power workers, this tume they
tailed. Despite the horror stories and witch-
hunting, there was massive working class
support for the miners. Instead of sitting
quietly in the coal tields, the miners sent out
pickets to the power stations and docks and
were enthusiastically received everywhere.

The climax was the struggle arcund the
depot at Saltley in Birmingham. On 7 and 8
February 1000 pickets, largely trom
Yorkshire and orpanised by a new figure
called Scargill, had fought very hitter battles
with a larger number of police. On the
evening of the 8th, Scargill addressed the
Birmingham East District Committee of the
AUEW, whodecided to call for strike action
in solidarity.

On 10 Fehruary, 40 000 workers struck
and 10.000 marched on the depot. An
engineering militant who was on the picket
line deseribed the scene!

“The gates are at the bottom of a small
valley. We were struggling with the polhice
and petting a rough time. Suddenly, the
police eased off. | looked round and saw the
hanners over the top of the hill.

‘A huge column of workers marched
down to the gates and swamped the police.
The gates were closed. We wereall in tears. |
thought the revolution had come”

It was the turning pont of the strike. The
government appointed a specual inguiry
which rapidly conceded the bulk of the
miners’ claim,

The miners’ strike was a massive victory
for the working class but. despite this, the
government was able to hold on. The UPW
accepted cight per cent. as did the nurses and
the local government manual workers. The
engineers should have been stronger. but the

leadership refused to lead a national
struggle.

Instcad, there was a bitter local fight in
the Manchester argas with 25 factornes
occupied. However, the leadership refused
to spread the fight and allowed local
scttlements. The employers had no such
scruples and paid out massive support to the
owners of occupied firms. The result was a
messy and demoralising series of local
compromises which did much to undermine
the credihility of the broad left leadership in
the umion, particularly in their bhase In
Manchester.

The Industriai Relations Act. in the
meantime, had not gone away. On |5 March
the stewards of Kaymet, a small London
engineering Hirm, were the first to be
summoned to the NIRC and. already. some
unions were starting to coliaborate with the
Act. In April, the raillway workers were
forced to take a cooling-off period and then
to ballot before further action.

The result of the vote was overwhelming
support for strike action. Despite this clear
indication of rank and file feehg on the Act,
the leadership of the movement was in
headiong retreat and the LODTU meeting
on 1O June failed to provide any positive
lead.

The retreat was stopped hy the dockers.
They were engaged in a series of attempts to
ensure that the fast-growing container
traffic was handled by registered dock
labour and not by sweated and unorganised
labour. In the course of this campaign, they
hegan picketing various container firms.

The NIRC intervened on the saide of the
employers and, 1a the case of a company
called Heatons, fined the TGW U £8000. The
leadership backed down and paid the fine,
but this did not stop the rank and file action.
By June, the focus of the struggle was on the
Vestey-owned Midland Cold Store in Lon-
don.

The NIRC tnied vanous devigces 1o break
the picket, but in the end decided to take
action apainst the leading shop stewards. On
Friday 21 July five stewards were arrested
for “contempt of court’. immediately
dockers all over the country walked out,

The first attempt at solidarity was in Fleet
Street and by Sunday the electnicians had
closed down all the national papers. The
response here was not automatic and tt had
taken a great deal of hard arguing by
dockers and muilitant printers to get the
closure, but elsewhere the response was very
much better.

Despite the fact that the action took place
(n the middle of the hohday peried the
numbers ot workers on strike grew daily, On
the Wednesday, the Law Lords released the
men. By that time, even the TUC had got
round to calling a one day othcial general
strike for the following Monday.

Onece again, the hurden of the fight
aganst the Act had fallen on the shoulders
of the rank and file. The oftficial leadership
of the TGWLU and of the other untons were
gquite ready to make spceches and com-
promise In practice,

As for the Labour Party, the frish MP
Bernadette Devlin tried to move a motionin
the Commons reading. ‘This House con-

19



gratulates the five dockers In  their
courageous stand n defence of trade
nnicnism. The House regrets the tailure of
the TUC to react 1o the jatlings by calling a
CGeneral Strike and urges this council of
action without delay’. Not one single
Labour member would secend the motion.

The freeing of the five dockers was the
second massive victory for the working class
in that ycar but, once again, it did not
transform everything. Immediately after
Pentonville the dockers fought a hitter and
inconclusive five-week strike which ended in
a further compromise over manning.

The buiiders fought a very militant eleven
week strike, developing the tactic of the
flying picket to a fine art. for another
compromise solution., The TUC was, once
again, firmly ensconced in talks with the
government, who at last introduced a
formal mcomes policy - phase one,
Alongside this. the Housing Finance Act
and its rent increases came into operation
against the opposition of many tenants and
one Labour counall - Clay Cross.

1972, then, despite two great victories
for the working class. was very lar from
being a long record of success. By the end ot
the year the NERC was back inaction. [ining
the AUEW for its refusal 10 admit a scab
called James Goead and provoking only a
very muted response from the movement.
Although the class struggle reached a point
unknown since 1926, the imihatives ol the
rank and file were constantly sidetracked by
the bureaucracy into the safe channels of
negotiations and compromise.

1973 was a vear of wictory lor the
government. The hospital workers were
beaten after a six-week strike. The miners’
leadership managed te head off any further
strike action this year and the teachers,
nurses, gas workers , dockers, civil servants
and Fords werc all forced to settle inside the
government Limt.

The Clay Cross councillors were heavily
fined for their prinaipled opposition to rent
increases and the widespread rent strikes
were broken up, with stnikers imprisoned at
Kirkhy after a 14-month strike ending in
December.

Although there was a two-million strong
strike on May Day under TUC leadership,
the opposition 1o the Act and the wage
freeze remained divided and muted right
through the spring and summer. Jones and
Scanlon moved further to the right In
August when they ordered thetr members
through an elecinicians’ picket line 10 a
dispute at Chrysler.,

Fhe peace, however, was very tragile, and
by the end of the vear it had begun to break
up. The NIRC moved against the AUEW,
imposing a fine of £75,000 for its handling of
a dispute at the ConMech company. This
was met by a strike. of 350000 on 5
November, led by local districts of the
AUEW. On the other hand, three huilding
workers tried for ‘conspiracy’ at
Ghrewsbury were allowed to go to jail with
only muted protest at 15 January 1974

By this time, though, the miners were
once again at the centre of the struggle. In
November they began an overtime ban
which led immediately to a state of emergen-
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cy and a three day working week. The TUC
made every effort to reach a compromise,
even going so far as to propose to the
government that they would entoree *special
case’ conditions over any settlement the
miners might reach.

The government, however, was convinced
that 1t could beat the miners and forced the
leadership to a strike ballot, which produced
an 81 per cent vote tn favour of action. This
strike, however, was very different from
1972, Pickets were very caretully limited to
sIX miners each and the rank and file was
Kept on a very tight leash. Solidanty action
was positively discouraged,

But now the Heath government was on its
last legs and had even lost the support from
big business. The naive Mr Hurd records a
painful incident in 1974 when he was
summeonged te see ‘a prominent industrialist .
.. renowned for the robustness of his right
wing views' (] would guess Brookes of GKN)
who treated him as ‘a message boy’.

In effect, he was given an order to take
back to Heath which meant: *pay the miners
or get out’. Heath chose to fight an election
on the stogan *Who rules the country? Even
though it might be quite clear that it was not
the unlons who ran the country, it was
equally clear that the government couldn’t.
Heath was deteated.

The Industnal Relations Act was finish-
ed. When the Labour Government hesitated
before repealing it and the NIRC tried
another fine on the AUEW, the leadership
at last found their courage. They issued the
famous 1nstruction: ‘All members will stop
work  forthwith.  Within  hours, an
anonyvmous capitalist paid the fine and the
Act tottered mto obhvion.

I have skimmed over the surtace oi those
four years but even so it should be possible
to draw out some lessons, In the first place,

‘Thatcher has been elected upon policies very

similar to those of Heath.

No doubt she has greater determination
to implement them, given that both she and
her buddy Sir Keith Joseph were among the
people who fought alongside Heath. She,
indeed, was beaten by, of all people, the
students when she tried to tie up student
umons.

However, politics is not settled by will-
power and, whatever delusions of iron
resolve she and her followers may have,
there are definite limits to how far they can
implement their policies without running
into opposition.from big business. There 15
no way in which she can hope to get away
with a rigid policy of non-intervention in
mdustry.

That. however, dees not mean that her
government cannot be very reactionary. The
extent to which they are able to implement
thetr policies will depend very much upon
the resistance which the working class puts
up. There is every likelihood that the new
government will try to go a great deal
further in attacks upon workers than any of
its predecessors.

Last time arcund, that did produce a
major counter-offensive. But we have seen
how that counter-offensive was very much
more ungven than it might seem and
invoived a number of defeats and com-

promises as well as some famous victories,

There s no reason to suppose that the
course of events will be any simplet this time
around. The leadership of the unions, and n
particular the TUC, will make every effort
to reach some sort of compromise with the
new government and will continually seek to
sidetrack and divert any rank and file
response into safer directions.

If anything it is very probable that the
struggle will be very much more difficult
this time around. At the start of the Heath
government, the broad left was in quite a
strong position in a pumber of unions, in
particular the Enpineers. The last ten years
have seen not only the atropnhy of much of
this organisation but a growth of a new and
confident right wing.

At the same time all sections of the
burcaucracy have moved vervsharply to the
right under the pressure of the socal
contract. A further factor has been the
extent to which the tradition of independet
shop stewards activity has been eroded by
consecutive wage freezes and plans for co-
opetation rather than conflict.

At this level, the demise of the Com-
munist Party is a crucial factor. It should be
clear from the record that the crucial role in
the struggle against the Industrial Relations
Act was played by the LCDTU. For a period
at the end of 1970 and the start of 1971 this
took a strong independent lead in organis-
ing action against the state.

After that, it fell gradually into passivity,
having achieved its goal of influencing the
official leadership. The period of Labour
government has seen a further decline in its
role.

It is not impaossible that it will be revived
with the Tory attack, but it will begin its
operations from a very much weaker base.
[n addition, the ‘left" leadership in the
Labour Party, which emerged around Benn
in the period following UCS, will be eager to
establish 1ts tarnished credentials and will be
only too glad to slip into the leadership of
the opposition to the Tories.

Against all this gloomy outlook, we can
set 4 positive factor, which is that the
revolutionary left in generaland the SWPin
particular, are very much stronger, more
experienced and hetter rooted in the class
than they were in 1970. We entered that
phase with under two thousand members,
most of them very inexperienced and with
hardly any industrial base.

The sales of Sociglist Worker seen to have
been in the order of ten thousand. By 1974,
IS had some 4,000 members and paper sales
in the week of the election were about
46,000. Tis time around, we are ¢clearly much
larger and much stronger.,

In the fight back, this cgn be the decisive
factor. The major initiatives in the fight

-against the Tories came from the rank and

file; unfortunately, there was no force able
to generalise the gut hostility of thousands
of workers and provide it with a convincing
political direction independent of the trade
union bureaucracy. There is no guarantee
that we will be more successtul this time
but we are much better placed to take the
opportunities that will be offered us. Colin
Sparks.
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Wages, inflation and SR

I hepe that Chris Harman's
‘guide’ through the inflation
debate (Socialist Review 10) has
enlightened more people than it
has confused. The questions he
raises are very real ones, but |
must say that his answers still
leave me in the realm of the
confused.

|. Chnis states that wages do
not cause inflaticon. It seems to
be the age of the capitalist
economy that is the culprit. He
then throws away as one of his
‘few  final points’ that as
capitalists raise prices workers
‘will try to protect their living
standards by forcing higher
wages' leading fo cuts in profits
and a further push on prices.

This leaves us asking the
question, who started the
spiral —you or me? There is also
the major point that increused
wage costs are feeding through
IntO price Tises.

Whle i1t is necessary to show
who cast the first stone and
why, it is perhaps more impor-
tant to ask whether wage rises
would not have their In-
flationary impact if profits were
held in check.

2. Is there not also a
difference between the private
and public sectors? The public
sector appears to be largely
designed to service the capitalist
ecnomy. It 1s also heavily
lahour-intensive. Surely then,
wage Increases in this sector are
maore likely to raise prices which
in turn are then added to the
costs of the private sector.

On the other hand., wage
costs m  highly profitable
and/or highly automated sec-
tors of industry appear, at least
potentially, less likely to have
any dramatic effect oninfiation.
For example, the unions show-
ed in the 1978 Ford pay claim
that conceding the whole of
their demands need not add a
single penny to the price of a
Ford car.

3. Chris says that wages have
fallen behind price inflation.
This does not mean that wages
have no effect on inflation but
perhaps that even lower wage
costs can still contnbute 10
inflation -a much more fun-
damental point 10 relation to a
crisis of capitalism.

I raise these issues not to
suggest that wages do cause

inflation in the sense of shifting
the original sin from capitalism
to the workers but rather
because we cannot avold the
issue that wage costs may be
pushing up inflation where they
arc bemg passed on by
emplovers to maintain thetr
profit levels.

In addition, our analvsis of
inflation will have its effect on
political strategy.

Sncialist Review
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For example, if we simply
state that wages don’t cause
inflation then we simply opt out

of the argument. [t's their
econamy, their inflation and
their crisis. True, but hardly
helpful to workers who are
having their living standards cut
hack.

Chris arpues that Andrew
Glyn's claim that a larger share
of wealth is going to labour is
wrong. Nevertheless, surely
there is no reason for saying
that wage increases shouldn't
cut 1nto profitability. 1t that
does create & crisis  for
capitalism then it’s their loss
and our opportunity.

You ask for uannmiversary
comments on Socialist Review.
Well, congratulations all round
(apart from the proof-readers).
In general, your well-written
features have persuaded me to
read outside my own areas of
interest and even to buy books
following the excellent *Writers
Reviewed" scries.

How about broadening
(rather than expanding) the
review section? The letters on
{900 showed that this could be
successful and there are other
films and even TV, records and
radio (what about ‘Musicians
Reviewed'?).

An  occasiomal pamphilet
among the book reviews would
be interesting (provided that
vou say where it can be obtained
for those of us who don’t live
next door to Collets or
Bookmarks).

At the moment the balange,

_especially in the news section.

appears to be m favour of

industrial and foreign news. It
would be goond to see the
occasional shift in emphasis
towards the arts and science.
New technology s, after all, an
arca that will affect all our
working lves.

Best  washes for
successiul year.
John Stirline
SE London
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New views for old

another

Looking back over the last
year’s edition of Socialist
Review | think you have made
some steps to  produce a
readable, interesting and infor-
mative magazine. It is certamly
the best monthly on the left
(which isn't saying much!} and
is a marked improvement on the
old IS Journal, people are
actually willing to buy SR.

But there still seems (¢ be
some of the old faults creeping
back in and it is these 1 would
like to discuss.

There is a worrying air of
conformity over all the articles.
The sev piece debates ahout
science and socialist theatre are
ioo abstract and remain too
specialised for the average
reader.

We need discussion about
more mundane things: the

controversy raging over the.

ANIL. tactics on marches. the
left’s strategy in elections, yes,
no or maybe to devolution, are

reclaim ithe night
demonstrations worthwhile,
what should our atttude

towards censorship be?

[ don't believe that these
issues have really been aired
sufficiently and it 1s a mistake
the left sconsistently makes

when it blithely assumes that of

course these matters have been
settled. Maybe the London
whizz-kids have made their
minds up, bot out here in
Yegpdom, the arguments
flounder through lack of infor-

mation. Look, the left is fult of
people with their own 1deas on
every concelvable topic, but
that richness of thought is not
reflected in SR.

[ think SR could best be

mproved by a  conseious
attempt to broaden out, and
this is reaily a two-fold opera-
tion. The editorial board needs
to ecncourage this by com-
missioning provocative articles
and inviting contributions from
different viewpoints {and I
don't mean the over vocal
Trots).

How about SR day schools
on some of the topics we have
covered, has anvone tried SE
discussion groups, what about
handing a page over cach issue
to gay groups, ecologists,
women's groups etc?

But there 15 a hmit to the
amount the editors can do
alone, and the readership s
ultimately responsible tor what
sort of magazine we end up
with. | don’t beheve that only
the same old names have
somethmg t¢ say and the
exchange of views which always
follows when socialists meet
should be apparent in the pages
of SR. :

50 come on, everyone who
thinks violence 15 counter-
productive, parliamentary elec-
tions are 4 waste of time, or that
Rock Against Racism 1s self-
indulgence, put pen to paper
and Jet’'s have a thorough
discussion for once, instead of
the grey consensus that current-
lv prevails. The left can't atford
to assume anything about its
tactics and beliefs; but at the
moment there are more stagger-
ing assumptions per column
inch than misprints!

Paul Cunningham.

Is that rihgt?

Three points. Firstly, 1 read SR
attentively and think s
marvellous, and wish a lot more
people would read 1t. So a
suggestion. Socialist Review 1s
monthly, Socialist Worker 1s
weekly, why not pick out from
each Review the four most
important pieces and do a
shorter resume/ review of them
one by one over the four
concurrent SW’s? ['m sure this
would be more productive than
simply printing a picture of the
Review cover with a few titles
and a couple of lines.

21



mmm e e o ———— e & .

T ., = oes

. As 1 understand it. our party

publishes the Review and now

Internarional Socialism, not to’
accommodate the grand old-
hourgeois principie that graded
hrains make finer power. but
because we want to circulate |

analytical and polemical
material without setting SH's
agitational feet in concrete.

I'm sure that a lot of our
comrades. both  with  and
without the benefit of academic

training, still  see these

publications as approximating
the *(), *A’, and ‘BA’ levels of
socialist comprehension. which
is a crving shame.

A regular rather than oc-
casional, trailer in SH for the
Review's coverage would do

more than break down these:

barriers than any number of the
‘districts should sell *x* copies ot
any six of the following ten
party publications’ type of
circular which sometimes deals
with this problem.

Socialist Review 15 excellent
i itself, but our work with it
needs to be pushed inside the
band of maximum tolerable
commitments which so many of
our comrades are obliged to
impose on their activities as
SWP members.

Secondly, |
Review’s ‘Analysis’ features as a
vital part of the party's public
statements, and my enlighten-
ment as a member, No doubt
many others do too, who would
agree that as a rule these
features are first rate.

However, the more relaxed
magazine format should not
include sloppy  political con-
clusions. | was startled to read
in No 10, two adjacent articles,
hoth unfolding excelient
analvses and information on
aspects of the Concordat. but
finally drawing virtaally  op-
posite conclusions!

Bill George concludes by
sugpesting  that it the EEP-
TU-AUEW merger con-
colidates the right wing
regroupment within the TUC,
then  TUC  guidance on
picketing "will no longer just be
pieces of paper tacked on the
end ol election manifestoes’.
Phil Marfleet, on the other
hiand. concludes on picketing
that “over the next year. . . the
fight will be on o protect our
most basic nghtys’.

regard the.

occasional scribbler myself),
that Budl may have let the
demands of fluent prose
override his political judge-
ment. Whatever the case, the
Review shouldn't confuse us in
this wav. especially not n
matters of such importance.

Thirdly, ['m not against
colour supplement style word
puzzles in the Review, but can
we have them as a separate iterm,
rather than scattered at random
about articles like  Nigel
Harris's ‘New Elite’. Some of us
have to concentrate hard
enough as it 15 to take in even
Nigel's crystal clear writings. so
it doesn’t help to get suddenly
hogged down tryving to interpret
typesetting  teasers which a
single proof-reading would
TEMmove,

[s 1t really true that a New
York pajama firm is bullding a
plant in China to ‘produce
nightmare for the US market? |
hope so.

Best wishes [or another year
as good as the last one.

Steve Fudfam
Sheffield

Socio-mathematico-method

1 was disturbed to read Mike
McGrath's letter in the March
issue. Not only does he show a

disturbing tendency towards
idealism, but he can’t add up!

242" he claims, ‘does equal 5
- or anything els¢’. There 15 no
justification whatsoever for this
remark.

That 2+2=4 is firmly rooted in
the fact that two apples plus two
more apples make up the grand
total of four apples. The many
other concepts used In
mathematics can also be reduc-
ed to. and rooted in, similarly
verifiable facts.

Mathematics operates accor-
ding to the laws of logic {unlike
comrade McGrath). An exam-
ple is the so-called law of the
exciuded middie, which states
that you can have either A or
not-A. The assertion that 2+2=4
cannot both be totally true and
totally false. It is simply totally
true, irrespective of whether the
state. or an overdose of idealist
philosophy, has convinced us
otherwise,

2+2=4is atrans-historical fact
which will not alter however
much we might want it to. So
mathematics is not *a creation
of man’s imagination in a way

that, for example, physics 1sn't’. -

On the contrary, mathemeatics
is a representation of reality,
albeit and abstract representa-
t10m.

[ tend to go along with the
rest of Mike McGrath's letter.
although | would hke to offera
more general observation con-

-
. -
r

cerning the debate over scien-
tific method.

It seems to me that this
debate has two strands, neither
of which 15 drawn out clearly.
and which are heing contlated.
There is. first. the sociology of
science, by which 1 mean- the
social relationships and inter-
relationships  within  which
scientific pragtice takes place
and which arg very susceptible
to ‘outside’ influences.

Second, there 15 the method
of science, by which 1 mean the
practice 1tself, 1e the theories
which are investigated. the
cxperiments used in their in-
vestigation, and so on. This
aspect, [ think. has its own
internal momentum and logic.
which are generally less suspec-
tible to influences from outside,

The underlying themes of the
debate seems to concern the
extent to which the sociology -
the government contracts. the
university grants., the status
gained through work in par-
ticular fields, and so on -shapes
and determines the {social)
practices of science,

Now, while the sociology
would obviously change under
the impact of revolution. the
extent to which the method
would change would depend on
the extent of its determination
by the sociology.

Johm Glover
North London
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The gay
movement

left

The modern gay movement
has set out to validate homo,
vexuality, to give a sense of gay
identity, of Gay Pnde. Its approach
has been to single out the unique
aspects of gay oppression, the
particular forms of gay struggle,
the special guahties of homosex-
tality etc. In other words,
1t has built up a theory
hused on differences.
When it comes to the
connection between
ex ploitation and
oppression, classes and oppressed groups.
capitalism and patrarchy, we have a range
of alternaiives.

For stahnists, ideology and social
relations become mere puppets, directly
controlled by cconomic {actors. At the other
extrerne, there are separatists who turn
marxism upside down and argue that social
relations and i1deas themselves determine
economic relations. The former attitude 1s
of little practical mmportance 1n Britain
todav; the latter 13 very important, as ong
expresston of 4 libertananism which intects

the gay movement, even to the extent of

influencing gay socialists.

The autonomy of the gay movement 1s a
recurring theme of debate. Much of the
discussion 15 dominated by moralistic
ohjections to ‘interference’. The discussion
about organisational conclusiens 15 com-
pletely  usless  without lookmg at the
theoretical considerations on which they are
hased.

The women's movement has built up a

and the S

hody of theery under the general heading of

patriarchy. a system which defines the
oppressive relationship between the sexes
and its effects on voung people, homosex-
uals and so on. Af the coye of this analysis is
the family.

‘This body of theory was a welcome
antidote to the economism which had
infected cven the trotskyist tradition. Not all
its thcorists were marxists, though even

some who claimed to be fell into the trap of

treating a ‘separation’ between patriarchy
and capitalism as more than a convenient
but risky tool for analysis. into something
existing in the ‘real world’.

Having sphit off the two, the
‘revolutionary feminists’ at one extreme
claim that the oppression of women as a
whole by men as a whole s necessarily
universal; their political conclusion (hardly
revalutionary) is that the overthrow of
exploitation and oppression can be achieved

only by the
annihilatian {or at least
castration) of all men.
At the other end of

the scale, the stanlinist economic
determinists argue that tafter

the revolution that will all take
care of itself’, denying any need
for a a struggle around sexual
politics i the here and now.

At the moment the important
debate 15 in the ‘middle’ ground.
I The Communist Party. in part because of
their need to account for the position of
wornten and gays in societies which they call
socialist, put forward the need tfor a
‘mopping-up’ operation. That is, a virtually
independent struggle agamst sexual oppres-
sion in addition to any struggle for
socialism. In doing so. they linc up closcly
with the libertanans.

The Socialist Workers Party, although
not seeking to prevent the growth of
‘autonomous’ groups (whatever ‘prevent’
means)y, does argue for a mass leninist party,
within which various oppressed groups dre
accommaodated.

From this angle, the (dea of an ‘indepen-
dent” organisational form tor the struggie
against gay OpPPressicn Is not seen in a
maralistic way as anexpression of ‘freedom’
but as a crucial weakness in the organisation
of the working class 1n the struggle against
capitalism.

The relationship between exploitatjon
can he seen practically in the gay movement.
The compesition of the movement
around sexual hberation which grew out of
the late 1960°s has often been described as
‘middle class dominated” ar even “petty-
bourgeois’.

From my own experience of a gay
counselling service, 1t certainly appears truce
that ‘maddle class’ gays are more hkely to
start coming to terms with ther sexuality.
(This may also have scmething to do with

‘the fact that it relies on the telephone.)

Without getting bogged down in the
terms ‘working class’ or whatever. 1t Is
probably fair to say that the gay liberation
tendency is not based on the ranks of the
manual working class. This i1s nothing more
than an observation that those who gre most
exploited are also most oppressed. Put
crudely, (ay Liberationists are likely 1o
emphasise their oppression over and above
their exploitation on the basis of their
experience of the world,

The German gay movement under the
Weimar Republic (1919-33), together with
organisations like the Campaign [lor
Homosexual Equahty could be summed up
as groups of white, middle-class malcs.
whose positions of relative privilege are
marred only hy their sexual orientation. The
(ferman movement concentrated effort on
scientific’ investigation and propaganda

11
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designed to show that any attempts at legal
control were ‘llogical’,

The Napoleonic code did for a time reject
anti-homosexual laws as ‘irrational’ but that
did not end the oppression of homosexuals
in practice,

The reformists today rely more on
asserting that homosexuality is harmless to
the established order, that the oppression of
homosexuals s nothing more than a
misunderstanding. Above all. it is of no
revolutionary significance at all - dread the
thought.

The second pitfall is particularly liber-
tarian. Since gay oppression 1s ‘felt” at an
individual level, so ‘awareness’ 1s bullt up en
an individual leve! with the aid of example,
argument and mutual support (all of which
are, of course, important). The Gay Libera-
tion Front in its 1971 Manifesto saw the
family as the root of gay oppression and
agreed on the need for a re-structuring ot

“society to deal with it

In practical terms, they proposed subver-
ting the family by forming communes and
encouraging others to do the same. echoing
the sentiment “Abolish the Family’, without
saving who by, when and how. Their forms
of struggie centred around cultural
propaganda, ‘gender-fu'cking‘.
consciousness-raising and an abstract disap-
praval of capitalism. Marx was regarded as
straight and therefore irrelevant.

The politics of these radicals are still
important. not so much because of their
numbers but because of their numbing eftect
on the development of the struggle tor gay
liberation. They are the most outspoken
advocates of ‘autonomy’ and separatism.

" One of the most reactionary backwaters
in which the radicals find themselves is that
of separatism, based centrally on the
division between gay and straight, women
‘and men. Gay men who go to the same
extreme as the ‘revolutionary femintsts’
mentioned earlier. it appears that the root of
their oppression lies in the existence of all
“men. The logic of ending their oppression is
presumably by committing suicide, which is
ironically the worst expression of that
oppression itself.
- At a much mere moderate jevel it 1s often
‘argued by leminists that the oppression of
‘women pre-dates capitalism "so there 1 0o
guarantec that soctalism will also bring
"womens' liberation’. The argument is again
false - feudal society, like capitalist society,
was sexisty but like capitalism, feudalism
‘was a class society. The whole pomt Is the
fhe struggle to smash class society 1s the
struggle to replace 1t with a society which no
-fonger has the preconditions tor the ex-
Ltstence of sexism.
" Since the analysis of the gay separatists
_ tails to take into account any class analvsis
- of oppression. il manages to side-step all
-manner of real ditficulties. The oppression
. of heterosexuals. for instance. is put to one
‘side. Hetrosexuuls are ‘the oppressors’
which solves that problem. The identifica-
tion of the enemy us heterosexuals In
peneral, conversely  defines the ally as
homosexuals in general.

The central drive in the gay movement 18

*theretore to involve homosexuals per se.
I'he result is that non-gays are systemanical-
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Iy or indirectly excluded from gay struggle. -
At the same time, the involvement of gays,
far from being maximized, 1S actually
discouraged on two fronts; non-separatists
ate ohviously put off and gays who have not
yet come out socially as homosexuals are
denied the opportunity to gain confidence
by taking part in gay struggle without at first
identifying themselves as gay. The politics of
the gay movement are therefore self-lirmiting
and condemn it to the downward spiral of
an inward-looking chque.

A graphical illustration of this attitude
was last year’s Gay Pride March. The whole
orientation of the march, down to its name,
was directed to involving homosexuals.

The chosen route, in part deserted, was
through trendy Cheisea, selected in order to
pass a particular pub which has become a
symbol of the gay movement’s failure to
mobilise support from the commercial gay
scene. This contrasted with the much larger
and more effective march a few months
belore. which mobilised a large section of
the Icft in defence of Gay News.

A concern with ideas in isolation is
characteristic of much of the gay and
womens' movements. The massive ernphasis
on sexist behaviour is the most important
aspect of this. An awareness of sexism s, of
course. fundamental to being a
revolutionary socialist today but that
awareness is useless unless sexual oppres-
sion is related to its roots, If it 1s seen simply
as something malicious, as another kind of
natura disaster, the only response 1s to
moralise, to say ‘That’s nasty, take it away’.

In practical terms this is often all that
takes place; tactics are limited to screening
childrens’ hooks and shouting *Sexist!” at
those who use wrong words. The tactics are,

hased on self-righteousness rather than
analysis. Storming into a factory and
scrcaming at the boss “You pig! How dare
vou treat your workers like this!” can be
justified from a moral point of view but
would be useless as a form of revolutionary
practice.

At a superficial level, it appears to some
people that the manual working class 1s the
most sexist social group. This 1s often seen
bv libertarians in terms of ‘jgnorance’, just
as heterosexuals are seen as responsible for
gay oppression. What we have then is not
just moralism but moralism which s
specifically anti-working-class.

This elitism also expresses itself n

apolodies for homosexuality which express
‘ogyness’ through such idealist, mystical
slogans as ‘The Lesbiarr Spirit 15 a Beauty
within Everv woman’.
The emphasis on ideas as in independent
force sllows slogans such as Smash the
Familv! or Gay Liberation Now! to be put
forward. where A Power o the Soviers! or
Workers Power Now! would be laughed at.
Rejecting the fact that gay oppression has a
class basis may make the problem apparent-
lv easier to solve but in reality interferes with
any actual solution being reached. The
struggle for gay liberation is meamngless
anless it is also the struggle for socialism.

Marxists already have some answeres o
the sorts of probiems described above. They
will put forward the concept of class

in fact, very much like Victorian Moralism, .

consciousness in opposition to the pre-
occupation with individual consciousness
and *personal solutions’.

They will argue that hostility to homosex-
uals is just one aspect of an oppressive
ideology which expresses itself through
individuals but has its roots in the
maintenance of capitalist social relations:
that the key to destroying ideology hes in
overthrowing those relations. not just n
slapging off individuals. They will argue that
gay libcration is pie in the sky unless the
foundations are built for the working class
to do the overthrowing.

The approach taken by many gays on the
left has been to start by asking ‘What ts
special about homosexuality?” What is
needed more is to look at the identity of
interest between the working class and
homasexuals as a whole. The first obvious
thing, though, is that the interesis of the
working class do not coincide with those of
homosexuals as a whole,

For a start, there are gay capitalists and
gay Nazis. In addition. there are many more
homosexuals whose class position is such
that they may be antagonistic or ambivalent
towards the idea of socialist revolution.

They may for a while identify themselves
with a movement which they see purely in
terms of a struggle for gay liberation butima
revalutionary situation {and it is revolution
we are talking about) their hostility may
come to the fore. In short, they may line up
with the ruling class 4s & counter-
revolutionary force.

[t is in this situation that we need a
revolutionary party. It the people referred to
could have sufficient numbers and influence
to carry with them sections of the working
class in  blocking the overthrow of
capitalism, it is essential to out-manocuvee
them.

A tiny revolutionary party, loosely tied
into an assortment of ‘autonomous’ political
tendencies which are organised on the basts
of liberal democracy would not be a firm
enough base for the seizure of power by the
workers. for the workers. This is one of the
central conchusions drawn by the SWP.

Our conclusions for the immediate
struggle around gay pohtics are totally
different to the libertarians and those who
walk half-way with them. We believe that
guy struggle should be directed towards
involving the best orgamised and most
exploited sections of the working class. That
applics to the whole of our activity.

The second important conclusion is to
integrate gay struggle into class struggle as-a
whole. to concentrate on drawing ih
mihitants. rather than looking specitically to
‘homosexuals'. That means going into the
Anti Nazi League. rather than fighting
Nazis ‘as homosexuals’ in gay anti-fascist
groups. It means having homosexuals on
the Right to Work marches arguing support
for Gay liberation. 1t means setting up a
very broad bhase for campaigning against
police harrasment in all its forms.

it means joining the SWP not to ‘7ap the
straights” but as a commitment to building
for a socialist transformation of society.
Gay Pride is not just holding hands with
other homosexuals. it’s being able to link
arms with the straights. Lionel Starfing.

T TR




- REVIEWED *

Dashiell

‘The Bourgeosie has subjected the
country to the rule of the towns. It has
created enormous cities, bas greatly
increased the urban population as
campared with the rural and has thus
rescied a considerable part of the
population trom the idiocy of rural life.’
( The Communisi Manifesto).

To Marx in the [840s, the growth of cities
which followed the development of
capitalism, seemed to be a move towards
a higher form of civilisation. The
‘enormous cities” he welcomed then,
gradually took on an increasingly sinister
aspect. Writers began to perceive the city
as a new source of oppression. In the
1920s this view was convincingly
expressed in the fiction of Dashiell

- Hammett,

All his five novels, written between
1929 and (932, are situated 1n Amencan
towns or oities, Hammett depicts these
industrial and commercial centres ot as
liherating, cosmopolitan havens, but as
repressive ant-heaps. In Red Harvest
Personville (appropriately nick-named
"Poisonville’ 1s described thus--

‘The ¢ity wasn't pretty. Most of its
builders had gone in for gaudiness.
Mavbe they had been successful at first.
Since then the smelters ... had yellow
smoked everything 1nto uniform
dinginess’.

This town was built for the
convenience of industry, disregarding its
inhabitants, Hammett goes further; life in
them is brutal and dangerous. Personville
1s owned by one man, Elihu Willson. He
controls the mining company, the city
bank, the two newspapers, the police
department, the District Attorney, plus
all the politicians from the Senator to the
local counctl.

Thée only opposition to his dominance
the anonymous detective-narrator |
discover, came in (921, when the
Wobblies struck. The outcome of the
strike 15 depressingly familiar; —-*Both
sides bled plenty. The wobblies had to do
their own bleeding. Old Elihu hired
gunmen, strike-breakers, national
guardsmen and even parts of the regular
army to do his’.

The union is finished, but Willson
discovers that the mobsters decide to
stay. The city becomes the prize and the

mett

hattlefield for warring gangs. They tight it
out on the streets, making and breaking
alliances with ene another and the police,
killing hoods and citizens in increasing
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numbets; the novels final body-count
resembles the aftermath of a BL7
hombing-raid.

The polhiticians in Red Harvest are the
stooges of the mobs. [n The Glass Key:
the two are mmdistinguishable. Shad
O'Rory and Paul Madvig, both gang
leaders, are fighting an election. Madvig’s
chances seen slim, since he is implicated
in a murder. ’Rory is able to pose as a
reformer and the D.A. and the Police
Chief, once Madvig's men, are on the
verge of shifting loyalties. The 1ssue
becomes simple—

‘If he loses the election, loses his hold on
the city and state government, they'll
electrocute him.’

survival s tied to success and power.
Fhe legal system 1s as much a weaponasa
cosh or a tommy-gun. Control it and you
are night; weakness is the only
immorality. There 15 no moral order.
death comes suddenly and at random.

The nsk _nf uncxpected death applies to




' the hood and ¢ven the respectable
husiness man.

In The Maltese Falcon Sam Spade
describes an incident in which a stolid
citizen called Flitcraft vamshes. Spade
eventually caught up with him and
discovered the cause of Fhtcraft’s
disappearance:

‘Going to lunch he passed an office
building that was being put up. A beam or
something fell 8 or 10 stories down and
smacked the sidewalk alongside him...
The life he knew was a clean, orderly,
sane, responsible affair. Now a falling
beam had shown him that life was
fundamentally none of these things’.

When death can come so accidently,
the established routine of bourgeois life
becomes meaningless. The reality behind
the apperaance of an orderly, urban hfe
hecomes clear and Fliteraft can’t face that
stvle of living any longer.

This gulf between appearance and

reality is central to Hammett's fiction;
criminals change names and
appearances, sweet old couples turn out
to be murderers, a simple gems-heist
unearths long hidden family secrets (as in
The Dain Curse) and no one 18 ever who
they seem—
‘The hell of it, Miss—I[s your name
Wonderly or Leblanc? She blushed and
murmured. ‘It’s really O’Shaughnessy,
Brigid O'Shaughnessy.’

institutions and people are part of a

confusing jungle. {he indniduai s
disorientated, helpless and turns to the
private detective for guidance. He is the
main character in all these novels.

We learn very little about their private

lives. “The continental-op’ remains
unnamed and Sam Spade hardly existy

apart from his work; they are all deeply
committed to their ‘sleuthing’, to the
exclusion of gl else. All are famihar with
their city; they know it both
geographically and socally, and move
around it unhindered by personal ties.
Amidst the bewildering city they are the
only stable forces, because they remain
aloof, unimplicated in society.

Bec ause they see through conventional
(and to them irrelevant) legal
methods.Because they see through
conventional {and to them
irrelevant)legal methods, Hammett's
detectives use highly dublous procedures.
They work to a more basic idea of justice.
In The Golden Horseshoe, the
continental op convicts someone for a
crime they did not commit: *I can’t put
you up for the murders vou engineered in
San Francisco, but 1 can sock you with
the one vou didn’t do in Seattle-—so0
justice won't be cheated.’

Theyv work outside the corrupt law;
modern avenging angels, striking down
criminals with 38s instead of
thunderbolts. To allow a criminal to
escape, regardless of the legal niceties,

offends their professional intergrity.
Spade expalins— ‘I'm a detective and
expecling me to fun criminals down and
then let them po free. is like asking a dog
to catch a rabbit and let it go’.

This professicnal code replaces
morality. Spade avenges his partner,
because it 15 the accepled course to -
follow—

‘“When a man’s partncr is killed he’s
supposed to do something about it. It
doesn’t make any difference what vou
thought of him.’ |

In other hands, the idea of the avenging
detective working outside the law became
a right-wing mvyth. But Hammett avoids
this, because the roots of crime are
identified as social in his work.
Hammett's writing is a response to the
city. Morahty is dead and survival 1s all
that remains.

[t 15 a bieak view, omitting the
possibility of social change introducing
humanity to the city. But the novels
remain worthwhile, for both the lean,
clear quality of Hammett writing (which
foreshadows Hemingway), while he
captures the feel of urban life. Hammett's
cities are a minature of capitalism itself,
the gaudy surface hiding misery,
opopression and violence. Against this
hackground, his ‘gumshoe’ heroes arc just
survivers in a chaos of a cocktail bars and
cadillacs.

Paul Cunningham.
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In the last decade the cinema has featdred all
kinds of crazes, some more short-lived than
others, for particular types of films; we have
had a probferation of horror movies,
disaster movies, shace movies and recently
films about. the Vietnam war and films
about women. :

*Womens films' 15 a newly cowned term,
used very loosely to cover gquite a wide range
of filrns but basically all such films have one
thing in common: wemen, their ideas,
problems and relationships are treated
seriously and at least one main part in the
film 1s played by a woman.

This was quite unheard of inthe days. not
s0 long ago, when women were treated in
films as decorative extras thrown in to add
some sex appeal at the hox office or, if they
had a more prominent role. it waseitherasa
frumpish, nagging, hosehound wifc; mother
or 45 @ gun-toting, karate-chopping dolly
bird acting as the unlikely and uncenvinging

‘side kick to some big macho hero such as
James Bond, both types of women being
portrayed as pretty brainless.

In the new style films we see women
pertrayed as wanting to and being able to
contral their own lives and having interests
other than man-hunting (Anne Bancroft as
the ballerina in The Turning Point, Vanessa
Redgrave as an active anti-tascist and Jane
Fonda as a writer in Rementher My Name
and Isabelle Huppert in Fiofetre Noziere),
women as sexual aggressors ([Dane Keaton
in Looking For Mr. Goodbar), womens
relationships with men treated very
differentiv in the two films Annie Half and
The Lacemaker, womens relationships with
their families in fmteriors and Aurumn
Songta, women facing the problems of
mental il} healthin f Never Promised You A
Ruose Grarden.

However, to my mind the best of all such
flms to date 18 Girlfriends where the main
character is a very ordinary New York girl,
not particularly attractive, wealthy or
successful who has her ups and her downs.
The film allows youto share a slice of her life
tn such a way that it really seems as if you
experienced it and leaves vou feeling normal
unlike many films where afterwards vou fecl
totally inadequate and inferior compured 1o
Lhe people you were watching.

Alongside the increase in *‘womens tilms’
is an increase in the number of women
appedaring on the credits as designers
(Shirley Russell and Polly Platt). writers
Nancy Dowd and Jane Wagner}).«lirectors
(Agnes Varda and Lina Wertmuller) and
praducers (Tamara Assevev, Alex Rose and
Sandra Mursh).

Also worth noting is the change 'in the
nature ot female [itm stars: the young.
glamorous, blonde pin-up type has heen
replaced to a large extent by an array of
older, more mature women with strong
minds of thier own and a wide range of
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political interests, eg June Fonda, Ulenda
Jackson, Vanessa Redgrave and Shirley
Maclaine.

It certainly has to be said that it1s a sorry
state of atfairs that these rather small
advances and changes deserve so much
praise and attention in 1979. Women have
made greater progress in many other arcas
after all. There s still a long way long way to
go 1n the film industry before we see films
coming out that are genuinely and
consistently non-sexist and non-male
chauvinist and longer still before the films
have a working class consciousness.

Many ot the films mentioned in this
article have had criticism lavished on them
bv socialists and feminists and 1t is true that
often the ending s a sell-out to traditional
hetrosexual role plaving and the underlying
assumption s that women really need men
and babies to make their lives worthwhile,
anything else being a secondbest substitute.
One of the worst films of this type was ¢
One Stmes, the Other Doesn't which put
motherhood on a pedestal and worshipped
it in the most nausealing manner.

What is the reason for the advent of

‘womens films™ | think there are two main
reasons, both connected with the rise of the
womens lberation movement, |

Firstly, women are going out to work far -
mere than before, through financial _
necessity and to satisfy their need fora more.
stimulating and challenging hife. Some of
these women have entered the film industry
and gradually they are working their way up
to positions of power and authority where-
they can start to get backing for their own:
projects and ideas.

[n 1966 on the other hand, Natalie Wood
hought the film rights to 7 Never Promised
You A Rose Garden and tried
unsuccessfully for years 1o get the finance to
make the film. Liza Minelli and Charlotte
Rampling also tried and failed. Nowin 1979
the film has just been released {with male
writer, director and producer}. If Natalie
Wood had made her efforts 10 years later
she would probably have been successful
and perhaps ended up with female writer..
director and producer.

It still isn’t easy tbough as Barbara
Kopple discovered as she went through an
untbelievable struggle to raise the money for
Harlawn County (1976). Eventually she was
able to make the film and the result was a
brilliant studyv of a strike ih the American
mining town of Kentucky. showing the
important role women plaved in the dispute.

Secondly, shrewd filmmakers are
begining to realise that the demand exists
for 'womens films” because there gre men
and women who are interested in them
and who have seen enough imaginative
sexist films to last them a lifetime. It is
still considered te be a minority demand
though and such films are either made
with big stars (The Turning Point and
Julia) to help the box office returns or
they are put out on very hmited release

fGirifriends and One Sings, the Other

Doesn't). Hopefully this will no longer be
the ¢ase as demand grows.

depends on the ahlity of the writers, actors
and directors {hoth male and female) 1n the
commercial film world to get financial
backing tor such films, something it 1s still
fairly hard to do in such a male-dominated
industry. The other avenue to progress lies
outside the domain of Hollvweod and hig
business and is in the hands of the small
independent film companies which often
operate as cooperative and collectives,

‘making and distributing minority taste {ilms

on shoestning hudgets.

] think that it is important to recognise
and welcome the progress that has been
made so far in the films mentioned and not
to constantly put forward the predictable
criticisms that can be made of any film that
does not conform L) per cent with ferminist
and socialist ideas and principles. Criticism
is easy. the efforts that are being made are
not, Sue Preston.
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| *Therc are quotations trom
Heine's Ritter (Xaf. Per

the Nepe Rbetrmische Ziefung in

Marx
without
teeth

Karl Marx and World
Literature

5. 5. Prawer.

Oxtord University Press, £2.50
raperback.

This is a curious werk, 1t begins
by mnsisting: “T'his 1s not a book
about marxism nor an attempt
to construct vet another
marxist theory of literature.’
What it tarns out to be instead -
at least in its worst moments - is
an owlish listing of Marx's
references to world hterature,
Thus. for example, we read ot
Marx’s journalism in the late

Tannhauser. Our Nave (Unsere
Marine), Georg Herwegh,
Anno 1829, The Changeling |
{Dcr Wechselbalp). Arta Troll,

and Kahidorf on the Nohifitvy

(Kahldorf uber den Adel}.
Quaotations from’ Burger's

fenore and trom a piay by |

Ferdinand Raimund appear in

eantexts similar to those in
which Heine had used them.
There are constant refercnces
to. and guotations from. the
hitcrature of the past: Homer,
Virgil. the Bible, the Arablan
Nights, Shakespeare. Moliere,
Beannuarchas, Goethe. and
Schiller: minor works like
Arnald Kortum’s ciphteenth-
century mock-epic e
Aclventiires of Elieronvnrs
Johy ([he Jobsiade) are not
neghlected: and we hind an
allusion to =7

«clunk, a5 VOUr reviewer passcs
mto a gentle sleep and his
tarchead thuads down nto the

28

Olivett,

In short, the book 1s close to
being a 446 page footnote. Poor
old Karl set out to expropriate
the cxpropriators and here. 4
century later, the expropriators
{in the shape of the Taylor
Frotessor of German Language
and lLiterature at Oxfaord
Uiniversity) guietly expropriate
Marx on behall of bourgeois
scholarship.

The result is a Marx who s
castrated. tideied up. given a
shave and hatrcut; warts and
carbuncles patched over, he
becomes respectable enough,
almost the sort of chap you
could take to dinner at the club
on guest night. And the result 15
a success: even the cluh bore, a
tierce old reactionary in recent
vears, welcomes him: 'A
learned. usetul and entertaining
hoak'. says the Tames Literary
Suprlement.

Notsince Prot. Higgins potto
work on Eliza Doolittle has a
lump of bold. diresputable life
been passed off so cleverly in
pohte society. Marx, 'rof
Prawer solemnly inlorms us, ‘is
1o impartant to be lett entirely
to the marxists’ so he whisks
him off. polishes up his accent
and together they make g biy hit
with the toils and tind warm

reviews n the Sundgr Times.

But - and 1t’s a but that saves
the book - Marx manages to
resist total emasculation and,
like Elira at Ascot, blurts out
the brutal truth {rom time to
time to the consternation of the
roval enclosure. The problem in
the end is that Prol, Prawer s
too good and too honest a
scholar. so that enough of the
real Marxisallowed a look into
make the text worth reading.

F-or example. Prol. Prawer’s
caretul disentangling trom the
confusions of the Freanamic and
Phitosophic Manuseripes of
Marx's sense of hiterature and
its importance 1s precise and
articulate and leads Lo a
memaorgble conclusion:
“iteratutre reminds us of a
health we have lost {Aeschyluy’
‘dwelling of light'); hterature
diagnoses our carrupuon
(Timon's ‘common whore of
mankind): and hterature wll
have its part to play in our
cure,”

Equally impressive 1s the
stout sense Prof. Prawertalks in
his concluding chapter on such
vexed questions as Marx's
views of economic determinism.
base and superstructure.
naturalism, realism and
rellection.

So, all in all, an edd hook,
symptomatic of the best and
worsl, the strengths,
weaknesses and contradictions
of bourgeois scholarship as it s
driven out of its own sense of
Marx's greatmess to try to place
him and to come to terms with
him.

He s ghimpsed at one
moment, disturbingly. as 4
threat to civilisation as we Know
it and at another, comtortingly,
as a sort of latter-day Hebrew
prophet. complete with flowing
heard and demands {or
rightcousness.

Meanwhile. bourgeons
scholarship, not to mention the
bourgeoisie, seems more
entrenched than ever and, as |
write, a 1.abour prime mnister
is trving 1o win an ¢lection by
frankly offening himselt as more
conservative than the most
Conservative Tory leader for a
generation.

At such a time we can
perhpas find some inspiration
in  Prol. Prawer's quotation
from the poetry of the voung

Marx - even though the mature

Marx regarded it with hilarny
as ‘purely dealistic”,
“Theretore fet us dare all.
MNever pause, never rest,

[.et us never sink into dull
silence,

Into willing nothing and doing
nothing.

‘1.et us not walk, in brooding
anxiely,

Uinder the voke that weighs us
down:

For longing und desire

And action - these remain to
us in spite ol ail.’

Petel €)' Flinn
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Rebels without a cause?

Injustice: The Social
Basis of Obedience and
| Revolt

Barrington Moore

Macmillan £10.00

This is a very pretentious and a
very bad book.

[t sets out to “uncover
recurring elements in the
diversity of moral codes’, and
then to explain the conditions
under which people feel such
intense moral revulsion against
an existing social order as to
P rebel against it.

. The author attempts this by
looking at certain key moments
in German history—1848, the
revolutionary years of 1918-20,
the rise of Hitler—allegedly on
the basis of the experience of the
workers who lived through
themn.

Barringtou Moore does not,
however, even begin to rise to
the task he sets himself. The
material he uses to assess
workers attitudes 15 scampy,
‘despite his pretentious claims
(usually the biographies of
union bureaucrats or the
impression of outsiders who
made flying visits to the
working c¢lass, as one sourse
admuts 1n 1its title *Three Months
a Factory Warker')

He draws glib general
conclusions that just don't fit in
with other in-depth studies of
the German working class
(contrast his view of the Rubr
miners and steel workers whith
with that of Erhard Lucas’
excellent account of the
reactions of two quite different
groups of workers to the First
World War and after, in Zwei
Formen der
Arbeiterradicalismus)

He interprets material 10 a
quite arbitrary way (for
instance, he concludes that the
majority of the population in
the Ruhr in 1918-19 could not
have been ‘proletarian’ by
excluding from this category all
those employed in the
agricultural or government
sectors—and by claiming that
women workers were not ‘a
classical proletamat’!).

Barrington Moore’s worst
fault, however, is inserting his
own subjective value
judgements and giving them the
air of being profound factual
statements. Again and again he
asserts that ‘the evidence shows’
that ‘the workers were not
revolutionary’—yet his
evidence consists merely in his

m—d — .

own assertions.

Once or twice he nearly
admits this: '] would hazard the
sugpestion’, he is honest enough
to write at one point, ‘that in
any of the great revolutions that
have succeeded, the mass of the
foliowers have not consciously
willed an overturn of the social
order’. Elsewhere he is
dishonest enough to treat such

. ‘suggestions’ as the result of

factual research.

Like most academics, he
displays a hardly concealed
aversion to the notion that the

' great mass of people can ever

discuss political and social
probiems with the same
seriousness as himself.

And so the very real
arguments that raged in papers
and pamphlets, at Congresses
and mass meetings, on picket
lines and in detachment of the
Bavarian and Ruhr Red
Armies, between soclal
democrats and centrists and
revolutionaries, disappear
beneath his personal conviction
that the oniy practical choices in
{918-20 were those posed by the
‘practical’ leaders of the right -
and left - social democratic
parties.

Not that Barnngton Moore
can ignore all the facts that rebel
against the straight jacket he
impaoses on history. Afterail, he
can hardly deny that the Berlin
workers (or at least some of
them) did rise up in January and
March 1919; that the Bavanian
soviet republic was declared
with widespread working class
support; that the 60,000 strong
Rurh Red Army did drive the
German army out of the
heartland of German industry.

But he belittles these actions
by claiming that they were
merely ‘defensive actions’,
carried through by workers who
did not want to overthrow
existing society. It simply does
not occur to him that workers
are human beings, just as
capable as himself of knowing
that a system that drives them to
bitter defensive actions needs to
be overthrown.

Underlying all his arguments
is a notion that he shares wath so
many liberals, social democrats
and Eurocommunists: that
consciousness is a static
property of individuals and
¢classes in the same way as hair
cotouring or physical size.

He just cannot conceive of if
as it really is: a dynamic aspect
of the interaction between

human beings and social and
‘physical environment that is
continually undergottig
quantitative and quahtative
transformations.

Barrington Moore used to be
said to be one of the better

Let us Praise

Unilever Overseas—The
Anatomy of a
Multinational 1895-1965
. K. Freldhouse.

Croom Helm, London, 1978
Price £25,

*“This book 1s meaningful’

Fieldhouse tells the reader, ‘only |

within the context of a non-
marxist critique of the role of
multinationals in an LD, (less
developed country) that
assumes that 4 host country
may stand 1o gain trom direct
foreign investment 1f this 18
properly handled by both sides’.
An incredible assumption
except that the hook was
written to justify the existence
and behaviour of multinational
companies.

Yet this (s not a book about
hoth sides. This is the Unilever
story by someone who must rate
as one of the companies most
rigorous and sycophantic
acolytes. The documentary

INTERNATIONAL SOCIALISM * 4 |

QUT NOW: Price £1 (|+1Gp
issues), post paid £4 (individual

representatives of academic

| ‘social science’. This book only
. underlines how remote that

social science is from ¢coming to

terms with the flux and retlux of
" history as it is made by hiving

human beings. Chris Harman.

evidence assembled in the book
is voluminous.and expertly
handled. and a lot of it is
extremely interesting, but all of
it, even that found in ‘ledgers in
a broom cupboard 1n Port
Sunlight’, depicts Unilever’s

* more than rosy image of itselt. |

Rather than scrutinise the .
material critically Ficldhouse is
content 1o portray the company
playing that historic role so

often advocated by its founder |

William Hesketh Lever, to

bring ‘prosperity to the world’. -

This book then is the most
rigidly empirical description of
the operations of a
multinational as a ‘good citizen’
that you are ever iitkely to come
ACIr0SS:

Unilever, or before that the
constituent parts, developed in
Europe skills in manufactunng
and selling products, and
wished for sound economic
reasons 10 use those skills across
as wide a goegraphical area as

?othf-]. Subscriptions (4
, £6 (institutional). Cheques

io International Socialism, PO Box 82, London, E2.
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possible. That area coincided
exactly with the*old British
Fmpire. Eventually restrictions
by newly independent
governments against foreign
exports led to Unilever setting
up its own factories and
becoming a local manufacturer
primarily for local

consumpiion,

The Unilever of the title i5
primarily these overseas
investments and the book
attempts te explain how and
why Investments were
undertaken in Australia, South
Atrica, India. Pakistan,
[ndonesia, Sri Lanka, West
Africa and eventually Turkey.

FThe main argument centres
around the question of whether

- a multimational like Unilever in

any sense exploits the
economies of the countries it
choses to operate in. Fieldhouse
goes to considerable length to
show that both parties may
recelve a higher return from the
multinational investment than
either could have obtained if
thev had invested in the next
best allernative.

Fieldhouse argues that
although losses may sometimes
occur, the process depends ona
return to both parties equal to
ot in excess of their opportunity

| costs, If this wasn’t the case the
. multinational wouldn’t invest

and !for the host country

wouldn’t allow them in. Getting
on tor one hundred tables,
listing rows of figures and
comparative data are
marshailed to show that the
benefits of multinational
investment are strictly mutual,
that profits repatriated by
Unilever are more than
compensated for by the taxes
the company pays and the
exports they generate.

“For India, Unilever was a
source of inputs whose
perceived value outweighed
costs such as the basic
inconvenience that this was a
foreign owned enterprise. For
Unilever, India constituted a
significant and reasonably
profitable enlargement of its
total market™.

S50 Unilever consistently
operated to the mutual benefit
of itself and its host. At the same
time Fieldhouse points out,
Unilever must be given credit
for pioneering the industrial
base of many of these countries,
giving them products on a large
scale "and to a standard of
quality new to these societies’.

Likewise the company
established ‘national systems of
distribution’ and trained

“‘managers, industrial workers

30

and traders whose value in a
developing country was
disproportionate to their
numbers’.

But there's something wrong
with all this. If it was all so self
evidently to the advantage of
hoth parties, why the persistent
criticism of the multinational’s
business activities arising from

the host economies and which are

apparent even in the selective
account given by Fieldhouse,
and why did so many host
economies seem to get so easily
into ‘serious difficulties™

The account of how Unilever
responded to the Sri Lankan
government’s restrictions on its
business is enlightening.
‘Unilever executives were sorry
for the Ceylonese rather than
resentful at their own lost
opportunities , . . Unilever
could only sit and watch as the
country struggled with its self-
imposed problems’,

But a more serious criticism
relates to the selective nature of
the data. Unilever’s plantation
inerests are only summarnly
dealt with, Unilever's world
monopoly of soap and
margarine makes it the world’s
biggest buyer of edible oils and
the nuts and seeds from which
its extracted. But arising from
these, and an even greater
omission, is the absence of any
discussion of the United Africa
Company—later UAC
International.

As the main trading arm of
the Unilever monopoly dealing
in essential raw materials and
trasnport, no analysis of
Unilever would be complete
without extensive discussion of
its operations.

In recent vears it has grown
beyond trade in raw materials
to become one of the world’s
largest industrial trading
companies, bigger than Lonrho
and Inchcape combined, And
vet its contribution to Unilever
profits appears nowhere in the
company’s Accounts, .

City analysis suggests that it
brings in a third of Unilever's
profits and dominates the
giant's overseas activities,

The omission of any
discussion of UAC! by
Fieldhouse, reflects Unilever's
own reluctance to elaborate on
its activities,

But is all the more serious
since most of the third world
economies dealt with by the
book are plantation economies
and the underlying dependency
relationship which this entails is
central to any discussion of the
overseas business of Unilever.

Bilf Rodgers.

What didn't happen

at Grunwick...

Grunwick: the workers’
story:
Jack Dromey and Graham
Taylor

Lawrence and Wishart. £2.95,

It was 9.30 in the morningon 11
July 1977. The Roval Group
docks’ banner was planted
firmly in the middie of the road:

alongside, Chrysler, Hul!
docks, Southampton docks,
Acton Works,..

Forty mounted police come
down the hill towards us. They
stop in front of the ranks, now
something like 20-deep. There's
a minute passed, A feeling like
everything’s happening a mile
away, seen through a telescope.
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The crowd moves. Forwards.

And the pohice hine breaks;
the horses wheel, turn and
clatter away back up the hill
accompanicd by an enormous
roar of triumph., Bob Light
. turns to Teddy Gates (secretary
i of the National Ports Shop
Stewards’ Committee) and says
‘The Queen’ll be asking you to
{form a government next.’

That whole morning was full

of moments like this. For
" literally thousands upon
~ thousands of workers nothing
can take away those hours when
the bhiggest smg,lh combined
police operation ever mounted
- was stopped dead in its tracks. |
 say nothing can take it away,
but Jack Dromey’s book nearly
succeeds. He devotes two pallid
paragraphs to the feeling of that
mass picket in 4 book com-
- memorating the Grunwick
| strike.

And this symbolises the
book. There's little factually
| wrong with it—there'sahellof a
* ot left out. Instead of writing a
history to inspire and teach,
Dromey has wniten a “:D]'th}’

‘official record’ which manages

tn be offensive to no one in the
trade union movement - - from
Roy Grantham to the SWP—
and in doing so avoids almost
every major issue.

The only point it makes 1s to
set up a caricature and Knock 1t
down. The book ends with a
little homily against ‘some on
the left” who apparently think ‘a
bureaucracy has different in-
terests to the membership and
that the only path is to foresake
the structures and concentrate
on rank-and-file organization
alone.”

I wasn't quite sure who this |
referred to until I remembered |

that 1ocal members of the SWP
spent some months of the
Grunwick strike trying to cajole
[Dromey and various co-
thinkers in the North London
AUEW to do something at
factory level about Grunwick

and the recognition dispute at |
Desountter’s which occurred at

the same time.

I'm still trying to work out
why six separate lobbies of the
North London district failed to
produce any action at all from
the ‘structures’.

Such memories apart, Jack
Dromey’s book contains sorne
extraordinary assertions, For
example, Roy Grantham—who
makes even Terry Duffy look
dynamic—is described as ‘nor-
mally the sharpest of operators’.
Dromey then tries to explan
why Grantham, in a lu]l in the
middle of the mass picketing,

went mto the Grunwick factory
to ‘meet George Ward'.
an obvious set-up, Grantham
was told it was set-up. and he
wias accompanied by a posse of

' journalists.

| was fortunate enough to be

among those who got in and
was thus able to see local APEX
official, Len CGristey. pleading

with Grantham to get out of the

factory, while at the same time a
mob of Grunwick supervisors
and clerical employees were
doing their best to turn a mass
meeting intoe a lynch mob.
This is not the only occasion

‘when Dromey is extraordinari-

ly generous to Grantham who
felt, we learn, ‘a genuine sense of
commitment to the strikers’—
and constantly demounstrated it
by threatening to cut off
benefits to strikers who failed to
toe the line.

For some reason  such
courtesies are extended to all
union leaders. left and right,
with the exception of Norman
Stagp, post office workers’
deputy general secretary, who
stabbed the Cricklewood
sorters in the back when they'd
stood firm against every form of
intimidation to lift their black
on Grunwick mail. Tom
Jackson, meanwhile, is allowed
to hide behind the cowardice of
his UPW executive. Such are
the distortions that ‘official
histories’ iead to.

But a far more pgeneral
criticism can be
Dromey's bocok, as it can be of
his role as a leading figure in the
Brent trade union movement.
This is his abiding faith in the
traditional forms. his almost
childlike belief that if you only
do things properly a natural
order of events witl follow to
pull the trade union movement

into line.
A classic example of this—

not mentioned in the book—
came when Dromey went up to
address the Desoutter strikers
im the middle of the Grunwick
battles and dectared that he
represented the sohdanty of
‘three mullion workers In the
South East Regionofthe TUC.

The same spirit permeates the
book, We're told that massive
bodies—the AUEW North
London and Southall 1Cs,
TGWU Region No.l London

Region UCATT etc etc—
maobhilised support, ‘called on
stewards’ etc., Most people

who've been in a trade umion
meeting for more than an hour
should know what this sort of
resolution-mangering means.
Yet it's still central to the
whole broad left mythology. At

It was

{ was,
. militants in each factory who

5: this

i Wembley—

made of |

| Grunwick such politicking ac-

tually demoralised the strikers:

. they were then further distress-
| ed by Dromey’s repeated in-

.sistence on ‘only official union
i banners and placards’ when the

rank and file did actoally
appear.

When it comes to describing
actual local support, Dromey’s
hook becomes rather quiet. It is

' not a pleasant thing for anyone

to admit, least of all the wnter,

that the response of the nerth

[.ondon trade union movement
could at best be descnibed as

poOor.

The book claims there were
factory tours. What 1t onuts is
that these were without excep-
tion directed to the convenor's
office. when what was needed
first, meetings Wwith

couid then themselves have
called for sectional and mass
meetings with Grunwick
speakers to raise direct support.

The only occasion on which
sort  of thing actually
happened—at BCC Racal
Brent Trades Coun-
cil was more embarrassed than
pleased at the strike and sup-
port for the picket that follow-
ed. But local strike action was of
course the only way in which
the magnificent support from
the Yorkshire miners could be
matntained and enlarged upon
and from which the
Cricklewood postmen could
gain the confidence they needed
to tesist the right wing in the

New pamphiet from the
Campaign for Sotidarity
with Iran by franian
socialist-feminist, Azar
Tabari.

[IPW.

Dromey presumahly knows
all this {well he says he does) but
the truth about local support,
and lack of it. is almost totally
absent from the book. A dona-
tion here, a delegation
there...even some, discreetly
exaggerated, ‘mass -pickets’ by
the North London AUEW 1t
hardly adds up to a roll of
honour.

Especially in an area which
has some considerable record of
mass involvement in militant
action in the recent past. The
truth is that, as in so many other
areas, the traditiortal *left’ just
no longer has the heart or the
muscle,

S0 what's leit? Lessons about
the trade union bureaucracy?
(olden memories hike that self-
indulgent bit at the beginning?
Cynicism?

There's a bit of all this in It,
specially for anyone who was
close to the stnke for even a
short length of time. But the real
point about Grunwick is that it
was the first battle.

The other day in Nottingham
nolice station, an inspector
turned to those who'd just been
nicked on a mass picket outside
the Nottingham Evening Post
and said 'Y ou got a bloody nose
at Grunwick, you'll get one here
as well.’

Now that's odd, because
there’s at least 12 000 of us who
remember how the police
cantered away that morning n
July... Daé Davies

20p (plus 10ppostage)or
16p (prepaid bulk orders
post frae) from
Campaign for Solidarity
with lran, Box 3, 265
Seven Sisters Road,
London, N4




Subversive
Proletarian
; Eroticism?

The Sadeian Woman
Angela Carter,

Virago, £1.95

‘Pornographers are the enemies
of women only because our
contemporary ideology ot
pornography does not
encompass the possibility of
change, as if we were the slaves
of history and not its makers, as
. 1f sexual relations were not
| necessarily an expression of
social relations. as if sex itself
were an external fact. one as
tmmutable as the weather,
creating human practice but
never g part of t'.

S0 Angela Carter begins this
short book, *an exercise in
cultural history’; one worth

' as the weather”; rather,

reading even it the very idea of
cultural history 153 normally
enongh to set you climbing the ‘
walls. She gives an extended
account of what pornography |
means. lays down the criteria
for a potential ‘subversive’
pornography. and goes on to
consider the test case of de
. Sade, showing how, and more
amportantiy why his work falls
short of subversion.

It's a darzling hook, packed |
with ideas and excellent asides -
she deals shortly and sharply
with mother goddesses and
womhb worship - ahd best of all.
i constantly informed with a
sense of the way class defines
i our experience as well as (more
- importantly than) gender.
We're also not allowed to forget
that sexual relations. like social
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refations. are not *as immutable
we can
make history, (though nat in
conditions of our own
choosing) - and so the book
ends with a guotation from Red
Fmma Goldmann affirming the
revolutionary potential of the
‘right to love and be
loved . . . that alone can fill the
emptingss. and transform the
tragedy of women’s
emancipation into joy. hmitless
Joy,

It’s true that these two poles
of the book remain

- disconnected, | was left with no

very clear ideg of how one can
‘overcome the haly terror of
love . . wihtich is the source of
all opposition to the
emancipation of women™ but if
vou demand of evervthing you
read that it not only offers a
clear analysis but also a direct
guide to action, then
presumably vou limit yourself

- to poring over old central

committee directives,

A New Class is Bormn!

Protest and Participation:
The new working class in
Italy !
John l.ow-Beer
Cambridge Univ. Press £3.00

Subtithing his book the *New |
Working Class m Baly™ Tow-
Beer announces in his pretace |
32

that he 15 concerned with
examining ‘new middle class’
occupations like technicians.
draughtsmen and laboratory
assivlants, We enter the
mystenous world of class
tdentification’ removed from
class action, a type ol analysis
that in recent years has
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Tosum up. it’s a short book -

50 1t won't take up too much
time [rom the more pressing
tusks of the cluss struggle: i1's
packed with ideas; it’s often
funny; and it makes you
think . .. which is not had tor

dominated all the socia
SCIETICES,

This obsession with formal
classification, appeared in the
Communist Parties of France
and ltaly. among revisionists
ltke Poulantzas and Carchedi,
although its roots he with the
growth of a large middle section
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£1.95 of anvone’s money. You
don’t nced to have read de Sade
to understand and appreciate
this book - any subway

wall/ bus-shelter! Sunday
Calour Supplement will do as
hackground! 7Zin James.

tn monopoly capital,

The emrgence of an
intermediate straium of clerical
and technical labour has been
discovered more often than the
wheel, under assorted headings
and theores.

Alternately, and periodically
this group has been claimed by




the middle class and working
class. and the prefix new’ adds
nothing to the current debate.
Edward Bernstein used the
cxpansion of non-manual
workers as a plank for a
revisionist programme that
assumed & gradual evolution

. towards socitalism:; Anthony
Crosind in the 1950° simularly
used ‘post-capitalist’
arguments. derived from an
expanded middle sector, to
justily extreme nght-wing
trends in the Labour Party.

' The British CP have always
" used the growth of the middle
sectOr as a reason against
revolutionary change you
ean't rely on them. so takes
things gradually comrades. This
book explores Lhe theme ol the
new working class’ (NWC),

i expecially from the writings of
Serge Mallet and Andre Gorz
(prior 1o 1970}, Both these
writers saw n the mid-{960s the
. growth of a well educated
working class and the
expansion of techmeal Iabour
as fundamentally altering the
strategies for achieving

- sogialism, Basically. the two
tactors combined made a
‘revelutionary reformism'
(Ciorz’s phrase) possible.

The new working class in the
- new industrics were identified
v as a new vanguard of the
working class, halding high the
hanner of ‘self-management’,
‘participation” and ‘workers
control’, instead of being locked
into the narrow economism of
wages and conditions. The
eventsin France in May 68 _and
in ltaly in the summer of '69.
appeared to confirm their
views. Low-Beer looks at the
evidence and adds to .
challenging the association of
radical change with technicians.

The theme ot workers
control, isolated from other
demands, appearcd in Great

Britain later than in France  in
the [nstitute for Workers
Control in 1968 1t 1s because of
the nature of capitalist
" development in France and
[taly. that the technician 1s
placed in the driving seal of
technocratic reformism. The
eatly linking of education and
husiness, the strong emphasis
on state planning, the rapid
 growth of the new industrics
} and the nature of industrial
. unionism in France and ltaly.
i provide a backdrop conducive
. to technicism in the socialist
movement,

Technicism assumes that the
position in  he labour
movement; therefore because
technicians are a ‘privileged’

group very integrated with their
wotk, any attack on this
position immediately provokes
a  revolutionary  response.
Because  technicians  and
workers in the ‘newer’ industries
are invelved with  processes,

rather than single machines, it is.

assumed they have a wider
picture of production, a picture
previcusty  preserved  for
management. and consequently
a view of the anarchy in the
relations of
alongise the vast potentialin the
forces of production.

[t i5 the technicians who
control production, who see
machinery being slotted into
crippling capitalist relations
and profit demands, when a
socialist science and
orgamsation of production
could produce far more
efficiently. This logic is crude,
and based on the narrow and
stanlinist line, that socialism is
about bigger factories, not
better working lives.

l.ow-Beer attempts to test the,
vathdity of the NWC theories.
Although a large amount of his
book deals with attitudes, and
spurious socialogical methods.
he does use strike statistics as a
measure of ciass consciousness
and action by technicians. Do
techmicians really get far more
Involves (n issues of ‘control’
than manual workers? Do they
really represent a vanguard of
the working class?

l.ow-Beer examines strikes
that involved calls for ‘control’,
although not dealing with the
most spectacular mstances,
revedls how net only
technicians but middle
management and manual
workers are heavilv involved in
such strikes . Also that these
strikes take place in factories
faced with rationalisation, take-
over, closure or all three.

There 15 nothing inherently
revolutionary about
technicians, but under pressure

they are pulled by management

or manual workers—
dependening on the strengths of
these groups. When
redundancy Is threatened.
management. especially lower
management are reluctantly
pulled into struggle with
workers, because as wage
labour they too are affected.

ft 1s redundancy, not
technicians that spurrs a
‘radicahisation’ of middle
groups; there 15 little evidence
that technicians are
automatically revolutionary,
but a lot do suggest that their
bids for “self-management” are
radical to the extent of changing

production,

T

the persennel and in production
for efficiency’s sake. not to
Increase the control; power for
the majority of workers.

When sections of techmnical
labour are raising new strategies
for resisting redundancies --
Workers Control of the late
1960s and early 1970s has
turned to Alternative Plans a la

- l.ucas Aerospace, of the late

Myths
Methods

and Marxism

Marx’s Method: Ideology,
Science and Critique in
‘Capital’

[dereck Saver
Harvester Press £10.95

Marxology is one of the few
boom industries in
contemporary capitalism. A
major branch is the study of
Marx’s Capiral, of which the
two main inspirations have

“been Reading Capital by 1. ouis

Socialists have always been short of cash.
Karl Marx was only able to write his master-
pmiece. Capital, thanks to the financial support
gtven him by his lifelong friend and co-thinker.,

Friedrich Engels,

Fngels’ income came from his job as
Manchester representative of the farmiy firm,
Ermen and Engels. He hated *filthy business® as
he called 1t but stuck to it for aver 20 years in
order ta keep the Marx family going.

Marx acknowledge his debt to Engels
when he timished Volume 1 of Capiraf: 1t was
thanks to you alone that this hecame possible,
Without vour setf-sacrifice for me I could never
possibly have done the enormous work for the
three volumes. | embrace you, full of thanks!

Now. although we wouldn't dream of
Review
Capitaf, we too are short of cash.

Our hopes of finding our Engels were
dashed when Ermen and Engels went bust in

comparing  Socialiss

1970s—a hook which examines |
the record of the "60s and early

s ‘control’ demands is useful
l.ow-Beer’s political
conclusions aside, this book

should be got through libraries .

for anyone interested in the

growth and implications of the

technical sector in western
capitalism,

| Chris Smith

Althusser and others, and
Roman Rosdolsky’s great The
Making of Marx's ‘Capital'.

In itself, careful and repeated

reading of Capital is no bad

thing. Capital is a marvelousily
rich work with an enormous
amount to teach us. But, it has
to be said, it was written to
grasp the laws of motion of
the capitalist mode of
production as a4 mcans to its
overthrow (Marx never finished
Capital, but he wrote to Engels
that it would conclude with ‘the

lake oul a

with Marx's

February (perhaps the final crisis of capitalism is

reallv here).

S0 we will have 1o make do with vour
subseriptions. Atl we ask vou is less than six
pounds a year (i lot in Fngels” dav. but very Hittle

in these inflationary tmes. ) Or else mavbe we
will end up the same wav as Ermen and Fngels.
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class strugple, into which the
movement and the smash-up of
the whole business resolves
itself’).

A danger, theretore, in the
studv of Capéitaf 1n isolation 1s
that it will become simply an
exercise 10 scholaticism, the
production of learned
commentarics upon Marx’s
work which advance our
knowledge of the world since
his day not one whit, A good
example of this danger is to be
found in Althusser and his
school.

Undoubtedly Derek Saver's
intention was net to produce
such 4 commentary, as the
copied notes to this book

indicate. he sees his work of

" political relevance. However,

his appreach to the question of
Marx’s method prevents him
from realising this aim,

Saver sees the key to an
understanding of Capitg/ to lie
in Marx's critigue of bourgeos
ideology and, in particular, of
the tetishism of the commodity,
the progess through which,
under capralism. social
relations are transtormed into
relations between things, the
exchange of goods on the
market rules the process of
production itselt.
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REVIEW

BACK ISSUES

In the first part of Marx's

- Merhod Sayer concentrates on

outlining Marx’s critique of
fetishism, which placing it in the
context of the labour theory ot
value (of which he gives an
excellent exposition).

He takes the example of the
‘trinity formula’, the notion,
stil] central to bourgeois
economics today, that it is the
contribution of capital, labour
and land as physical ‘factors of
production” which determines
profit, wages and rent, rather
than capitalist relations of
production, and shows how this
notion 1s no tllusion. but arises
necessarily from the workings
of the capitalist system.

The task of science, Saver
argues. 18 to penetrate beneath
these deceptive appearances
and uncover the relations of
production which give rise to
them.

As far as this goes this 1s fine,
and captures one aspect of
Capiral. After all. Marx himself
wrote: * All science would be
superflueous if the outward
appearance and the cssence of
things directly coincided”.

But it would be a serious
mistake to suggest, as Sayer
seems to, that Capiral 1s solely
or primarily concerned with a

Cappearance of reality under

- generalised commodity

crittgque of the tetishistic

capitalism. This critique 15 a
necessary but secondary aspect
of Marx’s chiet concern: to
uncover the dynamics ot the
capitalist mode of production.
The labour theory of value is
developed with preciseiv this
end n view. It shows that
capitalism 1s a system of

production. [n other words,
there 18 no collective social
organisation of production
control of the means of
production is in the hands of
competing capitals whose
relations are governed hy the

market.

Competition forces the prices
ot commaodities down to the
socially necessary labour-time
required lor their production:
those capitals who fail to make
the necessary investment are
driven into bankruptcy (or, in
contemporary capitalism, often
into the arms of the state).

Competition alse governs the
iong-run tendencics of the
system. 1t 1s the pressure on i
individuat capitals to innovate,
to employ new forms of '
technology, 1n order to keep
ahead or abreast of their rivals,
which anderlies the tendency of

the rate of profit to tall.

Fetishism is an effect of the
basic structure ol capitalism
the control of production by
competing capitals. As Marx
puts it, ‘singe these latter
contront each other only as
commaodity owners and
everyvone secks to scil his
commaodity as dearly as
possible . .., the inner law
enforces wsell only through
their competition, their mutual
pressure upon each other’.

Suver's fallure to contront
this basic feaure of Capital
means that he tends to treat the
book as a mere work of
ideological demystification,
rather than of scientific
analysis.

There are other weaknesses
which | shall not dwell upon
for example, his artempt to
reconstruct Marx’s method of
Inguiry is quite wrong. and his
daft maoust-stalimst politics
pops up from time to time (thus
we are told in a tootnot of '
‘Stahin’s relative
progressiveness compared to
Trotsky in ‘the building of
soctalism in the USSR™. Allin
all. a work of scholasticism
rather than a contiibution to
knowlege.

Afex Callinicos.

The following back issues are available in limited guantities:-
Scottish Nationalism, Science in Society, David Edgar on
Politics of the Theatre, Interview with Tony Chit.

SR2 Ten Years on (Chris Harman, Tang Al Dave
Widgery, Alain Krivine.) David Edgar on Political Theatre
Part Two.

SR3 Rocking against Racism. The Women’s Movement
(Sheila Rowbotham), British lL.abour since 1968 (Richard
Hyman)

SR4 Organisation and Participation (Richard Kuper). For
Democratic Centralism (Chris Harman)

SR5 Science in Society, The Battle of Bethnal

Green, WOMEN AND Class, Interview with John Tocher.
SR& 10 vears in the North of Ireland (Eamonn McCamn),
Terrorism, Industrialisation of Office Work.

SR7 Zimbabwe, AUEW after Scanlon, China the faded
dream, Femnism without illusions,

SR8 Science and Socilaism, Workers Co-Ops, The Cult of
Kollontal

SR9 The Wages Struggle, Fred Halliday interviewed on

Iran.
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SRIO A New China (Nigel Harris}, Broad Left in the
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SRIf Fords, German Socialist Woemns Movement,
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On 7 June the first direct elections to the European parliament will take place.

They will be greeted in Britain with almost complete
apathy and hostility, especially since the European parliamenthas no power.
Nevertheless, the elections represent one of a number of steps
designed to transform the European Common Market into a far more
effective political and economic organisation than it has been for the
last few years, |
Most important of these moves is the establishment of the European
Monetary System, which, if successful could lead to an integrated
European economy dominated by west German capital. In the
following briefing, Peter Binns outlines the background to the
European elections.
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The EEC budget—net contributions and receipts in 1978

Melher- Luxeem-
Germany| France ltaly tands. | Beigium | burg UK Eire Denmark
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The ahove tahle represents the actual payments made/received in 1978, But next yearart icle
131 of UK's accession trealy o the EEC lapses, and this will lead to much greater disparities,
Had article 131 not been in operation the situation would have heen as follows:
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Uader cich country there are two columns. 1he first ane assumes that the subsidies (Lhe
MO As o the Monctan, {ompensatory Amounts) are o be credited to the exporting
country, The aasumption here is that without it the Germans could not have gxporiled butter.
viv. o Ity competitively. |he second column is based on the assumplion that the net
impuorters are the reul benetiviaries since they get EEC produce at much less than LEs Erue cost,
W shalt not pursee this fing point of ceonomic theology further. for whichever way the
caleuliation s made the ayerall direction {though not the overaliquantities) remain the same.

Wit is signiticant thoogh. is the lact that this leads to a vast flow nf profils to the farmers
in Giermany. Holland, and Denmark. For while they are able to continuc to selbat the old’
prive 1n marks. pailders elerven when those currencies are appreciating i valoe (as o result of
the MO As and the <o cilbed green’ exchange rate): the fact remains that the price they have to
par tor impoerted teedstuffs, agricultural machinery, has gone down as a restdt of this
apprecition. and thus there s a fat profit W be made.

Fhe CATF this leads Lo the impoverishment of significant numbers of small farmers an
Italv. France ete. plus an enormous Bow of capital to agriculture in Holland. Germany and
Denmirk.
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Background

From the Tribunite left to the Tory right
there is now almost universal hostility to the
deal that the last Labour government
renegotiated over entry to the European
Economic Community (EEC) . Eventhearch
pro-European Financial Times now claims
that Britain, one of the poorest ERC
nations. ‘bears an unfair share of EEC
costs', that however the bigures are com-
nuted. 2f Britain is not already the EECs
biggest net contributor, it is virtually certain
to become so next year’ {28 March 1979).

Unlike Eire which last year was a
heneficiary to the tune of £300 million or
more {depending on how it's calculated) and
which stands to gain considerably from
further grants via the European Monetary
System (EMS), Britam and (to a somewhat
lesser extent) [taly—the two other poorest
nations in Europe - -have now emerged as its
pavmaster.

The basic cause for this has been the
Common Agricultural Policy {(CAP) which
subsidises the north European farmers,
paving them Aiffiony of pounds a year to
produce food which 15 then sold 1o the
European working class at sometimes twice,

Cear e i



its 1972 figure,

advantageous for the UK to join’

International Parities, 1977-79

Throughout this peried the real rate for the round, measured 10 terms of its "Smithsoman
parity’ (ie compared with 4 basket of currencies weighted tn proportion to their significance
in world trade) remained approximalety constant, never varying bevond6 1.5 63.0 per cont of

Hence its decline against the Deutschemark was approximately compensated by 11s rise
against the dollar. However had Britain been lorced to preserve the parities of the pound with
the European currencies- -as it would in the new EMS  the graph above shows that it would
have been forced 1o mtervene in the British economy (by means ol monetary restraint.
deflation, cuts etc), to solve the ‘problems’ of the excessive strength of the German economy.

No wonder then that the National Institute of Econemic Research concluded that *there iy
almost universal hostility. or disbelel 1n its effectiveness, of the EMS amangst British
Econemists, They cannot believe that it will work, and that (f it should work. it would not be

Ln general there has been a remarkable shilt Lowards chauvinism and protectionism on the
part of British economists— from both the right, and, especially, from the reformist left,

sometimes four times the price on the worid
market.

This sijuation, which will become much
worse when the celling set for Britain's
contributions to the EEC budget are
removed (next year)—has led to attempts
{by the last Labour government under
Callaghan, and also by Tory members of the
European Commission like Christopher
Tugendhat)-—to disrupt and veto other
Eurobusiness in an attempt to claw buck the
lost billions.

In the 1978 negotiations to set up the
EMS Britain was offered a few hundred
mithon pounds in the form of cheap credits
as part of a regional aid fund, but cven this
proved an nsufficient inducement. When
the agricultural subsidies hit their budget
harrier (probably sometime in 1982), Bni-
tain, along with Italy and Germany, will
almaost certainly vote against extending the
limit.

With European regional disparities grow-
ing fust, and with centrifugal pressures so
great. how then is 1t possible for something
so grandiose as the European Monetary
linion to even be considered at ail?

The chronic weakness of the US dellar in
the 197{s strongly influenced the move to set

up the European Monetary System { EMS),
It did so m three principle ways. First,
hitherte most payments hetween European
countries, whether for trade or the transfer
of capital, have been made n doilars. The
catastropiic fall of the dollar has meant that
effective forward planning of costs and
revenues, particularly those transactions
involving the [D-Mark, which rose sharply
against most other currencies, has proved
almost impossible.

This hus added a huge risk factor to the
economic ntegration of Europe. and one
that becomes increasingly matrked as intra-
European trade grows.

Secondly, and as a consequence of this
growth in trade and capital flows. a huge
international money market. centred in the
City of London, the so called eurodollar
market, has emerged to cope with it. The
City became awash with vast sums of
‘stateless’ money, outside national exchange
control. In a few short vears these have
grown so tast that they now greatly exceed
the entire value of Britain’s gross national
product.

This in addition has encouraged the
eurodollar investor to make use of the
disparities in exchange rates to speculate

Eurodollars and the money supply

Most governments force banks to deposit 10 per cent or mote of all deposits with the state
in the form of jow-interest bearing government funds. This automatcally has a dampening
effect: the bank can only reloan 90 per cent of the sum deposited to any new borrawer. ahd so
on until the subsequently re-lent sums diminish to insignificance. This brings about a definite
ceiling to 1the expansion of credit, and one that the government can-easily and directly
control, According 10 the monetarist theories now so popular on the right. inftalion can be
eliminated if the money supply 1s strictly limited so that it expands no faster than the rate of
erowth.

In reality monetarism 15 not a neutrat device for solving inflation, but 4 class weapon
designed 1o reduce the social wage through cuts, and to cow the working ctass through
unemployment. The important point however is that the state can only use this weapon if it is
indeed in a position to coatrol all forms of credit.

Rut with Euradollars {or Euromarks, Eurolire ete) louned in the international capitul
markets this 15 precisely what it cannot de. Credit here outside the control of national
governments can in principle be reloaned indefinitely, it has what the hankers call an infinite
mulitplier’ effcet.

In fact this rarely happens. A sizable percentage gets repatriated to the USA, where it does
not add to the money supply (having already been entered there as a deposit), Alternatively it
‘leaks” away 10 seclors where it does not generate new credit. such as the ‘underground” {ie the
undeclared and untaxed) economy.

But the fact rematns that the proportion with the *infinite multiplier’ effect can neither be
accurately assessed nor adequately controlled, and thus it weakens the ability of any
government (or Fecam—the European Monetary Fund} lo use the control of the money
supply at all effectively in regulating its own domestic economy.

rather than make long-term productive
investments.

Thirdly, the impact of the growth of the
eurogdollar market, effectively prevented the
varicus Furopean governments—singly or
collectively—{rom gaining adequate control
over the money supply. The ‘stateless’
money market is by defimtion cutside direct
government controls. Its huge size and s
volatilitv—hillions of poinds <an cross
national frontiers in a 30-second telex—
have brought about this state of affairs.

Yet at the same time, under the impact of
the crisis, more and more FEuropean
governmental policies are shifting to the
right; bringing with them an increasing
stress on control of the money supply as a
solution for inflation, balance of payments
deficits and so on. They hope that through
the resulting governmental cuts and un-
emprloyment, the working class can be
forced to payv for the crisis,

The growth of the eurocurrency market
has cut right across this strategy. and must
therefore be reduced significantly —as the
latest annual report of the west German
Bundesbank argues.

But how can the sigmticance of the dollar
he dininished for international payments,
capital transfers etc, without reducing world
liquidity and therefore inducing a new
slump? Already the world’s leaders are
worried by the diminishing share of inter-
national trade in the world economy since
the 1975 recession. How can the doilar be
junked without a repeat of the cataclysm of
the 1930s?

t his is tne context which has brought into
being the Furopean Monetary System
(EMS). So far Britain remains out of it, but
the only ettects to date of staying out have
been a few irrate shoppers in the six countics
finding their Irish punts discounted by a
couple of peace by Belfast shopkeepers. For
the fact 1s that the British £ is included in the
weighted basket of currencies that make up
the European Monctary Umnity (EMU),
which pow, renamed the ‘ecu’ (European
currency unit), is the basis of international
transaction between the EMS member
nations, And in spite of keeping Britain out
of the EMS, Callaghan has promised to
preserve the parity between the £ and the
ecu.

So the only difference between Britain
being in or out of the EMS is that it 1s not
commitled to beinga member of Fecom, the
European Monetary Cooperative Fund.
and it has not received the few hundred
miliions of cheap c¢redit that it would
otherwise have done. 1t 15 not committed to
depositing its reserves into the ‘revolving
swap' arrangements from which the ecus are
formed, but 1t may well choose to do s0
anyway. Should the EMS not break down,
Britain, due to the increasing importance of
its trade with Europe. will in any case be
forced to hold more and more of its reserves
in ecus, and this will inevitably push it into
being a full member of the EMS.

Can the EMS work?

Most economists--particularly n
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Britian—doubt that it will work. They point
out that the old eurosnake. in which the nine
apreed to keep their own currencies within
214 per cent of each other. soon broke down
hecause of the strength of the D-Mark. Only
Denmark and the Benelux countries were
ahle to keep pace with it

If Britain linds the going toe tough, how
then will France, Eire and Italy manage
when their halance ol payvments prohlems
are worse? To make matters worse sull, the
FMS countries arc supposed to intervene il
ecu rates that are about ¥ as narrow as the
old parity grid rates. No wonder then that
the central banks and Fecom have refused
so far to release details of ecu limits and even
ecu rates! In common with evervone else
they know they are operating on a knife
edge.

But even it they succeed in preserving the

new fixed parities. the burgeoning new
agencies like Fecom will also provide tresh
areas of dispute between the EEC member
nations. It will not solve the intractable
prablem of agriculture, but 1t will be able to
alter significantly the fiscal and monetary
polcies in Europe as a whole, This will
tnevitably aid onc country atl the expense of
another and thereiore sharpen the conflicts
bctween them.

This does not mean., however. that the
EMS must break down. Far from it—its
tragility is a short tcrm one. Should 1t last
two to three yeurs. expand reserve and
exchange holdings to 100 billion ecus or
more and —above all  lead to a significant
rise 1 the volume of intra-European trade
and capital tlow; then any country that ieft
the svstem (or. in Britain's case, stayed
outside 1t) could sutter severely.

Consequences of the EMS

All the talk of ‘'monetary stability' and the
hke. 15 1n fact much less important a reason
for setting up the EMS for European
capitalists than its effect on industrial
development. The key question 1s German
industry: its ahlity to compete and expand
in & world market where, since the 1974-75
slump, exports bave played a diminishing
role in the volume of world production,

For (iermany’s very success as an ex-
porter has pushed up the D-Mark to
unprecedented heights. The rise of the D-
muark against the dotlar has Lifted the prices
of west German exports compared to those
of American goods, so that German car

The EMS and how it works
The FMS is founded on g new curreney. the ecu. Composed ot a weighted basker of the
currencies of the EMS countries phus Britain, its use - at least for the time being s distinctiy
limited. Onlv contral hanks can buy and sellecus. and inits initial 6 months ecus will he i.-'.:~iu+.:d
ter the value ot § 12 billion o <igmificant sum. but hardly in the same league as the massive 3
SO0 hillion Furodaliar market. Each ecu (value approx £0.67) 1s made up of the quantines of
the various nationat currencies shown,

Rut it comes about not through, sav. the Danish government donating 22 ore far each of
the 24 hillion or so ecus now being formed. In fact all the ecus now heing created are issued
anly on the basis of gold and dollars currently in the hands of the European central hanks, 20
per cent of the gold and dollar reserves of the M5 countries are depostited with [fﬁcﬂm, the
Furapean maonetary conperation fund in a ‘revolving swap’ arrangement: that 1s they are
revalued cuarterly. and the appropriate number of ecus are ssued against them,

When the tund is properiy established tuccording to the MBS schedule this should hzlppfcn
U tw vea s time ) the transters hecame permanent. The eventual aim s 1o ysi1e cous againsi
nationa] curreneies, thus adding cnarmously to internationa | Bquidity and relieving pressure
Ivam the lalling de

The ecu is first of all a supercurreacy: a medium for the exchange of the European
currencies with the rest. which is 1tselt based upon a rigid grid of exchanges amongst the EMS
countries themselves, T get this nigidity the EMS currencies are himked by means of two
parity grids: one which fixes cach national currency with cach of the others (i in the old
Furopean snake’), and the other that Hixes ¢ach to the ecu.

In theory the margins on the Tatier grid should be tighter because m the old snake every
central bunk had to ntervene i any one curreney got out of line, a sitwation that ended up i
chaos. 107t s the ecu Timit that i tighrer, then usually only the nation that 15 oot of hne hasto
intervene, { Though here too. the Neutschemark is exceptional: its weight accounts lara third
ot the value of the ecu and any changes i s vilue will terefore change the value ol the ecu by
a third the chanpe in the M. ihus possibly putting other cutrencics in jeopardy on the ecu
grid).

In practice howesver, the extremy secreey of all the Mnancial agencies involved over the
exact extent of the mareins allowable on the eou grid, suggests that they arc as yetincapable
of making the ecu parities hite sooner than those of the revamped snake. But the amm ol the
FMS it make the ot grid operate sooas to trigger imtersention at ¥ the margin of the
mationdd curreneies pardy gnd

The different weights of the currencies 1o the ecu basket makes this guite complicated. A
change in the value ol the earreney of @ puny ceconomy ke Fire will nog alfect the valone of the
v as a whole, But Germany whale corrency mukes up A3 per cent of the con and toa lesser
extent France {200 per cent of the cou). have to have correspoandingly tighter ecu margins 1o
compensate for the luet that changes in their correncies will tase and lower the eou
cortespondingly

But the eou is not just g superearrency. a medium for exchanping existing currencies. 1 is
alao g distinctive commadity, It hasats own ecu-poce for gold which s ot reducible 1o those
ol 1ts member currencies {Uhis has been Lixed by the EMS at the average market price over the
preceding six months, with the provision that this must not he higher than cineent London
lixires  al preseat it s much Towerd e abso hos o discount mate, bul in this case 11w the
average ol the Mainimom | ending Rutes of the member countries weighted 10 the same
proportion as the currencles thal make up the ecou.

On op of that the inteation is to ereate a tull-seade Eoropean Monctary Fundinowhich all
foreipn loans, ad and crodit arrangements wonld be desigrigted noceas, This woulkd apph
hath Toy imtra=FEM S dealings and lor thase ol the EMS coantries with the rest o the warld. At
this stage the ceu would hise emerged Hmadly as g varely ab capitad, as mones 0 ils most tully
developed oam,

But even i ats peesent Torm, the 24 llion eeus at the disposalb ol the FMS will gosame
way toward providing significant shert and medimm werm eredit

Speciad pronision huve been made for Bt aoed Ly o the M5S0 Tty whale o Tull
member s permitted o margn ol & percenomstead of 2,23 per cent on the natiomi] casreneies
parity grid. And Britain, while not o member s ubie to participate i loans though Fecom,
Angd beciose sterling s included anthe con, Bntion’s Movwmom T eading Rate contibittes o
the siverieange process thiongh which the cou discown aie s tormed. Inpractics therefore. o
worttld beovers vass for Bettien toosbip e bemng o Tall member ol the IPMS
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manufacturers now face dechining US sales
while Detroit is selling at near 1ts all-time
MAXITIIm.

Now if the T>-Mark s tied to all the other
Furopcan currencies vig the ecu. then a 3
per cent hiken the 1-M, it will lead mstead
to merely a | percentrise in the ¢ou rate with
respect 1o non ecu currencies (above all, the
doilar). Hence the expansion ol German
industry wili not be himited by the npward
valuation of the D-M to anything like the
sume degree as previousiy.

Within 4 national cconomy without
exchange controls disparities between ad-
vanced and backward industries work
themselves out by a flow of resources from
the backward to the advanced region: from
the North of Fngland to the South East,
from the Ruhr te Stuttpart, from the
Appalachians to Texas and so on. Unable to
creet  tariff walls  agamst  Stuttgart’s
Mercedes cars, the Ruhr worker finds
her !/ himself jobless and 15 forced to move or
TCIMAIn poor.

Now the EMS would work 1n a very
simlar manner within the European super-
nation. Hitherto the member nations that
were not part of (or broke away from) the D-
M snake were uble to devalue their own
currencies, thus giving their exports a
competitive advantage on the world market.
(And this has heen a  world-wide
phenomenon: without 1t Japan., Korea or
Brazil would not have industrialiscd in the
first place.)

The operation of a tight snake coupled
with restrictions of statc amid to un-
competitive industries would rule all that
out. Instead the member states would he
farced to use the only weapon at their
disposal: control of the money supply. As
one manager of a London-based finance
house put 11 recently: “There is no question
that the EMS will eventually result in a
transter of a conscrvative approach to the
management of the national economies of
the members’ ¢ Businesy Week 26 Fcebruary
|279),

Inevitably then. the EMS will bring with
it high  unemployment to Europe's
backward regions and 4 flow of productive
resources to the most advanced areas in
Belgium, France and above all Germany.
Bul this does not mean that the ruling class
in Italy and Britain will oppose it. Forastarnt
in each country there are ‘advanced
enclaves’ of production (including in [taly
the sizeable motor industry) which will
prosper in the new Furope. Secondly there
are also, particularly in Britain, banks, other
financial institutions and corporations that
are already highly europeanised in structure
and poised to take a sizeable share of the
management of the new capital flows.

Most importunt of all, the benefits to the
advanced sectors of Furopean capital from
the EMS will be considerable. Already they
have been prepared to shell out a billion
dollars in cheap loans to the poorer EMS
members—Eire and Italy—as an induce-
ment for them to enter the system. No doubt
there could be a lot more to come to pay for
Britain’s entry and to keep the other poor
nations happy.

For large sections of British and [talian

capital the prospect of staving out of the
EMS and gambling on a falling pound or
lire to keep their goods competitive 15 a
bleak. It therefore would much safer to
shelter under the hegemony of French and
{icrman capital and give up the attempt to
compete on the same ground at all. The
assumption s that a diet of sub-contracts
ptus cheap finance and grants via Fecom’s
regional aid fund, while not exactly caviar.
1s at least better than starvation.

The alliance of the Tribunites with some
professional economists (the Cambridge
school especally) is thus in all probability a
short-term phenomenon. The most likely
scenario for the next two years or so is a
strong pound coupled with accelerated
industral decay. The two will go together:
North Sea otl pushing up sterling, which in
turn witl price British goods off the world
market and cncourage a greater flow of
Imports.,

The bourgois economists will, to a greater
or lesser extent, accept this state of affams.
arguing tor the promotion of a few enclaves.
the development of small subsidiary and
components manufacture, and the exten-
sioan of the hank and finance sector. The
Tribunites will disaprec, arguing, less and
less plaustbly. that an independent and

viable British industrial capital can and
should be regenerated.

But in the short run the new across-the-
hoard anti-Europeanism offers the whole of
the Labour party lots of milcage. Endorsed
by the ‘expert’ economists, it presents a vista
of improving workers' living standards by
altering the terms of international treaties
rather than through the class struggle.

However, we canmot be neutral over

_developments that will nevitably enforce

even more right-wing anti working class
nolicies: we must oppose them. And of
course, unlike the Tribumites and their
hangers-on 1n the Communist Party. we do

so in the name of proletarian inter-

nationalism. Mot because we believe, as do
the reformists (or for that matter the
National Front), that better living standards
for British workers can be brought about hy

. making British capital more viable. But in

the coming months it will be crucial to
intervene in these arguments: the principled
stand on proletarian internationalism s not

can empy moral gesture, 1t is the only

practical way to defend workers' living

standards here and now. The reformsts

solution i1s not only offensively chauvinistic,
~but 1n practical terms it cannot possibly
i work.

What is the Furopean
Community?

The Europcan Economic Community
was set up in 1957 by the Treaty of Rome. {ts
creators Intended it to be hotlh an economic
union  within which capital and com-
modities could flow frcely, with a common
set of tanffs. and the first step to a federal
European state which. allied to the 1S,
would provide a powertul bulwark against
Soviet ‘expansionism’.

[nitially the EEC consisted of Germmav.
France, Belgium. the Netherlands, [taly and
Luxemburg. Britain opted out of the initial
I'reaty of Rome, preferring to stick to the
Empire (which then proceeded to dis-
integrate).

Suhsequently Bnitish governments made
two unsuccessful attempts to join the EEC,
in 1962 and [967. hoth of which were vetoed
by President De Gaulle of France. before
the Tories under Ted Heath finally succeed-
ed in 1971,

The expanded EEC consists of the
ornginal six. plus Britain, Denmark and the
Republic of Ireland. Expansion was follow-
ed by a perind in the doldrums. Plans for
cconomic and monetary unon {(EMU)
collapsed when the snake linking European
currencies broke down within weeks of its
introduction.

The recession nitally encouraged the
inditvidual national states to pursue their
own interests individually and to hell
with the EEC. Only recently, with the
introduction of the European Monetary
System under the acgis of Helmud Schmidt
and  Valery Giscard d’Estaing have the
pressures towards Furopean integration
reasserted itself.

The institutional set-up of the EEC is a
mess, part state, part international organisa-
tion. The two most powerful bodies are the
European Council, the summit of heads of
government and of state, and the Council of

. pean governments,

Ministers, representing the different Furo-
The national states
dominate both hodies. Iecisions must be
unanimous and so controversial issues are
seitled by endless negotiation and tortured
compromise, or, like the Common
Agricultural Policy, left unresolved.

The FEurepean Commisston. would-be
embryo of a federal government. runs the
EEC bureaucracy. 1ts members are
nominated by national governments and the
presidency (now held by Roy Jenkins. has-
heen here of the Labour right) rotates
hetween governments.

The FEuropean Parliament, hitherto
chosen by the national parliaments, is to he
directly clected from June. It has little
power, since legistative power under the
Treaty of Rome rests in the hands of the
Council of Ministers and Commission. and
there is no government for it to kick out. but
it some veto over the budget.

The bulk of EEC finance is devoted to the

Common Agricultural Policy, a device for

keeping European agricultural prices above

‘the world prices, to the profit. as is shown

¢lsewhere in this briefing. of the north
European farmers. Even the west German
government now admists that this situation

cannot go on for ever,
Meanwhile, the power of the EFC
Commisston  gradually - expands  into

different areas. There 1s a regional aid fund.,

and the Commission administers {rather

ineffective) policies for the European steel

and shipbuilding industries.

So tar the progress towards a European
federal state is imited. Much depends on the
tate of the European Monetary System. If
successful 1t would mark a significant step
towards genuine cconomic ynion, with i

csingle currency and a unified capital market.
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After the latest five-yearly charade which
passes for democracy under capitalism, it is
a good moment to think a little about our
alternative, workers’ democracy.

The phrase the dictatorship of the
proletariat was coined by the communist
Gracchus Babeuf during the French revoiu-
tion of 1789-99, but Marx took 1t over and
made it his own,

In 852 he wrote:

“What I did that was new was to prove: 1)
that the existence of ¢classes is only bound up
with particular historical phases in the
development of production, 2) that the class
struggle necessarily Jeads to the dictatorship
of the proletariat, 3) that this dictatorship
itself only constitutes the transition to the
abolition of all classes and to a classless
society”,

But what is the dictatorship of the
proletariat? Is it, as the opponents of
marxism  have always claimed. the
totalitarian rule of a party over the masses?

Marx's answer 15 in The Civii War in
France, Written the day after the Paris
Commune was crushed by the reactionary
French government 1n May 1871, to
champion the cause of the workers of Paris,
it shows that the Commune was the first
example of the dictatorship of the
profetariat, representing a far higher degree
of democracy than the sham democracy of
the bourgeoisie. It remains valid today.

The working class cannot simply lay hold
of the ready-made state machinery, and
wield it for its own purposes . . .

. The first decree of the Commune,
therefore, was the suppression of the
standing army, and the substitution for it of
the armed people.

The Commune was formed of the
municipal councillors, chosen by universal
suffrage in the various wards of the town,
responsible and revocable at short terms.
The majority of its members were naturally
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working men, or acknowledged represen-
tatives of the working class. The Commune
was to be a working, not a parhamentary
body, executive and legislative at the same
time.

Instead of continuing to be the agent of
the central government, the police was at
once stripped of its political attributes, and
turned nto the responsible and at all times
revocable agent of the Commune. So were
the officials of all other branches of the
administration. From the members of the
Commune downwards, the public service
had to be done at workmen's wages, The
vested interests and the representation
allowances of the high dignitanes
themselves. Public functions ceased to be
the private property of the tools of the
central government. Noi only municipal
administration, but the whole initiative
hitherto exercised was laid into the hands of
the Commune... |

The judicial functionaries were to be

divested of that sham independence which
had but served to mask theyr abject
subserviency to all succeeding governments
to which, in turn, they had taken and
broken, the oaths of allegiance. Like the rest
of public servants, magistrates and judges
were 1o be elective, responsible and
revocable,
. . . The unity of the nation was not to he
broken, but, on the contrary, to be organis-
ed by the Communal constitution and to
become a reality by the destruction of the
state ‘power which claimed te be the
embodiment of that unity independent of,
and superior to. the nution itself, from
which it was hut a parastitic excrescence.

While the merely repressive organs of the
old governmental power were to be am-
putated, its legitimate functions were to be
wrested from an authority usurping pre-
eminence over society itself, and restored to
the responsible agents of society. Instead of
deciding once in three or six years which
member of the ruling class was to misrepre-

sent the people in parliament, universal
suffrage was to serve the people. erganised
in communes, as individual sufifrage serves
every other employer in the search for the
workmen and managers in his business . . .

The Commune made that catchword of
bourgeeis revolutions, cheap government, 1
reality, by destroying the two greatest
sources of expenditure--the standing army
and state functionaries. Ifs very existence
nresupposed the non-existence of
monarchy, which, in Europe at least, is the
normal incumbrance and indispensable
cloak of class rule. it supplied the republic
with the basis of really democratic in-
stitutions. But neither cheap government
nor the ‘true republic’ was its ultimate aim;
they were its mere concommitants.

The multiplicy of interpretations to which
the Commune has been subjected, and the
muitiplicity of interests which construed it
in their favour, show that it was a thorough-
lv expansive political form, while all
previous forms of government had been
emphatically repressive. Its true secret was
this. It was essentially a working-class
government, the produce of the struggie of
the producing against the appropriating
class, the political form at last discovered
under which to work out the economical
emancipation of labour.

Except on this last condition, the Com-
munal constitution would have been an
impossibility and a delusion. The political
rule of the producer cannot coexist with the
perpetuation of his social slavery. The
Commune was therefore to serve as a lever
for upreoting the economical foundations
upan which rests the existence of classes,
and therefore of class rule. With labour
emancipated, every man becomes a working
man, and productive labour ceases to be a
class atiribute . . .

Working men's Paris, with its Commune,
will be for ever celebrated as the glorious
harbinger of a new society. 1ts martyrs will
be enshrined in the great heart of the
working class. Its exterminators history has
already nailed to that eternal pillory from
which all the prayers of their priests wiil not
avail to redeem them, Karl Marx



