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THIS issue continues our analysis of the current ruling
class offensive with a major article on the role of the
Engineering Employers’ Federation in the recent
dispute. A settlement was reached just before we went
to print, but the offensive continues on other fronts,
notably in ITV (see Mike Paget’'s article).

Phil Marfleet discusses the feeble response of the
union leaders to Tory (and Labour} cuts in public
expenditure. Bennery may be riding high after
ﬁm n, but John Molyneaux shows that Labour lefts

uart Holland evade more problems than they
solvg ¥

As. the Provisional IRA launches major military
offensive, Eammon McCann asks: Are the Provos
moving left? Readers may find itinteresting to compare
the situation in the North of Ireland with the national
struggle in the Basque country {(see Doug Andrews and
Mary Reid’s news article).

The debate on socialism and feminism continues
with an article by Alix Holt in which she argues that
Anna Paczusca's critique of the cult of Alexandra
Kollontai {Socialist Review December 1978) distorted
history.

Colin Sparks also discusses the history of the
movement in an examination of the relation of Socialist
political organisation and socialist cuiture in Wiemar
Germany.
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Engineers:

Raising the Stakes

The engincers” battle represents
a significant turning point in the
class struggle, whatever the
outcome. Aswediscuss indetail
clsewhere, 1t marks  the
appearance of a remarkable
new political unity among the
capitalist class,

We  have also  seen  the
massive basic lovalty of the
AUEW’'s membership to trade
umion principle  hold  firm
despite great strains. MNeither of
these two ‘united fronts’ was
inevitahle and the dispute
itself 15 changing the pileture.

Further, the engineers'
traditional left wing has failed
totally. To date there husn’t
been a single discernible move
by the AUEW broad left in amy
direction, let along towards
winning the strike.

The amazing irrelevance of

the meeting 1n  Eastbourne
which broke up over the con-
stitution of the Labour Party
and failed to debate extending
the strike must be something of
a mulestone in the history of
sectarianism.
Meanwhile the
Charter —
organisationally -

Engineers’
weak
has been the

only national body giving a
lead, the only source of analysis
of the cmployers’ offensive, the
only group tryving to raise the
stakes 1n responsc to the EEF
and to understand the huge
1ssues behind the struggle. The
broad left’s lack of initiative and
understanding has been nothing
short of tragic.

Below we examine some of
the crucial issues which the
disputc has raised. A dispute

“dominated by the way in which
employers have been ready to

raise the stakes in response to a
weak-kneed union. But a dis-
pute which also shows the
fragility of class ymty on the
hosses' side: their tear of what
might happen if a mass move-
ment cImerges,

Weinstock’s way: Ending the
national agreement?

Suddenly in the midst of their
much vaunted unity, a gaping
hole appeared in the ranks of
the EEF. And it was the
industry’s  largest  private
employer — GEC — which
opened it up., with a ‘secret’
letter from Sir Arnold
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Weinstock determined to go his own way

Weinstock saying that after the
dispute GEC companies would
‘quietly withdraw’ from the
Federation,

The reasons behind this move

are complex. Briefly, GEC is
almost an engineering federa-

“{lont on its own. It doesn’t need
outside solidarity, More impor-

tant, the national agreement on
pay has -become a serious
embarrassment in the light
engineering and elecironics
industry where GEC especially
wants to keep a mainly female
workforce on very low wages.
Finally, Weinstock wantis to run
his own company his own way.

Sir Arnold speaks

In a very revealing interview
given to the local paper in
Stafford, where GEC have
fought for three months to
stnash across-site bargaining,
Sir Arnold Weinstock outlined
the GEC approach:

‘We try in GEC to steer clear
of involvements which have
as their object to bring about
solidanty, that is, to behave
in common with others
simply to exert pressures . . .
There can be no settlements
in Stafford on the basis of
across-the-site negotiations .

we have enough ex-
perience to know that this is
not the way to get the most
productive and most ef-
ficient working.’

Behind this statement of
principle lies a senous dislike
throughout GEC management
of having to operate an outside
agreement, above all on pay.
Pay levels in GEC’s electronics,
medical, = telecommunications
and light assembly plants are
abysmal. They are only made
tolerable by bonus schemes,
which would be entirely trrele-
vant if a decent semi-skiiled
minimum rate existed.

The EEF abandoned this
years ago, but there 1s still a

formula which sets semi-skilled
rates relative to the national
levels. The last thing companies
ke GEC want 1s to have to
apply the same higher basic
rates to men working on heavy
machmery, with a high profit
per umt of output, as to women
assembling components with 4
tiny profit per unit.

GEC’s cold feet about the
national agreement on pay
correspend to the cempany's
determination to break any
combine-wide organisation .-
even at official level — between
plants. The success of the
operation depends on divide
and rule; the EEF is en-
dangering it.

The anti-praductivity deal

Perhaps the main reason why
the emplovers have been
fighting the engineers so bitterly
is that the national agreement
has become a productivity deal
N reverse.

By pushing up the national
minimum time rates, Duffy &
Co. have unknowingly being
eroding local management con-
trol of payment systems and

bonus schemes. For many
emplovers — including
Weinstock — this 1s of more

importance than an hour off the
working week.

To see why, look at the
example of the wages advertised
this month at GEC's Osram
plant in Wembley.

Production
Workers

Men and Worman
Earn
Myghtwork
K Heur Wags

le'ﬁ'ﬂlk
A0 F laar ‘Weark.
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£x EN
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Lome aweetime moy be awailaple
Can]aer Lrcial Cooks
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Mra, M. Willigras
OSRAM (CEC) LT,
Eark Lavte, Morth Wembley
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Pay for 40 hours including
bonus 15 £58, ‘for men and
women’. In practice this means
an all-female workforce, cer-
tainly in the l.ondon area. This
level of pay could be repeated
for plant after plant — in GEC,
[TT, Plessey, Thorn, as well as
in countless  smallish  light
engineering firms who have to
{ollow the national rates.

Just over two years ago —
when the national rates were
still at the 1975 level — such
firms could extract gquite a high
level of productivity, It the
minimum rate is around £38 for
semi-skilled jobs — as it was till
mid-1977 — then people will
work for their £8 bonus.

Then suddenly, a year ago the
skilled national rate rose to £60
a week. The semi-skilled rates
followed it up: to between about
£48 and £52 depending on the

‘week  less

local agreement. Some workers
found their level of bonus
reduced from £8 to 50p. Com-
paniecs elther faced a
catastrophic fall in productivity
or had to negotiate new bonuses
or new prod deals.

This year the CSEU targdt
figure would not only erode
these prod deals, 1t would
utterly destroy them. Again,
look at the GEC advert: £58
including bonus. Almost £10 g
than semi-skilled
workers would get if the Confed
pay claim were won in full —
without any effort.

Next year’s CSEU claim —
already fixed is £100 for
craftsmen. Assuming this was
won, a company like GEC
Osram would be paying its
workers an extra £22 a week or
s0 next year — just for turning
up to work!

Amalgamation: Watch your
leaders

Frank Chapple must be glad he
hasn't won his takeover bid vet.
Duffy's fumbling and Boyd’s
complete absence from the
scene could vyet make him
master of the new amalgamated
engineering/ elec-
trical/ sheetmetal workers' un-
ion of the 1980s. Behind the
scenes Chapple has been trying
to make sense of Duffy’s non-
sense — without much success,

Actueally the likely
amalgamation of the Nationai
Union of Sheetmetal Workers
with the AUEW — which the
CP has been making a
bureaucratic success — could
make Chapple’s life a lot easier.
He 13 quite ready to tolerate
lifting bans on communists —-
and even Brother George Guy’s
guaranteed place on the TUC
General Council (part of the
NUSMW deal).

What the EETPU must-have
from the AUEW right-wing

Chapple waliting for Ris ﬂpﬂarmm'f

before a merger is a change in
structure: say, full timers as
branch secretaries, a massive

reduction 1n the number of
branches and above all a com-
plete emasculation or even
abolition of the district com-
mittees,

One of the first steps towards
changing the branch structure is
about to take place, according
to reports from the recent
AUEW full timers meeting. The
possibility of full-time branch
secretaries is now openly being
talked about.

The first step towards control
of the districts was taken some
time ago, when the new
procedure agreement taking
negotiation rights away from
district level was signed with the
EEF.

There are several suspect parts
to the AUEW/NUSMW
‘amalgamation’ — in factonlya
NUSMW transfer of
engagements. One is that the
size of new union’s national
committee is  considerably

enlarged: 23 delegates from the. ;
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NUSMW with 70,000 members
in addition to the existing 52
delegates  representing 1.2
million 1n the engineering sec-
tion. What numbers would the
- EETPU {or the Beilermakers)
want?

Another feature 15 that
specific annual elections for
TUC and Labour Party
delegations have heen abolish-
ed, A further development isthe
establishment of new national
industrial committees, which
devolve power from the (enlarg-
ed) national committee, even
though subject to 1ts decisicns.

The impact of these changes
— and others — Is open to
question. What 1s not in doubt
however is that the structure of
the AUEW can now be subtly
changed without the AUEW's
membership vatingon it. This (s
of course the logic of the
transfer of engagementsy
method — it avoids the senior
partner having to ballot the
membership.

No doubt the CP 15 delighted
with George (fuy's place on the
General Council, 1t being *un-
derstood that the TUC seat 15
presently held by L.G. Guy the
current general secretary . . .
and as long as the Sheet Metal,
Pipe and Heating section (of the
W union) continue  to
nominate him for the seat. he
shall be supported by the
AUEW(E) section’.

No doubt the CP 1s delighted
that the journal it controls will
continue to be published for at
least five years. No doubt the
CP i1s happy with an enlarged
tlock votc on the new national
committec.

But the whole process 15 the
very opposite of trade union
democracy. and it 1s exactly the
sort of  manipulation  the
AUEW nght wing will employ
in the tuture.

AUEW: Factory branches?

With Dufty looking for a way
cut every day and the right wing
determined to step up the {ight
against rank and fHile activists in
the AUEW, there 1s a growing
casc for militants to campaign
tor a factory-based structure in
the union, fen Blood outhines
the arguments:

“T'o be realistic. our members
look no further than the fac-
tory. And in the main they look
to the shop steward to see
they’re all right. Those of us
who are stewards know full well
where the members go for help.
The steward 15 a workmate, the
guy on the next bench - a
tellow trade unionist, because

4

they see cach other daily.

‘How many problems do we
handle as stewards that a
stranger at the branch couldn’t
do nearly as good? Divorce,
flooding, sex problems, pen-
sions, football, girl friends, boy
friends. being absent from Day
Releuse . . . toname justa few of
thc things that come to a
steward hourly. |

*Orver the years I've envied the
factory structure of the print
industry., and to some extent the
TOWU., When we have shop-
floor meetings, that's the time 1
relate to my fellow members.
We talk onall matters as a mass.
Politics 1s almost tap of the bill.

"Most of all, when elections
take place. we read out the
election addresses and discuss
backgrounds and political
positions of candidates. Those
that argue that factory branches
are isolated from the outside
world couldn’t be more wrong.
We at Greenings are not vet a
tactory branch. But because we
glmost function as one, we
debate the order of the day.

'[’s almost certain that 1f the
marriage with the EETPU takes
place, some of the arguments
['ve used will be taken up by
wright-wingers to destroy our
branches. They will say our
branches do not give a service,
they are run by old men etc.

‘But what they really mean s
that they want to destroy
Idistrict Committees and have
full time officials in full control
of our destinics. Factories will
become even more isolated as
full tuners, hatched from the
arscs of Boyd and Dufty, take
over. They will want full time
branch secretanes,

‘If elections are to be con-
tinued {although 1 suspect
appolntments  are  coming).
what better argument than
[actory ballots in the same way
as the miners and, | believe,
some arcas of our own Foundry
Section?

‘It beats the argument
between branch and pestal
ballots. Far better to argue for
ballot boxes i the factones(it's
earned a semblance of respect
even trom the mass media) but
better stili in control of the shop
stewards where the strength of
our union lies.

‘It we don’t build and argue
for factery branches now,
where we sce the umon at its
most active and democratic, the
way will be positively wide open
for Boyd and his cronies — with
or without Franky - to smash
us o a servile, centrally
controlled. non-existent union.’
David Beecham

Lord Robens of Woldingham

The Life of Lord Robens

There used to be a Simon and
Garfunke!l song which began
“They say that Richard Cory
owns one half of this whole
town’. When [ord Robens of
Woldingham became chairman
of Vickers in 1971, he and his
company owned a good deal
more than half the town of
Barrow — they owned the lot.
And he proceeded to prove it by
locking out first 1,200 boiler-
makers and then B,000 other
shipyard workers in a mne-
week dispute the following vear.

Vickers Shipbuilders has
been nationalised since then but
Lord Rohens — former
USDAW official and minister
of labour — is still pursuing the
government  {or
people who pay tax) for more
compensation — £100 million
or so — for himself, his fellow
directors  and shareholders,
Vickers, hike Robens, 1s still a
big fish though. ]

A multi-million mul-
tinational, the company has
steadily moved away from its
old manufacturing base —
‘Heavy engineering, like ship-
building, is finished n this
country’ says Robens — and
into more lucrative fields —
medical equipment, offshore
wotk and the like. Areas where
the pickings are big, the sub-
sidies substantial and all the
hard work 15 done by
governments or the very largest
giant firms.

l.ord Robens is of course not
beyond turning the odd penny
or two himself. As chairman of
two missiens to Malta in 1967
he familiansed himself so well
with the landscape that he was

rather the

later able to interest himself ina
venture with fellow
philanthropists Reginald
Maudling and John Poulson.

As a younger man, chairman
of the National Coal Board Alf
Robens seemed more interested
in nationalisation than compen-
sation. But he showed his mettle
by getting nd of some 300,600
Jobs in the mining industry.
Naturally the scope at Vickers is
somewhat more limited.
Nevertheless 15,000 jobs — 40
per cent — have gone in the last
ten vyears, most in Robens’
reign. One third of the com-
pany's assets have gone into
property.

While at the NCB, Alf was
the object of a disgraceful smear
campaign connected with Coal
Board c¢ontracts with a firm
called Bonser Engineering,
which benefited greatly from
new orders as jobs were cut and
mining work intensified. Un-
charitable people suggested it
was more than coincidence that
Robens junior was a director of
Bonser, .

All this is long past. Alf’s
been ennobled and the former
candidate for Labour
leadership has presided over
victimisations in several of his
plants — three 1n the last vear.

With tfour co-directors of
Vickers on the engineering
bosses’ general council (as well
as two former cronies from the
shipbuilding side), Lord
Robens clearly has a great
interest in seeing the engineers
put in their place. He made an
impassioned speech to the
assembled employers at
Fehruary’s EEF conference,
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‘Strikes’ said he. *are out of date
because in the main personal
ownership of businesses no
longer exists.' .

Alf should know. He is
chairman of Johnson Matthey,
a viciously anti-union firm
wiich supports Apartheid in
South Afnca and the Economic
[.eague here. He has been a
director of The Times since
1967, and thus has the distinc-
tion of being mvolved in three
separate lock outs at once —
The Times, the TV companies
(in which the Times has a stake)
and engineering.

He has been a director of

theBank of England since 1966;
he 1s on the board of Trust
House Forte, ‘the firm that
smiles' — and shakes its
workers warmly by the throat.

‘There can be no question, in
my view,’ says this great man,
‘that if everyhody i1s going to
behave as they have behaved
particularly over these last
months. 1n deciding that they
will grab their piece of cake or
withdraw their services, there
will not be any cake lett and we
will finish up snarling over the
crumbs.’ §

Bill George

Factory Closures:

Park Royal’s Cautionary Tale

In a sud and bewildered article
on 28 September. the Morning
Star concluded ‘workers at
Park Rovyal are out of breath —
British Leyland has made sure
of that'. The rempants of what
was once a thriving Communaist
Party factory branch had failed
in their effort to persuade an
ageing skilled workforce that it
was worth saving the jobs.

The closure ¢of Park Rowval
Vehicle is in so many ways
symbolic of what’s gone wrong
with the old-style factory
leadership up and down the
country that it's worth con-
sidering in some detail.

Quite a few of the workers
have been there for upwards of
20 years and stand to get £7,000

£10000 1 redundancy
payments. Others came to PRY
after the closure of North
London’s most imlitant plant —
ENVY — in 1968

Having won high wages and
good shop organisation at ENVY
they jettisoned & lot of
the outward-looking. pohtical
militancy. The decimation of
employment in the ara met with
no resistance from one of the
factories best placed to organise
1. Some of the big surrounding
factories were non-union —
there wits no dattempt to build
lIinks,

With full crder books, the
work force was sitting pretty:
they never bothered much that
Leyland didn’t invest a penny.

When the National From
lannched a campaign aguainst
Asian refugees from Uganda,
PRV was the onc plant in the
area they had any success in; a
petition collected 200 signatures
without the CP doing anything

about it. Eventually it was a
leaflet from outside the plant
which stopped the rot: but there
was still hardly a black face to
he seen Inside.

They used to sell 50 copies ot
the star a1 PRV. Now Harry
Tank, long-time CP parliamen-
tary candidate for Acton and a
T&G steward with 25 vears’
seTvice at the plant, says *There
has to be a re-think in the
movement 1f jobs are to he
retained and closures opposed.”

He's right of ¢ourse. But the
same article in the Star goes on
1o note without comment that
the initial Leyland 1G-vear plan
in 1975 envisaged the closure of
PRY and the expansion of
AEC's i Southall. After the
Fark Royal workers threatened
a fight Bl. changed tack and
shut AEC's. Was there any
sohidarity {from PRV? On the
contrary, they grabbed the
work. Which lett Michael
Edwardes with an easy job.

Now the Morning Star (like
the Guardian) puts the blame
on BL’s buregucracy. A
somewhat comical position for
people who've gone along with
all the participation. joint con-
sultation and incorporation of
stewards  into management
structures that Lord Rvder, the
NEB and Edwardes have been
able to devise. Allin the cause of
what Longbridge convenor
Derek Rooinson described -
again 1n the Srar — on 22
September as a ‘high-wage for
high-productivity’ company,

Oh. and one last thing. 1.ocal
Labour MP. Launc Pawvitt is
now proposing .. a workers’ co-
operative.

David Beecham

“Ian Smith

International News & analysis

Zimbabwe:

All Change at

Bishop Muzorewa

Joshua Nkomo

Lancaster House

It seems that Lord Carrington
may actually succeed 1 squaur-
ing the circle and persuade the
dhifterent forces represented at
the Lancaster House conference
on the future of Zimbabwe 10
come to an agreement.

A lew months apo such a

situation  would have been
almost unthinkahle. The
Rhodesian  regime,  rein-

vigorated by the 63 per cent poll
i the Apnl elections, was
pressing ahead with its own
internal settlement with South
African encouragement.

The new Tory government in
London seemed recady  to
recognise Bishop Muzorewa's
cabinet and cnd sanctions. The
Patrniotic Front, hacked by the
front-line African states (Zam-
bia, Tanzania, Botswana,
Angola. and Mozambigue),
was determined to continue the
armed struggle.

Yet both dclegations hawve
made major concesslons at the
conference. The PF has agreed
to concede substantial
privileges to  the white
minority --nolably the right to
24 out of the 120 seats in an
independent parliament (whites
are outnumbered by blacks 1n
Zimbabwe by about 25 to 1)
This mieans that Muzorewa

could probably cobble together

Carrington showing the way for Patriotic Fromt leader Robert Mugahe

a majority, thanks to seftler
votes, after new elections,
On the other hand, lan Smith

has found himself largely
isolated on the Muzorewa
delegation. which decided,

against his sole dissenting vote,
to drop the more cbnoxious
clauses of the present
constitution - notably the white
MPs' veto over constitutional
changes and the preservation of
white control over the army,
police, judiciary and civil ser-
VICE.

Let us note also the changed
position of the Tory govern-
ment. Shorily after coming to
power Thatcher told & press
conference in Cankerra that
sanctions against the Rhode-
sian  regime would not be
renewed this November. Yet at
the conterence her forcign
sceretary. lord Carrington, has
put heavy pressure on the
Muzorewa delegation to scrap
the nternal settlement and
come to an agreement with the
Patriotic Front.

This change in Torv policy,
which has caused much outrage
among the stupider Conser-
vative back benchers and con-
stituency activists, reflects to a
significant degree pressure from
British multinationals  with
interests in Africa. Trade with
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and investment in black Africa
1s of growing importance to
British companies.

Since the Tory general elec-
tion wvictory the Nigerian
government, far and away the
biggest economic power in
black Africa, has heen squeez-
ing British business interests
hard. BP was nationalised and
tenders by British companies
for federal government c¢on-
tracts systematically refused.
The companies responded by
desperate lobbies of Whitehall.

The message got through.
Thatcher launched her new
Zimbabwean inmtiative at the
Commonwealth conference in
August and Carrington played
tough with Muzorewa and
Smith at Lancaster House. The
reward came & few davs after
the cortference began. when the
Nigerian government dropped
its informal ban on British
tenders and cven began to
suggest that BP would receive
quite generous compensation
terms.

In the case of the Muzorewa
and PF delegations, both have
more to lose than to gain hy
appearing ohdurate at the
conference. [f the failure of the
talks counld be lad at
Muzorewss door, then 1t is
unlikely that the Tories would
feel able to drop sanctions and
recognise the regime.

Muzorewa has other reasons
for not fighting too hard in
defence of white privileges.
Despite considerable govern-
ment intimidation during the
April elections, these did reveal
the existence of real popular
support for Muzorewa, es-
pecially im the towns. His
victory reflected, in part, the
aspiration of the African masses

.

for their own government and,
in part, a confused hope that
this objective could be acrieved
without too much blgodshed.

In order to retain this support
Muzorewa must show that his
government has something to
offer the black majority. So far
little has changed. The first
budget offered various goodies
for the better-off (1e the whites).
but nothing for the majority
(whose real income has fallen by
a quarter since 1974). The war
continues, under the direction
of (eneral Peter Walls,

For Muzorewa to be seen by
the people m the great black
townships surrounding
Salishury—Harare, Highfield,
et¢—to be defending a constitu-
tion which entrenches con-
siderable white privileges could
benetit only his chief opponent,
Robert Mugabe of the Zim-
babwe African National Union
(ZANL),

Interestingly. at least sections
of the settlers have gone along
with Muzorewa, This, Dawnd
Smith, Muzorewa’s minister of
finance and the man most likely
to succeed l[an Smith as leader
of thc Rhodesian Front, sup-
ported the changes in  the
constitution agreed at Lan-
caster House.

More significantly, General
Walls, the most powerful white
in Rhodesia now that lan Smith
15 no longer prime minister,
went out of his way in recent
statements to suggest that en-
trenched constitutional clauses
miy not be the best way to
defend white privileges. Walls
has also said on a number of
accasions that the regime can-
not win the war and that a
pohitical settlement  with  the
Patriotic Front 1s necessary.

Holding the fine. The Rhodesian security forees

b

The Patriotic Front also have
their reasons. The prospect of a
major military breakthrough
seerns further awayv thanit dida
year ago (when Socialist
Worker lost its cool enough to
carry a front page head-line:
‘The End of Rhodcsia’). The
regime controls the air and iy
recelving men and egquipment
from South Africa,

Moreover, the April elections
were a set-hack for the PF, if
only in the sense that it sheed
that they controlled a com-
paratively small portion of the
country, The imtiative shifted
to Muzorewa and Smith in the
wake of the elections.

Finally, the PF is under very
heavy pressure to reach apree-
ment with Muzorewa. The
source of this pressure 15 the
front-line states.
particular 1s keen to end the war
for economic reasons. The
desperately weak Zamhian
csconomy is hcavily dependent
on  South. Africa and -+ the
Pretoria regime is prepared to
use this situation to extract
political concessions.

A good example was provid-
ed In late September when the
opening of 4 new road-route
connecling Zambia and Malawi
with South Africa’s ports was
announced. This route i to
replace a ferrv destroyed by
Rhodesian forces. The guid queo
priv? Zambia 15 to closc down
some of the bases [romm which

guerillas  belonping to  the
sought-West  Africa  People’s
Orpganisation (SWAPQO)

operate against South African
forces in Namibia,
Representatives of the front-
line governments have never
been {ar from the conference,
ready to 1wist the arms of the

Zambia n

PF delegates if they prove too
obdurate. In many cases it was
probably pretty ¢asy to per-
suade them.

The PF military chiefs, whose
presence at the conference was
supposcd to harden up the
poiitical  leaders, do not
seem to have put up too much ot
a fight. Josiah Tongogara, chief
of the ZANU military wing.
chatted with lan Smith over tea
about Smith's farm in Selukwe,
where Tongogara worked as a
boy, Morcover, he told the BBC

General Peter Wallis

Overseas Service that he would
work under General Walls ‘ip
any capacity’.

The question of the armed
forces 15 one of the key issues
which the conference still has to
resolve. The Anglo-American
proposals drawn up by the
Carter administration and the
Callaghan government en-
visaged the integration of the
PF guerillas wath the regime’s
armed forces. Both Walls and
now Tongogara have endorsed
suich a solution.

But would 1t work? The
ZANLU puerillas have borne the
hrunt of the fighting. They were
recruited on a prgramme which
defined the goal not merely as
the owverthrow of the Smith
regime but' the creation of a
soclalist Zimbabwe. They have
suffered terrible casualties at
the hand of the regime’s security
forces. Are they likely to ac-
guiesce quietly to their disband-
ment or integraticn into these
same {orces?

Moreover., Joshua NKkomo's
wing of the Patriotic Front
possesses  a  well-equipped,
Cuban-traincd force, the Zim-
babwe People’s Revolutionary
Army {ZIPRA). based in Zam-
bia. These troops have not yet
been fully commitied to the war
and it seems unlikely that
Nkomo would hand over con-
tral of them, his cheif bargain-
ng card, to General Walls,

Another important vartable
in the equation is the attitude of




the South African regime.

Under John Vorster Pretoria
adopted a policy of ¢concessions
abroad (detente with black
Africa) and confrontation at
home. It 1 not toe much of an
exapggeration to say that the

reverse has come to be true
under VYorster's successor, PW
Botha.

Betha 15 In the process of
implementing major domestic
reforms designed to pacify the
black townships. Havingagreed
to offer trade union rights to
African workers: settled n
urban areas, he has now extend-
ed this concession to migrant
wotrkers, who make up the bulk
of the work-tforce in such crucial
export industrics as gold and
coal-mining, He has even
otfered to drop that sacred cow
of Afrikaner Nationalism, the
Immorahity Act. which bans scx
between the races.

Meanwhile, abroad Botha
has adopted a much tougher
stance. He wishes to create a
‘constellation’ of black-ruled
states in southern Africa subject
to South African hegemony.
The Muzorewa regime 15 can-
didate number one for
membership of this ‘constella-
tion'. Pretoria has been fairly
hostile towards the Thatcher
initlative and the Lancaster
House conference.

The reason appears to be fear
that the result of a settlement
would be to entrench forces
hostile to South Afneca in
Zimbabwe., South  Afncan
military strategists are reputed
to have decided that they would
prefer te have the Zamberi
{along the Zambia-Zimbabwe
frontier) as their frontline
rather than the Limpopo. which
separates South Africa from
Zimbabwe.

Botha warned dunng the
conference that South Africa
would mtervene in Zimbabwe if
‘outside forces’ {(presumably the
Cubans) became involved
there. There is already
rumoured to he a South African
battalion in Zimbabwe. If the
talks fail and Muzorewa comes
under heavy military pressure.
Botha will almost certain com-
mit more troops there.

The Lancaster House con-
ference 1s. therefore. quite
delicately balanced, There 15 a
better chance than previously
seemed possible of establishing
& Kenva-style neo-colomal
regime 1n Zimbabwe. But there
arc also pwerful forces working
against such a solution. The
next few months may contain a
number of surprises.

Alex Callinicos
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Barricades in the Basque Country

Spain:
On  Saturday 1 September,
during one of many

demonstrations over the con-
tinual harrasment of Basque
refugees 1n southern France,
one 18-year-old bystander, In-
akl Quiera Cidarain, was shot
dead by the police. A familiar
scenario followed: a general
strike and more street battles
with the police,

The weekend had begun
when 60 abertzale (radical
nationalist} and revolutionary
councillors ended a three-day
occupation of San Sebastian
town hall. As they led the
demonstration oft they were
charged by the police. Eight
councillers were sericusly n-
yured.

It was during the following
battles, us barricades were
thrown up in the streets (an
almost weekly event}, that Inaki
was killed. A Basqgue flag placed
over the spot where he died was
urinated on by policemen.

Op Sunday barricades
appeared in the streets of most
major Basque towns. 5an
Sebastian  iselfl was totally
covered by a cloud of tear gas.
On ™Monday a general strike
iniiated by the abertzales and
the far left paralysed the whaole
of Guipuocoa province and

scriously affected most other-

industrial centres. Only 1n some
big firms 1n Vizcaya province
did the socialist UGT and
communist-led Workers’ Com-
missions (CCQO)Y prevent the
strike spreading.

Incidents of this sort are
common. Euskad: (the Basque
country) today hives under a
permanent state of exception—
restriction of liberties, banning
of demonstrations and
meetings, poelice-fascist
collaboration, inhuman treat-
ment of poltical prisoners,
arbitrary arrests and torturg,
the murder of exiles in France,
There 1s one policemen for
cvery 280 Basaues. On ¥ June
alone 200 people were detained.

Despite this it takes a few
small bombs on the Costa del
>0l tor the British press to take
notice or. more tragically,
the weekend in late May when
17 people died. Of these eight
died in a fashionabie Madrid
bar, victims of a bomb now
believed to have been planted
by fascists.

The ‘beach bombs’ were to be
overshadowed by the death of
five people in bomb explosins at
the two main railway stations
and the airport, for which ETA
P-M  (pohtical-military wing)
claimed responsibility. So far
this year {08 people have died as
a result of political viclence in
Spain, most of them in Euskad.

On 25 October the people of
Euskadi are to vote on the new
statute of autonomy oftered the
Basques by the central govern-
ment of Adolo Suvarez. The
statute 15 based on proposals
drawn up by the Basgue
National Party {PNV). Essen-
tially it 15 a very mild package of
regional reforms that confedes

vanous local controls over
taxation and official equality
tor the Basque language.
Although a local police force
15 to be created, the hated
National Police and Civil
GGuard will remain and the new

torce will be under the ultimate

control of Madrid.

Navarra is not included in the
satute. This province, often
called the *Basque Ulster’, Is
fairly evenly split between a
radical Basque north and a
right-wing. proSpanish south.
lts capital. Pamplona, has been
the scene of frequent clashes
between gherizales and fascist
gangs, usually ‘off-duty’
policemen,

The PNY has skated round
this sticky 1ssue. Moreover. the
right of self-determinaticn for
the Basque country 15 4lso not
included tn the statute—
predictably enough, since the
statute  falls under the new
Spanish constitution, which
clearly upholds the ‘inalienable
unity of the Spanish nation’.
Ironically the PNV, along with
the overwhelming majority of
Basques, opposed this constitu-
ticn when it was approved last
December,

Also backing the statute are
the sociahists { PSOE) and com-
munist (PCE). and, further left,
the not-so-radical nationalists
of Euskadiko Ezkerra (Basque
Left—EE).

Even though the statute will
undoubtedly be approved in the
referendum, Fuskadi will re-
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main a thorn in the side of the
Spanish hourgeoisic. The ahert-
zale coalition Herri Batasuna
(Papular Unity—HB)} won
about |5 per cent of the vote in
last March's general election,
well over 30 per cent in some
mdustrial centres. Their
programme’s mam slogans are
national independence and
socialism.

The coalition has proved
capable of mobilising large
forces on the streets, as was
praved by the huge contingents
on the Basgue Natiopal Day
demonsttations  last  April
shouting slogans like ‘ETA,
more machine-guns’ and ‘ETA.
kill more police-men’.

HB draws it support especial-
ly from young workers. It won
many of the 70,000 votes lost by
the PSOE in March. The votes
came, in the main, from non-
Basque ‘immigrants’. The coah-
tion has become a focus for the
deep discontent felt amonpg
large sections of the population
about not only the continued
repression but also the failure of
the entire ‘reform process’ to
brenk decisively with the fran-
coist past.

. HB’s intransigent stand—
reflusing to send their deputies
to the central parliament, in-
volvement of ‘popular
assemblies’ (n areas where they
control town councils etc  has
brought them much support.
For many workers the classand
national struggles are 1n-
separable,

For example, during the
street fighting in Pamplona
following the murder of an anti-
nuclear demonstrator by the
Civil Guard last June strking
building workers, who
themselves had clashed
repeatedly with the police dur-
ing their three-week strike,
joined demonstrators at the
barricades.

Even though HB is a coali-
tion of four parties (plus In-
dependents), ‘anti-partyism’ 1s
very strong among their sup-
porters. This  attitude, often
combined with oppositicn to
organisation as such., means
that the abertrale trade umon
i LAB} has a imited base in the
workplaces. Many militants are
not 1n unions.

1| AB has about 300 shop-
floor delegates, compared with
3.000 belonging to the Workers’
Commissions in Euskadi, of
whom over 700 are members or
sympathisers of the largest
revolutionary organisation
MC (Communist Movement),
The UGT and nationalist ECA-
STV have over 2500 delegates
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each.

HB have produced their own
statute, which calls for the right
of self-determination, complete
withdrawal of Spanish secunty
forces, amnesty for ETA
prisoners and the incorporation
of Navarra. But it also includes
a clause denying automatic
Basque nationality to those
born outside Euskadi or with
immigrant parents. A condition
for acquiring Basque nationali-
ty is the ability to speak the
lanpuage.

Meanwhile ETAM
(military}, with which HB 1s
closely aligned, have launched
a new autumn offensive to

coincide with the referendum

campaign. By the end of the
September two high-ranking

main points of HB’s
programme, but say that they
wil! keep their guns ‘until the
final victory of the socialist
revolution’,

The other abertzale coalition,
Euskadiko FEskerra. consists
basically of one organisation.
EIA (Party of the Basgue
Revolutiond, which 1n turn
controls ETA p-m (ETA p-m,
although supported by HB 1
independent of any party). EE
have dnfted further and {further
to the right in their efforts to
become the respectable left
wing of Basque nationalism.

ETA p-m had recently con-
fined themselves to Kidnap-
pings. bank robberies and

spectacular propaganda stunts.
Its *beach bombs’ were part of a

officers and the military gover-
nor of San Sebastian had been
killed. The latter’s funeral was
turned into a fascist demonstra-
tion 1n San S¢bastian, with at
least 5,000 armed policemen on
duty.

ETAM have made it clear
that they Intend to increase
attacks on military targets, even
though the army 1s not vyet
directly involved in Euskadi.
Obviously they believe that the
provocation of any rush moves
by the army would help thetr
struggle. | ,

Along with a steady ‘kill rate’
of policermen and known
fascists much higher than dur-
ing the Franco penod. bom-
bings of economic targets,
Kidnappings and bank
robberies are daily occurrences.
Most local firms are known to
pay ‘revolutionary tuxes’.

Despite  increased police
repression and the harassment,

~and sometimes murder. of

militants in France. the security
forces seem totally unable to
crack the efficient and highly
militaristic organisation of
ETAM. The latter have offered

the government a cease-fire on
the basis of acceptance of the
campaign 1o have the not police
removed from Sona prison and
the 130 ETA pnsoners there
transferred to Basque gaols,

The government, fearful ot
the conscquences of the *heach
bombs' on the tourist trade.
offered concessions, on which it
reneged once ETA p-m had
called ofl its campaign. ETA p-
m retaliated by planting 12
hombs In  key targets
throughout Madrid, killing five
people.

This action was condemned
by ETA pm and HASI
{(People’s Revolutionary
Socialist Party), effectively its
political wing and the most
incluential party within HB. as
‘counter  revolutionary’  and
‘extremely  harmiful  to the
necessary  unity between  the
peoples of the Spanish state’
ETA p-m went into internal
crisis and subscquently criticis-
ed the bombings as an error.

The central government's
traditional response to  the
Basque struggle, morc repres-
sion. only seems to feed militan-

cy and support for ETA and
gives credence to tradihonal
ETA -analysis of ‘action-
repression-action’.

Eventhe killing of workers by
hombs at the Lemoniz nuclear
power station—two last year,
one recently-- hasnot led to any
sericus fall in ETA's support.
However. such actions have
deepened the gap between
ETA's supporters and PSOE
and PCE workers.

Meanwhile the police can
only patrol the streets in heavily
armed vans, their famlies aren’t
served in the shops and their
children are dJdoven irom the
local schools. Their only con-
tact with ‘the locals’ 8 when
they ply them with rubber {or
lead) bullets, tear gas and
truncheons.

The new statute’s ability to
pacify Euskad: s dubious, The
ereation of a Basgue police
force will create problems for
ETA p-m. but the deepening
economic crisis, which s now
hitting the relatively better-oft
Basque working class, will
guarantee that militant opposi-
tion to the central government
will continue.

In fact, unlike the rest of
Spain, which has seen a down-
turn m the class struggle over
the last two or three years,
Euskadi has been shaken by a
numhber of very bitter and
radical  strikes.  Moreover,
Suarez 15 still under con-
siderable pressure from the
powerful fascist lobby in the
army and police to make no
concessions 1o the police.

The opportunities for the
revolutionary left in this situa-
tion are obviously cnormous.
The disunity of the working
class  remains, however. i
seripus  problem Two In-
creasingly amntagonistic  bloes
have developed—on the one
hand, the PNV-PSOE-PCE-
EE. on the other. HB and the
revolutionary left (MC and the
LCR. Spanish section of the
Fourth [nternatwonaly. The
trade-unmion movement 1s
seriously fragmented and losing
members. For cxample, only
45000 of the Workers' Com-
missions’ (0 000 members pay
their dues.

The far left’s advantage lies in
their pohitical coherence com-
pared to the much larger aberr-
zale organisations. This means
that they can olien play a Key
role, as they did in imitiating and
leading the general strikes of
June and Septcmber.

Dough  Andrews and Mary
Reid.




Central America:

Selecti\)e
Humanity

For forty vears at least, the US
has aided and supported the
dictators of Central America. In
1954, John Foster Dulles was
secretary of state as well as a
director of the United Fruit

Company. United Fruit had
always seen the banana
republics of Central

America 4s a private estate.
When, in that vear, Jacobo
Arbenz was elected to the
Presidency of Guaternala on a
radical programme, Dulles
backed an invading army under
Castiflo Armas to overthrow
him.

Castillo, Armas® troops and
bombers entered Guatemala
from El Sailvador, a tiny over-
crowded republic ruled by 14
{families. The rest of Central
America looked on and did
nothing. Nicaragua, under the
Somozas, supplied arms and
men for Castiilo Armas, Pan-
ama was an American military
zone. Costa Rica, withnoarmy,
and the impoverished enclave of
Honduras were equally depen-
dent on American power. And
Cuba and the Dominican
Republic, watching from the
Canbbean, were in the most
brutal phase of the dic-
tatorships of Batista and Tru-
jillo.

Today, the Sandinista victory
in Nicaragua 'has turned the
arrow the other way. Within
Nicaragua itsell, the conflicts
within the new government are
already becoming clear. The
situation hangs in the balance,
What will tip it may lie outside
Nicaragua itself, in the banana
republics of Central America.

One, two, three Nicaraguas

El Salvador is probably the key.
‘The Romero government there
is a government of military
men. represcnting the 14
famibies who have shared the
proceeds ‘of Salvador’s coffee
between themn. The army has
retained power through the
systematic massacre of peasant
opposition, coupled with elec-
tions more openly fraudulent
than anywhere else — in a
continent that has always voted
at the point of u gun.

Yet the struggle has grown in
El Salvador. The (estimated
1000) guerrillas of the FARN
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Carter now ordering cauiion amongst the Central America Diztatorships

have waged war in the coun-
tryside, while protests and
demonstrations have grown
more {requent in recent months
— despite brutal repression.
Now, with Nicaragua across the
frontier, the US State Depart-
ment 15 worried that their
cxample will be followed. A few
weeks ago Vakey, the US
government envoy, began to
talk of human rights in El
Salvador, and Carter suspend-
ed military aid until human
rights were restored.

Guatemala, after the fall of
Arbenz, saw a developing
guerilla  struggle in the 60s
under Yon Sosa and Turcios
lima. Despite real popular
support it was destroved, tn its
Isolation in the countryside, by
a systematic American-backed
nulitary assault, Since then the
army has ruled through terror.
lake the Argentines, anti-
communist  terrorist  squads
(called the ESA) roam freely in
the strects of towns and villages.
The new ‘cvilian' President
Lucas Garcia continues the line.
Yet the resistance continues,
particularly among the peasants
of the north - and Nicaraguais
an example for them too.

5o Carter has warned the
Cruaternalans about the dangers
of 1gnoring human nights, and
suspended military aid.

Human rights or revolution?
The press s always anxious to

tell us that human rights are an
issue above politics. Yet todav.

after decades of direct support
foranimals like the Guatemalan
military or Somoza, the US
talks of human nghts. It said
nothing when Somoza took the
international aid for the earth-
gquake victims and invested it in
the United States, leaving tens
of thousands to starve.

That’s not what they mean by
human rights.

Human rights today in Latin
America, and especiaily in
Central America, are the name
of an alternative policy, an
antidote to socialism. If the US
administration have
remembered 1t now, 1t s
because they have seen power
taken from the dictator by mass
action.

The issue now for the
United States is to shore up the
state, to ensure that it is govern-
ment that makes changes, that it
is the dependent local State that
controls it. The State Depart-
ment tour around Central
America was designed to force
reluctant vested interests to act
before and instead of the
masses, and to leave the
ieadership in the hands of a
twitchy and unstable middle
class.

In Nicaragua that will be
achieved through aid pressure,
loans, the reestablishment of a
standing army through military
aid etc. ln the rest of Central
America (and the Caribbean,
now facing important changes
— see  Socfalist  Review
September 1979) the bourgeosie
must be aided and supported —

and if necessary created.

Because the rights that Carter
is talking about — political and
economic freedom, freedom of
the press etc — are bourgeois
rights, It is not a moral issue; it
15 simply because to speak of
freedom for a peaple without
power, without control,
without organisation, is just so
much rhetoric. For socialists
human rights are an issue — hut
one that 1s never separate from
the struggle to create the means
to achieve those freedoms and
to protect them.

Carter is willing to prowvide

those means and instruments —
to a threatened bourgeoisie,
That 15 exactly what John
Kennedy's Alliance for
Progress set out to do after the
Cuban revolution — isolate the
revolutionaries by presenting
freedom as something that can
be achieved through State
action and the ‘natural’ progress
of nations.
The Nicaraguan Communist
Party has already stated its
generai agreement with that
view — it has a minister in the
new government. It was quick
to denounce the International
Brigade of Latin American
revolutionarnes that criticised
Sandmismo for its readiness to
give political leadership ta its
own bourgeois elements,

The altermative —  the
socialist alternative 15 to
buiild the organisations that can
win and guarantee rights for the
workers and peasants of Cen-
tral America through their own
direct control of a new,
socialist, Central America,
where human nghts are not
bargained for, but taken.
Mike Gonzalez

Niceragua:

Life After
Somoza

‘The Carter administration has
made a mistake in believing that
here in Nicaragua ! have no
support. Now the Shah is gone
but I remain here’.

President Somoza, January
1979,
The attempts of the

bourgeois opposition to remove
Somoza and Yankece
manouevres for peaceful media-
tion came up against a brick
wall. Somoza’s stuborness
helped to radicalise the process
of his going.

What now? The FSLN (San-
dinistas) 1s a military organisa-
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tion and not a political party.
Once Somoza was gone the
FSLN found itself in contro! of
the country and with fantastic
popular support but without
clearly defined politics or a firm
political organisation.

Right and left ¢veryone seems
to be a Sandimsta. The San-
dinista Social Democratic Par-
ty and the Nicaraguan Socialist
(in fact the communist} Party
seem to be the only other
pelitical organisations in the
arena. Although the NSP has
declared that its politics of
‘marxism-lemmism’ don’t ditter
{from those of the FSLN and
thev will eventually merge, their
relations with the FSLN remain
obscure. The importance of
the Social Democrats should
not be underestimated, with the
potential support of small
farmers, coffee and cotion
growers and. of course, US
impenalism.

The anti-impernialist rhetoric
of Sandinismo has not altered
Nicaragua’s situation as @
dependent, export-oriented
economy. It 1s precisely this
dependence on  the  world
capitalist powers that has
significantly shaped the new
government's  politics, both
mternally and externally.

The National Reconstruction
Government has been very
cautious and tried to keep up
appearances. Externally to
secure finance and aid, internal-

Iy to secure the normahsation of

export production. Micaragha
will not be a ‘second Cuba’ but a
‘first Nicarapgua® the leadership
emphatically declares.

The broad coalition that the
FSLN formed with other
bourgeois sectors must be seen
in this light, Lawvyers, cattle

ranchers, landowners and the

church have all been given a
place in order to obtain help for
the reconstruction ot Nicaragua
without the rtadical excesscs
that both vankee and national
capitalists so dishke. Yes, we
will respect private property!
Now get the cxporty
rolling....Look, we have bank
presidents in our government!
Now get the loans flowing....

The expulsion of 40 Colom-
bian trotskyists and other latin
American revolutionaries in the
Simon Bolivar brigade gives a
good insight into the current
politics of the new government.
The brigade was expelled [or
encouraging the seirure of land,
the orgamsation of militias n
Managua and Bluefields and
the encouragement of factory
takeovers,

An examination of the
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gavernment programme will
explain why the expulsions
occurred. Somoza and
somocista  sectors  of  the
bourgecisie owned around 60
per cent of farming land. In
some areas this is being given to
the peasantry, and in others the
government intends to ¢reate
state farms.

Jaime Wheelock, the head of
the institute of Agrarian
Reform has stated that "a
society of preduction where
workers will participate n the
management and fundamental
decisions of the enterprnse’ will
be established. He also declared
that some large enterprises
where the ‘high technological
level dees not permit that we
surrender management to the
sectors of the countryside” will
be managed by the state ‘as a
representative of the people’.

Private farms are being
carefully protected. Peasants
who scized farms in the Leen
area were persuaded to leave
because the land did net belong
to Somoza. “We dont want 1o
let radicalism loose. We are
realists.” Wheelock has said.

Trade unions have been given
the right to organise and the
government has called for the
formation of a Sandinista cen-
tral which will orpganise ‘all the
popular  forces, previously
organised by the sandinistas’.
To gain firmer popular support
the government ordered the
payment of back wages for June
and July and a nse In

agricultural wapges, bringing
serious discontent among
employers.

The government intends Lo
have a ‘mixed economy i
which a stale sector. aprivatc

Our with the Oid. Sandinivta fighters in Somaza’s former Bunker Hegdquarters

sector and a third sector with
both public and private invest-
ment coeXxist. Somoza’'s
previous control of a  great
proportion of Industry allows
the state sector to hecome the
dominant force in the economy,
as the government is forced 1o
assume their management.

What form worker participa-
tion in this will take 1s not vet
clear. Although werkers have
taken over. for instance, sugar
factories, the government seems
to prefer to hand over manage-
ment 1o capatalists returning
from Miami atter the blood has
been spilt.

So far as the private sector is
concerned, the government has
declared that ‘private property
will have an effective social
function in direct benefit to the
Nicaraguan people’. Foreign
investment will he allowed on
condition that it ‘contribute to
national development and not
hamper national sovereignity’

In a recent intervicw sun-
dimista leader, Daniel Ortega,
has declared that ‘the necessity
of strengtheming capitalism
with national charactenstics in
some Latin American countries
has come to coimcide with the
interests of the revolution.' He
later added ‘we cannot jump
over stages. We canmnot break
processes.’

The government has  also
begun to create a new standing
army and pohce force. Several
militias 1 Managua have
alrcady been disarmed. as also
i Paraisio and Las Americas.
However disarming the militias
outside the ummediate area of
Managua will not be an easy
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The overthrow of Somoza

was a democratic objective, not
a sociabst one. It was precisely
this that enabled the very broad
coalition around the different
sandimista  tendencies to be
formed. But the revolution did
not deal with the gquestion of
exploitation nor did it propose
any revolutionary transforma-
tion of the Nicaraguan
€CONOMY,

One of the main oblectives of
the present government has
been to apply a brake to the
revolutionary process-—the "we
cannol  jump  over  stages’
stalinist argument. Both the
bourgeeisic and much of the
Nicaraguan left are sceking to
¢create the conditions necessary
for a new phase of capitalist
accumulation—either by means
of a new form of stute
capitalism or perhaps a ‘socially
responsitble’ capitalism to the
taste of the social democrats.
Whichever variant i1s adopted,
the workers will be told to
tighten their belts in the name of
‘national reconstruction’.

The new government has no
intention  of  spreading  the
revolution beyond Nicaraguas
borders and that in itselt chokes
off the possibilities of socialism.
However the revolutionary
process has gripped the great
mass of Nicaraguan society,
and the ultimate fate of the
revelution will be determined
by the dcvelopment of the
contradictions already present.
But already the revolution
represents not only a great gain
for the Nicaraquan people but
also the beginning of a new
period for the whole continent,
anupturninthe struggle against
capitahsm.

Paulo Rivera




Iran:

What Next
for the

Iranian Left

Socialist Review recently inter-
viewed Samad Rahnavard
about recent developments in
Iran. Samad is a member of the
iranian revolutionary organsia-
tion Etehad Chap (Union of the
1eft).

Q What change has there been
since the Avendogan demo.

In general the change has been
to the right and the policies
which Khomeini wishes to
establish in society.

The Ayvendogan demo itself
was a turning point which
resulted from a split among the

supporters of Khomeini. It
contained leftist pressure
groups from the cities,

nationalities as in Kurdistan
and movements which were
going to take guite a root in
Khurestan and the oil arca.

Avendogan had been under
question  for  several weeks
before the demonstration. So
when the demo occured it
triggered off the policy which
the government had been think-
ing about. Consequently
newspapers which were eritical
of the government, including
Avendogan, were harrassed.

After that there was a move
towards neglecting democratic
rights and labelling all the
movements and groups which
were asking for them as anti-
revolutionaries.

In order to do so Khomeini
himself had to play the impor-
tant role of head of the army
and declare himself an autocrat.
In this way he cut all the hands
which were pulling the govern-
ment towards the democratisa-
tion of soclety.

Overcoming the opposition
in the army was his major
problem. That 1s why he an-
nounced himselt  ‘Supreme
Commander.” That is also why
he sent Chamran, the Vice-
premier, to Kiurdistan to take
over the Military. We have now
heard that Chamran is the new
[Defence Minister,

This was a kind of coup d'etat
against the bourgeois liberal
elements 1n the government.
But they were unable to carry it
to s end, so they puiled back
for a2 while. There will be other
attacks in the future. Only

recently we heard that Narzih
had been sacked.

Throughout this period the
politics of the left has trightened
Khomeimi. This is  because
peaple believe that Khomeini
can sausfy their needs. In turn
Khomelnl has asked them to
wait. They have now been
waiting 4 long time. The left, lor
their part. are saving he can’t
deliver on these points,

Therefore, despite its small
s17e, Khomeiniis trying 1o crush
the Left. He is trving 1o stop
them organising and circulating
material.

Q What kind of mass support
does Khomeini have at the
PR E

This guestion concerns the
whole structurc of societv and it
15 thus ditficult to give a short
Answer,

60-65% of lranan society is
composed of peasants. These
have since playved little part in
the subscquent developments.
That leaves us with the urban
populaticn and especially the
urban poor. The urban poor,
who are the larger part of the
urban population, still solidly
support Khomeini. There is also
the petty-bourgeoisie, the small
shopkeepers and their hike, who
also support Khomeini.

Then there 15 the military—
some 500,00 who are, by
and large, out of the picture at
the moment. As for the 500,000
burcaucrats and white-collar
workers, they are split between
Khomeini and the secularist
government. Of these, the vast
majorty have withdrawn from
the present contest.

Now, having said all this, the
supporters of Khomeim are
expecting - some  structural
change in the society that will
enabic them to meet their needs.
such as cheaper commodites.

reduced rents, housing schemes

and so on.
People

that Khomeini will give them

remain  convinced
these things. For them the
revolution was tor this purpose,
but whether the government
can meet even some of these
needs is highiy guestionable.

[ we look at industry we can
see that it 1s aimost at a position
of standstill. There is not
cnough security for capital to
resume production. That part
which i1s owned by the govern-
ment similarly lacks and invest-
ment and 1s, anyway, related to
the private sector.

We can therefore sees signs of
a split. This will come because
Khomeini 1s unable to comply
with their demands and expec-
tations. When that happens
their will be great potential for
the Left, and through hard
work they could he oriented
towards revolution.

Q One group vou missed out ts
the empiloyved manual
workers, Are they still back-
ing Khomeini.

Yes, they are still hacking
Khomeini. This 1s because
islammic declogy  retains  its
strength  and the morale
remains high.

In connection with this,
however, there 1s an important
point. This concerns  the
character and postion of the
urban poor. Basically, many are
rural migrants coming to the
cities for seasonal jobs in the
construction industry.

This is a result of the land
reform. Agricultural revenues
are too low these days to
maintain a peasant family. so
thousands flocked to the cities
for temporary work. Now the
construction industry has dis-
mtegrated and these people are
not getting money, Come next

Spring they will have no savings
left. That will make another
serious problem for the govern-
ment.

Q Cowldd vou brieflv describe
the nuature of the repression
in fran

In some respects the repression
1s not much different from that
under the Shah. Newspapers
and periodicals are restricted to
the gwmdhnes sct out by the
Ministry of Information. If you
look through them vou will find
that the content 1s much the
same. [ will give vou an exam-
ple: exactiy the same phrases
used on television and radio are
used 1n the press.

Apart from that, the repres-
ston against the Left 15 guite
differcnt. in Theran there is the
possibility for iree movement
and open meetings, but
clsewhere,  especially  in
Khuzestan and Kurdistan, it is
very ditficult.

In Theran. if someone 1s
caught distributiong  leallets,
and they are not on a SAVAK
file, they may spend a couple of
nights in jail. But if they were
caught doing this in Khuzestan
or Kurdistan, they would be
shot. It really depends on the
situation.

In Isfahan incidents have
happened.  Some  people
arrested there have reported
that the whole structure of
SAVAK 1s intact, Indeed, many

of  the same people arc
employed by the present
governemnt,

[n Evine prison in Theran.
many of the top interrogators
have been kept on. Reports say
they are being emploved tor-
turing leaders of Lettist groups,
It 15 very similar to the repres-
sion under the Shah.

However, overall the repres-
sion s different in this sense

Bl
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Previously. under the Shah. the
repression  came  from  the
government. The police,
SAVAK and all the organisa-
tion of repression belonged to
the government.

Today, because of the
ideolopy among the people,
pupils and workers inferm on
socialists. Repression now has g
mass base. 1t is structured
among the people

Q Where amongst the opposi-
tion  do  we locate the
Narional Democratic Front?

This is an organsiation in which
[ eftist groups are trying to take
part. They are hoping to recruit
members from this source to
build an ndependent com-
munist foree,

Q Are vou saving that this
platform is part of the Leftist
epposition (o Khomeini!

It is part of the secularist
movement. But a part in which
the left dominates. There are
some Leftist groups to the Lett
of the old WNational Front which
are now taking part. Theretore,
i would sav, that on the whole,
it is part of the Leftist opposi-
ton.

Q How have the various Leftist
groups responded to the
situation?

‘There are plenty of Leftist
groups in Iran. These can be
divided into three main sec-
Liens.

One secticn is the old Tudeh
Party (Communist Party) and
its various sub-sections. The
second is the Maoists, The other
section 1 would term the In-
dependent Left.

Among the independent Leit
you have those groups which
took part in guerrilla actions
and those which didn't. The
major force is the Fedaveen.
Although they are not a big
organisation, they have a lot of
supporters and a long history of
struggle. .

Also in the independent [.ef
i the [ranian section of the
Fourth [nternational—the lra-
nian SWP. This is a combina-
tion of two tendencies, one
American, one British. Theyare
hased on student activists who
studied 1n the West.

Then we come to the Union
of the Left. This was orgamsed
in Iran after the revolution.
composed of five groups. three
from CGermany and two that
used to work in lran, These
were student based groups that
have now returned.

On the Maoist side you have
Unity Conference. This 1s made
up of thirteen different groups.
At the top i1s Paycar. the
marxists who broke from the
Mujahadeen-e-Khalk. Present-
ly these groups are divided over
the relationship to the Sovict
Union and the ‘three worlds
theory.’

Q How has the Lefi responded
to these developments?

From the beginning the CP
supported Khomeini  and
everything he did. They never
apenly criticised him. The
maoist groups are split. Some of
them have alwavs completely
supported Khomeini.

One section which is quite
active in Europe now as part of
the Confederation of franian
Students not  only supports
Khomeini. but is actually being
paved by the government to
support Khomeini. They are
mainly centred on Germany.
Another part of this maoist
group 1s very critical of
Khomeim. In many respects
they are c¢lose to the indepen-
dent Lett.

As for the independent Left. |
kpow of no groups which
support Khomeini at the pre-
sent. However. the Fedayais
have been uncertain about their
position. this is because they
are a mixture of tendencies.’
They have no clear theoretical
position and their organisation
is fragmented.

The Fedayais were quite
active in Turkmenistan and the
north eastern part of [ran.

There. because of the decen-
tralised tvpe of organisaton,
their positon was derived from
local supporters. Therefore they
made many mistakes.

The Fedavais were quite
active in Turkmenistan and the
north-eastern part  of  Iran.
There. because of the decen-
(raliscd tvpe or organisation.
their position was derived trom
local supperters. Therefore they
made many mistakes.

When the Kurds rose in the
west, the Turkomen planned to
rise as well. Some reports said
that 25.000 armed-men wanted
to take part in a struggle. But
the Fedavals prevented and
dissolved the planned uprising.
Now they are involved n
struggles for the land.

In Kurdistan there 1s a group
which can be associated with
the maoists. They are actively
agitating over the question of
land. Their aim 18 to se1ze the
land and form peasants councils
in ditferent areas. They are
looselvy organised in ditferent
villages where they have been
aclive since the struggles against
the Shah.

Q. What do vou see as the
perspectives for the Left’

This is specifically related to the
material conditions of lran in
the ftuture. To what extent
Khomeini is going to hold his
ideological position  and
matcTial  position 1§ very
questionable. 1t depends on the
developments of capitalism in
the world.

When it comes to the ques-
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rion of lraman Society [ think
that the possibilities and
perspectives of the Leftare both
dangerous and hopeful, This 18
because Khomeim will try to
cmash the Lett to remove 1t as
an alternative, especially since
the Left are agitating ove T s
failure to meet the demands of
the masses.

The penetration of the masses
by the Lett will increase. It will
become very important for the
left to try and develop the
consciousness of the mases and
then organise them.

Working among the workers
directly  remains dilficult
Becuuse the ruling ideology still
dominates, workers are reluce-
tant 10 be idenufifed with
[cltist slogans and grou ps.
[hat is why L1hink the Nationat
Democratic Front 15 so impor-
tant.

The National Democratic
Front can act a medium
through which we can work.
Waorkers don't want 10 be anti-
islamic but they do want their
rights. The problem s
Khomeint can't give them both.
That is something from which
we can take an advantage.

Q What has happened to the
Factory committees?

These developments have been
very interesting. At the moment
they are being taken over one by
one, by the clergy and islamic
glernents. But the very presence
of the commitiee remains quite
important and positive.-In the
future it can act a platform for
the Labour movement
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THE EMPLOYERS

OFFENSIVE

On 5th November, the Confederation of
British Industry holds its third annual
conference. Unlike the first two it has
something to discuss and practical policy
to formulate.

Resolutions will actually be put
forward — something of a departure for
the employers, who are normally scared
of open dissent. The press will follow the
conference in detail for the first time.

The fireworks are however likely to be
on the second day. The CBI will then
discuss publicly what it has been
debating privately for the last nine
months — setting up an insurance
scheme to help companies resist strikes.

The proposal is more than just a single
example of how employers aim to shift
the balance of power in their favour:itis
the focal point for an extensive revision
of British capitalism’s approach to the
unjons, and in particular the rank and
file.

Alex Jarratt chairman of Reed Inter-
national, is also chairman of the CBI's
new policymaking committee, tooking at
ways in which employers can strengthen
their position.

in a revealing comment, he remarked
recently ‘| wouldnt have taken the jobif |
thought it was a question of weeks. We
have to think of the next five to ten years.’

Jarratt’s thinking is not of course just
along the lines of strike insurance —
making it cheaper to resist long strikes —
hut takes in a whole battery of changes
the CBl wants to see brought in. These
include some of the Tory proposals for
changes in the law; mainly those con-
cerned with picketing.

The CBI also is committed to removing
any state benefits from the families of
those on strike. And it sees the concept of
‘amployer solidarity’ which the
Engineering Employers’ Federation is
championing, as vital for tha future.

But Jarratt and other employers’
leaders see this tougher strategy as onky
part of an overail approach. They are
keen to build on the involvement of the
TUC in controlling the rankand file as
embodied in the ‘concordat’ earlier this
year; they also intend to improve the
process of ‘involving’ the rank and file—
both through increased incorporation of
full-time stewards into the management
process and through various financial

... we come back to the old guestion
that every speaker has touched on,
which s solidarity. Now, solidarity
simply depends ¢on members being
ready to act together. Let us face it, in
the past this has not been our strong
suit, but if we are going to try and take
the lead, try and exercise some
leadership, which | believe this con:
ference today has wanted us to do and
is calling for, then we must have
solidarity among the members to
stand behind the initiatives and see
them through.’

Sir Geoffrey Hawkings, closing speech
to EEF conference, 27 February.

schemes such as profit-sharing.

It would be wrong to see the new
employers’ offensive and the use of
increasingly class-conscious language
as meaning that capitalism has once-
and-for-all turned ijts back on the policies
of the 19605 and 19705 — particularly
over productivity bargaining.

Alex Jarratt is reported as saying ‘our
policies on the reform of collective
bargaining i.e involvement of the TUC
and having one main date for pay
negotiations} and on worker involvement
are as important, probably more impor-

—

tant, as our new policy on employer
unity.’

All the same, recent developments —
and most of all the attitude to the
engineering strikes and lock outs — point
to an enormous toughening of pubtic
policy on behalf of the very largest
employers. Comments made by
engineering management at their recent
February ‘study conference’ could have
been heard at any gathering of
moderately militant employers over the
past five years.

It is the confidence the employers now
have to come out in the open which is
new — exactly reflecting the lack of
confidence feit by the majority of the
shop floor leadership in the untons.

The EEF Deliberates

The EEF's deliberations in February
have only recently been made available
to the general public {£5 a copy seems a
very reasonable price to pay for the
insight into employers’ thinking). The
occasion was the first time such a large
group of engineering bosses have been
brought together, and the discussion
centred on productivity, industrial
relations, free collective bargaining and
employer solidarity.

Key speeches were given by GKN's
general manager for personnel, Dr
James McFarlane and by the head of the
German equivalent of the CBI, Dr Ernst-
Gerhard Erdmann. There was a long
intervention by Lord Robens and a
lunchtime address by Times ‘editor’
William Rees-Mogg (to whom lock outs
are somewhat familiar).

Running throughout the conference
were the themes of employers’ unity and
restoring management power. The EEF
used the occasion to launch its
guidelines on disputes, which Sociafist
Review summarised last April {(see box
for details). |
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And Mr Anthony Frodsham referred to
the new policy document — recommen-
ding lock outs as a way of solving
disputes—as 'a set of reasonable prin-
ciples which companies will be expected
to follow in the wvast majority of
circumstances in which they are
applicable; and should not depart tfrom,
‘save in exceptional cwcumstances and
wtth good reason.

‘We believe that the firra adoption by
managements of these moderate prin-
ciples (with the knowledge that other
companies are doing the same) will
contribute much to producing a more
rational and stable industrial relations
climate in the industry.

‘| hope, too, that from these modest
beginnings we shall be able toencourage
other employers’ organisations to create
the conditions for greater solidanty
within their own ranks.’

European Aspect

The presence of Germany’'s top employer
representative at the EEF conference
was not merely decorative. In a long
speech Dr Erdmann stressed the need for
a common European approach as part of
the overall moves towards economic and
political interdependence:

‘Occasional attempts to find common
standards so far have not been very
successful. | am nevertheless convinced
that as employers’ organsations n
European counties, we all have reason

Purpose of the gundelimes

dielion.

> The lrapmented character of barzainimg in enarmeeriog

are pencraty aceeped gd shared by gther emplasers

{Collective barpaining

s emapaloss s,

witlie ol A Erevinents is g ahole

= clearly reserved For nutional newatinton,

- The EEF's ‘Guidelines on Collective Bargaining and
Response to Industrial Action’, issued March 1979.
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authuonty of anher emplesers. and erodes the wtbity of collective burgainimg amd the

v No concesseon shoeuld be cnlertained by emplosercat domestic level i an iasue which

not only to continue but to improve and
accelerate our collaboration in the field
of labour policy.’

Nor is this just talk. The EEF's reply 1o
this year's Confed claim included several
references to the steelworkers’ lock out
in Germany last year and the ermnployers’
resulting victory.

The EEF's resistance to the shorter
working week s directly in line with
Europe-wide policy decided in conjunc-
tion with the German ernployers’ federa-
tion — the BDA, of which Dr Erdmann is
director — and the ltalians in the
Confindustria and Federmeccanica.

Back in November 1978 in fact the
italian employers’ leader, Paolo Savona,
was declaring his determination to resist
the unions’ 35-hour week claim, which
was done successfully this summer in
the face of twoweeks strike action inthe
engineering industry.

Dr Erdmann’s contribution to the EEF
debate was most instructive when he
deait with the employers’ problems over
deating with centralised bargaining. The
right to strike he said corresponds to the
right to lock cut — above all where there
is conflict at national level.

leadership

The word ‘leadership’ cropped up S0
many times at the EEF’s conference that
the audience might have thought itself at
a Nuremburg rally. The need for a 'tead’
has replaced the need for ‘'moderation’ as
the dominant slegan of such gatherings.
The new government I1s acting as a
marvellous catalyst in this process; it has
boosted the more hawkish employers
immensely.
These employers are by and large tha big
boys. On the general counctl of the 6,000

g o the area of domestic negotations, cmployers should seek o climinate Tragmented
and disorderly bargainmg. They chould aim o achese jome nepotstions o a

multi-irivn plant eseept o the extent thal separace negdiahians with sl unions
and mureal unions are cleady mare appropeiate. hey should S50 aim 1o synehranig
selthement dates within o plant where that is clearly conducive to non-competitive
burgaining. They <hould secure the raclusion o all substintive matiers i single
wgreement kistng for ad [cdst twelve muenths Ingpraveinents or glieniticns (o dn dgreed

member EEF, for example, there are six
directors, of Vickers and six of Tube

Investments: five directors of Lloyds
Bank and five of Rolls-Royce.

There is a tremendous concentration
of power among the larger firms, who
have been dominating the engineering
dispute. Thus the first lock outs were in
Rolls-Royce, Birmid, Delta Metal, T
GEC, GKN — about a fifth of the EEF
leadership has seats an the boards of
these companies. Certainly this 15
something of a lead!

The other side of the coin 15 that the
huge majority of the member firms have
almost no part in the running of the EEF
or the real policy of the federation. Which
15 why Canfed officials have been able to
win a few early pay victories against the
lower rank companies.

Meanwhile the response to the lock-
out policy from the rest of top manage-
ment was very warm. The EEF is after all
the largest single ‘'member’ of the CBI,
and its president, Sir Geoffrey Hawkings
(Stone-Platt, Chloride and the Alliance
Investment Company}, is a member af
the CBI council.

The CBi carried its approval of EEF
policy by acclamation, and other leading
employers — like ICl and other chemical
firms — were quick to offer moral sup-
port.

But the CBIl is also prepared to go
further — as its strike insurance debate

sertlement or additeonal claims showld be deterred uncil the resumprion of aegotiakione

oo bhe apreed doe date,

)

Fmpluyers should open and handle neagoziatizs aith the wm el P g o setelement
prior e the implementaton dute. Compsnay negatiators shooid pessaess proper

expertise ynd authority to prevent gvaduble delay inreachine o settdement. Undue

pratraction of negodiztions which wre notactributable Lo the emplover should nal
vield o back-dated setdemen.
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will show. Unlike the EEF and the
German employers, the CBl does not
envisage a central strike fund — it would
cost 100 much and could be bled dry by
endiess ‘'small’ disputes.

Instead there will be an insurance
scheme, with the larger — and more
strike-prone — firms contributing most.
This would operate much as an ordinary
insurance scheme does, ncidentally

relieving the CBI of the embarrassing job
of deciding when and how much to pay
out.

An outside body would decide such
guestions — which means workers will
probably be able to see which firms are

CPSA Cuts Leaflet No. 1
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contributing how much. The problem for
the CBIl really lies in cooking up a system
which can survive the 'British’ sort of
strike as opposed to the ‘German’ sort,
which tends 10 be centralised, official
and controllable. The options should
become clear in November.

What is already clear, however, is the
cockiness of employers In general,
basking in the tough-talking atmosphere
produced by the EEF. Their feeling now is
that union ieadership are in disarray,
reduced to internal squabbles cver the
Labour Party, constitution or recruit-
ment.

The TUC's non-response to the threat

Speaking to members in Manchester in
July, CPSA wvice-president Len Lever
announced that “weg cannot promise sup-
port for any acticn against the cuts.”

Within six weeks CPSA members in East
London were told that their threatened
stoppages would be backed at a national
level, and i Hackney were encouraged (o
leave work to join g protest march directed
at health and school cuts,

In the period after the announcement of
the Budget cuts  £3.5 billion — the union
leadership were silent. Over the last {ort-
night two of the key untons — NUPE and
T&GWU have promised that aff activity
apainst the cuts will be endorsed as official.

The union leaderships have woken up
with a jolt. Over the past two years most of
them had hardly even squeaked as the
Labour cuts toock effect. In 1976, after the
announcement of the Healey cuts (£2.5
bathion), most public sector union leaders at
least passively supported local activities,
and then the national Day of Action and
demonstration in London. What they saw
silenced them for the remainder of Lahours
term.

The 80,000 who came onto the streets
sugpested that any further encouragement
given to the rank and file could produce a
movement which would cause them huge
e¢mbarrassment.

Suppressing anything ather than a verhal
response to the cuts, union leaders like Ken
Thomas of CPSA went hack to the more
comfortable rcoutine of negotiation,
signature of the *Gang of Twelve's' 4 Berrer
Way, and sell-out of the membership in the
strikes of April and May.

But under the Tories the officials will need
a different set of policies. For the likes of
Themas, *his’ union could emerge from

of government changing the rules on
strikes and picketing has also en-
couraged them as has the pathetic
performance of Duffy & Co.in the dis-
pute.

There's an excellent story surrounding
the so-called ’six-hour’ negotiations
between the EEF and the unions on 18th
September. The union side came in
expecting to bargain— and were read a
prepared statement.

The 1alks themselves lasted some 20
minutes ot of the six hours. It's the sort
of approach a lot of companies would
love to be able 1o emutate in the months
{0 come,

CUTS

THE OFFICIAL POLICY

Phil Marfleet

three years of Tory government minus a
third of the membership. The planned civil
service cuts ot 209 meun job losses of up to
| 50,000,

For all the unions in health, local
government and services, cducation and
civil service, there is a real material interest
in putting up a show this time. Tens of
thousands of members stand to be lost, and
with the tens of thousands of subscriptions.
No union leaders can afford to be seen
putting up an unsatistactory show especially
where, as (n health or council employment,
there 15 already competition for members.

In addition the officials will already bhe
receiving the first hints that they are going to
bc under severe pressure from the rank and
file this time round. 1t is inconvelvable that
hoth NUPE and the CPSA would have
backed the Hackney demonstration four or
five months ago, but the rising anger in the
East End hospitals and dole offices forced
their hand.

This matenal interest linked to the
pressure from below will be the main
impulse for big national campaigns from the
public sector leaderships. And the left
Labour sympathies of numbers of the lower-
level officials (and the odd top dogs) will
give a sometimes quite radical flavour to the
operation.

Though the trend is clear, the perfor-
mance so far varies widelv from union to
union.

NALGO General Secretary Drain can
only mouth generalities: *NALGO members
must make use of all the means open to a
trade unicn to defend pay and conditions
and jobs m its services’.

On hHghting the cuts on the ground he is
bankrupt: “{the cuts) mean a threat to the
Jobs of NALGO members and pressure on
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them to undertake the extra work resulting
from unfilled vacancies. | urge them not to
do this, depite the lovaity | know many
members feel towards their service and the
public.” {Public Service September "79)

Even to begin to put up resistance
NALGO members need an official policy of
strikes, blacking, bans on overtime, job-
sharing and flexibility. Drain can only ‘urge’
that extra work is not taken on. The official
NALGO publication ‘Public Expenditure
into the "80s’ is silent on even the most basic
of measures.

Apart from formal denunciations the
GMWU, COHSE and ASTMS have
Ikewise produced no hint of a programme
of action.

The CPSA has the bones of such a
programme, Official circulars record that
NEC policy includes:

{a) a complete ban on overtime.

(b)Y a complete han on temporary promao-
tion and substitution.

(¢) one person cne job, and no working
out of grade.

(d) a ban on co-operation with staff
inspections  and work improvement
programmes. |

In reality, as Len Lever had pointed out
the officials had no intention of cam-
paigning for these policies — where the rank
and file insist on pursuing them (us in East
lLondon), they get belated support. The
floppiness of the CPSA position 15 well
expressed by the pamphlet “The Case
Against the Cuts — The Other Half of the
Picture’ (jointly produced with SCPS). In 37
closely argued pages against both Labour
and Tory cuts policies. the authors can find
no room Jor the simplest reference to
fighting back.

While the NUT are pledged to detend
the education service, they have developed
an interesting mechanism which allows the
rank and file to let off steam and still avoids
a real campaign against the prospect of
70,000 jobs lost by 1982,

The NUT ‘Action Commitiee’ will
provide official support for no-cover and
other actions when local associations apply
for support. So far they backed most
applications. Policy may be changing with
the publication of two militant — sounding
anti-cuts pamphlets, and the an-
nouncements of an official campaign
against the cuts in Avon. where 406 teacher
redundancies are threatened. Whether tis
will really involve the memhership remains
to be seen.

On paper the T&GWU and NUPE have
the most promising policy. The NUPE
leatlet ‘Plan for Action’ circulated
throughout the membership — includes a
‘code’ calling for meetings in each workplace
to Investigate proposed cuts: ‘strong and
effective’ opposition to all AHA plans which
threaten jobs, including token strikes, non-
co-operation, rearrangement of schedules
and blacking: and emphasising the impor-
tance of workplace organisation and shop
stewards.

This is usetul and can be the basis tor
orgamsing activity which carn build towards
the sorts of tactics — widespread strikes.
and demonstrations linked to the private

. sector. and occupations and work-ins,
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which can achieve results.

The T&GWUs ‘Stop the Tory (Cuts
campaign - with tens of thousands of
celourful posters, and masses of literature.,
is equally devoted to recruitment. With an
apparently militant stand on the cuts, the
T&G is looking to grow inareas traditional-
lv organised by the health untons.

The officials’ response. then, 15 so far
pretty patchy. But theexplosion of anti-cults
campaigns all round the country means that
they will all be coming under pressure soon.
Even the likes of Geoffrey Drain will have to
do better.

National campaigns 1 the individual
unions, with token strikes. davs of action.
blacking and sotme bans on overtime are
likely to be general within a few months.
And there are quite likely ta be calls for a
nationai mobilisation hke that of 1976, -
though it will need more bite than the
official co-ordinating hody. The National
Steering Commuttee Apainst the Cuts, at
present possesses, to pull it off.

The union leaderships will have to put up
a fight this time round. We shall, of course,’
be ready to welcome each advance they
make. But in the knowledge that they will
have to be pushed to the limit to endorse
really effective action, and that anvway we
cannot wait for the official call. For the sake
of hundreds of thousands ot jobs we haveto
get on with 1t now.

*Official policy on the cuts is changing
daily. As Socialist Review goes to press we
learn that Geoffrey Drain of NALGQO, has,
indced gone at least one better. with the
statement that:

‘NWALGO will pursue with the utmost
vigour its campalgn at national and local
levels to secutre reversal of Government
policy.’

Thus was imterpreted by the Financial
Times as meaning ‘full support for members
who fight public service cuts’. Just how
much support this reaffv means can only be
tested in practice. Like the statements of
Alan Fisher and Moss Evans, this may at
least give the rank and file the chance to.
campaign on the ground with the enormous |
advantage that the endorsement “otficial’,
can give,

BEHIND
THE

‘BLANK
SCREEN

Mark Paget ACTT

The dispute which blacked
out ITV for most of August
and all of September began
as a simple hotting-up of the
annual round of pay talks
between the employers’
organisation, ITCA, and the
three main television unions,
NATTKE, the EEPTU, and

ACTT.

It rapidly escalated into a
battle for control of the
future of commercial
television in Britain. With
their eyes on renewal of the
franchise, and the lush
pastures of ITV 2, the
independent companies
deliberately forced a
showdown with the aim of
achreving, in the words of the
ITCA Chairman, “the total
capitulation of the three main
unions within ITV’. The
weapon, as in other
industries—new technology.

The ITV companies provoked the ACTT
strike in the hopes of a quick knock-out
during August when few programmes
are made, and ad revenue s at its lowest.
As the dispute lengthened into
September, casting its shadow over the
lucrative Autumn advertising campaigns
(including happily Sir James Goldsmith's
£750,000 splash on the faunch of Now/
magazine) the companies began to
realise that they had underestimateaq tne
strength and determination of the union
rank and file.

The nature of the claim differed
between the unions, NATTKE and EEPTLU
went for 25 per cent, the ACTT for a
‘substantial’ increase, plus reactivation
of a cost-of-living clause which had lain
dormant throughout the period of Labour
pay restraint. In July the rank and file of
NATTKE and the electricians rejected an
initial ‘final’ offer of 9 per cent despite the
recommendation of their own negotia-
tion teams. Already, as the Financial
Fimes conceded, the rank and file was
making the running. By the end of July a
new ‘final” offer of 15 per cent was made
with fringe benefits amounting to a
further 1% per cent.

- —

e - ——— .

——mrao. . F——

—_— e = = = e




Alan Sapper

L

ACTT ¢ Criere! Sevretgr

The ACTT negotiators, having learned
from the mistakes of the other two
unions, were about to recommend
rejection to their own shop stewards
when the companies suddenly, and
unexpectedly upped the ante. Ron
Carrington, the ITCA chief negotiator
withdrew the offer and threatened
suspension of all ACTT members in ITV
unless they resumed ‘normal working’.

This meant working alongside
management filling the johs of members
of other unions in dispute. A week of
intensifying guerilla action followed
leading up to Friday 10 August when
Alan Sapper, ACTT General Secretary
cailed out his members throughout the
network. Within a few days the com-
panies had locked out NATTKE and the
FEPTU. Then they sat back and waited.

There followed a long period of silence
punctuated by brief fruitless attempts to
get round the table. With hindsight it
seems the companies planned all along
to hold out for most of August In the
hopes of achieving a knock-out blow to a
demoralised workforce, eager to get back

to work, at the end of the month.
Accordingly while Sapper continued to

insist that the dispute was about nothing
more than pay, when the companies
unveiled their demands at the ACAS
meeting at a Preston motel on 3
September they included 1two
nombshells: firstly, an undertaking to
implement new technology and to end
unspecified ‘restrictive practices’; and
secondly, no local deals. Both are ex-
plosive issues with implications way
beyond simple qustions of pay. However,

the companies had seriously mis-
calculated the mood of the membership.
Staff resistance was hardened by ham-
fisted and arrogant managemaernt tactics,
or what one executive referred to as:
"..the Sportsnight school of industrial
refations’. The unions turned them down
flat. From that point on, the tide began to
run agamnst the companies. )

Pay in ITV averages £7.00C to £8,000.
At the lower end production assistants
may earn as little as £3,500, at the other
some camera operators or directors may
earn in excess of £15,000 per annum
with overtime, or freelance waork.
However under Labour from 1975 while
ITV companies’ profits went up a
staggering 189 per cent, and inflation
rose by 73 per cent, ACTT members pay
increased only 46 per cent.

As the ACTT entered the dispute it
pointed out that an immediate 35 per
cent increase for union members would
have ieft them no hetter off by July 1980
than they were in July 1975, There
existed a widespread feeling that with
the ending of pay restraint it was time to
make up for lost ground.

A television franchise is, notoriously, a
icence to print money. Advertising
revenue last year was £3063 million,
without the dispute it should have
reached £420 million this year. The
unions ¢laim would have cost some £3
million to pay in full, the equivalent of the
ITCA companies’ fosses in the first three
days of the dispute.

This high-profit industry is however,
hedevilled by production bottienecks.
The unions can produce blank screens at

the flick of a switch. Under Labour’s
years of pay policy this has resultedinan
annual national agreement in line with
Government guidelines, accompanied by
fucrative local deals under rubrics which
got round the pay code.

The companies bought industnal
peace, so that they wouldnt lose a
second of richly profitable airttme. Their
ability to pay derives from their monopoly
of the most effective means of adver-
tising available. They do not exist by
making programmes, but by seiling time
at rates up to £6,500 for a 30 second
prime time slot in the London area.

1981 sees the allocation of the new
franchises. Already the existing com-
panies are discreetly jostling for a slice of
some of the most profitable action to be
had. What is more the Fourth Channel,
premised by Tory home secretary Willie
Whitelaw to commergial interests, IS
expected to bring in another £150—200
million ad revenue annually.

11 vyears age when the current
franchises were handed out, the unions,
in particutar the ACTT were important in
their drafting, and succeeded ingaining a
significant degree of control over hire
and fire and staffing levels. Hence their
relatively strong position.

The companies are eager, at all costs,
to prevent this happening again. As in
Fleet Street, they have at their disposat a
new ‘labour-saving technceclogy, elec-
tronic  News-Gathering equipment,
knhown here as ENG.

ENG consists of a video camera which
records straight onto a tape machine
carried on a backpack by the sound
perscn. It i1s what Jane Fonda and
Michael Douglas use in The China
Syndrome, and if a TV station substitutes
if for film it has an effect rather like the
Black Death. Suddenly three quarters of
the people aren’t around any more.

However as eminent a figure as Sir
Charles Curran, former Director General
of the BBC, and now Managing Director
of Britain's major TV news agency
Visnews, told a conference in September
that the experience in America, where
ENG 15 in general use, is that it is
neighter as cheap, nor as high quality as
was originally claimed.

Nonetheless the companies, who have
been giving ENG a trial run on ITN clearly
see it as a weapon with which to create
doctle unions, cut staff, and costs, and
increase profits. The unions have allow-
ed test runs of ENG to go ahead, and
ahead, and are not opposed to is
introduction i principle, provided there
are adequate safeguards over pay, jobs
and conditions.

Even so they have been portrayved in
the press as overpaid, underworked
luddrtes, anxious to stem the inevitable
tide of progress. This attitude even finds
an echo within the ACTT itself, par-
ticularly amongst those who mast iden-
tify themselves with management. In-
deed in recent years most ITV companies
have promoted production staff into
senior management positions.
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the press as overpaid, underworked
luddites, anxicus to stem the ineviatble
tide of progress. This attitude even finds
an echo within the ACTT itself, par-
ticularly amongst those who most iden-
tify themselves with management. In-
deed in recent years most TV companies
have promoted production staff into
S8nIor management positions.

Gus MacDonald, a Granada producer,
and former socialist spoke for many such
in  the AMew Statesmarn 11 mid-
September. There he took up the usual
‘overmanning’ argument, wringing his
hands at an industry conducted in ‘ITV
factories’, where ‘creative enthusiasm
was no longer contagious’ and the
danger was ‘a haemorrhage of creative
talent”

He sees himself somewhere putside
and beyond the struggle between Capital
and Labour {'t’s oniy afecol who attempts
to interpose himself between them.’)
Like many producers and directors, he is
frankly appalled at shortsighted union
members who will not let him play with
the exciting new technelogy just because
they want to hang on to their jobs.

In the same week the econamist, less
inclined to equivocate, said of the
companies: They want to be able to
introduce new technelogy and ordinary
new equipment without paying staff
extra to push different coloured buttons’.

The companies first set of demands, at
Preston, included a generahsed under-
taking from the unions to lift unspecified
‘restrictive practices’. Allied with the
clause on new technology, it was a
hlatant attempt, from a presumed posi-
tion of strength to smash the unions’
hard-won degree of control over con-

g PALESTINE

ditions oT Droduchiorn.

The dispute had implications for the
BBC too. The ABS will obviousiy use the
settlement as an argument for a better
deal for their own members. Moreover,
by coincidence, the replay of the con-
tested ACTT-ABS merger ballot took
place in the middle of the dispute.
Whatever the outcome, the two umons
are drawing together.

The Thatcher government too, were no
doubt watching the dispute with interest.
The press, almost withoul exception,
took the employers’ part. This was
scarcely surprising, for, as Paul Foot
pointed out in the New Statesman,
newspaper and magazine publishing
groups are among the major
shareholders of almost all the commer-
cial television companies.

50 it was that September saw a press
campaign, fed by the employers, full of
stonies of union members bursting to get
back to work but thwarted by the
dictatorial union bosses. The Finarncral
Fimes, however, spelled out the truth:
“August may be the companies besttime
for a dispute, but September is arguably
the worst’.

Thne ITCA had not bargained on a long
seige. The companies’ losses, which the
FT had estimated at around £10-14
mithon during August, their slackest
month for earnings, began to become
seripus as the deadlines for major time-
bound Autumn advertising campaigns
siipped by, lost forever.

Since wages account for twe-thirds of
the companies’ bills, and a large slice of
revenue gqoes to the ITV levy, they could
ride out August with ease, but by mid-
September outside pressures began to
tell, partrcularly anguished cries from

2IVESa

On their return from a visit to Lebanon,
Vanessa Stilwell and Glyn Secker
record their impressions, and their
experiences with the comrades of the
Palestinian Resistance.

P . Beirut

"“What do yvou think about the Palestinians?
asks the soldier at the checkpeint. Qurreply
15 diplomatic. To our relief 1t goes down
well. The officer turns out to be a Palesti-
mian serving in the Syrian PLA.

He wants usto know that the civil war was
not about religion, [t was about the rich and
the poor. A glance through the stamps n
our British passports, some more polite
conversatton. and he instructs the soldiers 1o
let us go.

nereasingly desperate aavertrsing agen-
cies and specialist firms like K-Tel
Records dependent upon ITV for their
entire income. The smaller companies
within ITCA began tc shows signs of
breaking rank and hawks like Paul Fox of
Yarkshire TV found themselves on the
defensive.

Unlike Times Newspapers Lid, the TV
companies do not have other maior
sources of income to bolster them
through the fight on new technology.
Indeed a highly profitable company like
Thames (profits of £8.65 millicn last
year} is a major contributor to 1ts ailling
parent company, EMI.

The companies alsc learned from the
events preceding the dispute that union
negotiators can no longer safely deliver
the rank and file inthis industry. Labour’s
pay policy in an industry with rapidly
increasing profits and highly skilled
workers able to hold & gun to their
employers’ heads ied swiftly 1o a situa-
tion where the annual pay round kept
within government guidelines but was
inevitably followed by local deals which
kept real earnings rising fast. The effect
has, been to strengthen local shop
stewards at the expense of the national
union leadership.

An attempt to produce a settlement in
late September collapsed. The sticking
point was the introduction of new
technology. Paul Fox floated the
possibility of the companies gperating an
emergency service without the unions.

At the time of writing it 15 not clear how
the {TV dispute will end. Whatever the
outcome, it is clear that the employers
will continue to seek the introduction of
new technology in order to protect their
profits and undermine shopfloor power.

We wilk back through the rubble and the
desolate filth. These are the hollow and
broken remains of the Bourj. the old city,
now recognisable. A heritage gone. Pockets
arc stll inhabited. people resisting grimly,
there’s no choice.,

Barricades of carth and rubble divide the
town — us here, the Phalangists onthe other
side. Syrian troops in the middle. We'd gone
down totake photographs. From our Mat on
the hill we could see this area.

At night it 15 a target for the Phalange.
Spent  bullets would whistle past our
window harmlessly. But for the people who
live here the war has never stopped.
Uminterrupted sleep s impossible. There is
the occasiwonal death, and all the time this
cndless seige,

On the sea road stand the cavernous shells
of the Hilton and the Holiday Inn. massive
and detested syvmbaols of Israels financiers.
And perched on the edge of this deselation,
ke a grotesque joke, is the exclusive St
Georges. now reduced to 1ts restaurant and
swimmimg pool, but still quictly buzzing
with ity elite crowd.

They are not the rightists — their resort is
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at Jounie, further north — but they are of
another class. And as the officer said, ‘1t was
a war between the poorand the rich.” Notfar
away are the grimy remains of the red-light
district.

A terrible sadness grips one. It 15 all so
barren. The camps of Sabra and Shatila are
an absolute contrast. Here it is busy, noisy,
there is a ¢confidence and an anger. Around
the PLO offices in town. Kalashnikovs
everywhere. you can feef the determination.
Early last vear this was proved: the Isruch
invaders, attempting to take Tyre, gota very
bloody nose. It was a big morale boost, and
morale has climbed ever since.

Then there is the water erisis. Inthe camps
the pipes are everywhere, thin conduits
which criss-cross the paths. But the supply 18
intermittent, spmetimes just ane day a week,

While Lebanon has an abundance of fresh
water, people are forced to buy it 1n bottles.
Sohat. Nada and Naas are hated names.
Their litre bottles cost 15p each. The average
weekly wage is about £20. These companies
are in terrible league with the government.
Hence the wuter shortage.

Atthe beginning of the civil war one of the
popular slogans was, "We want bread, we
want wheat, we don’t want Sohat water’.
That officer was right. Yet he serves in an
army which, during that very war. turned
traitor to the Palestimans.

Just when the Phalange were on their
knees, the Syrians changed sides. and led a
bloody massacre of the Palestinian people.
To be a Plaestinian is to live with treachery.

Arnoun

The old crusader castle of Beaufort stands
high above the Litani River - the frontline.
For centurics it has withstood atl attacks but
now the battlements lie crumbled, smashed
by US shells fired by the lsraelis and
Haddad. Outside the inner fortification
stands a deserted tin shack with a UN sign
tacked to the wall. Norwegian UNIFIL
troops had a post here for 3months. till they
ran from the fighting a few weeks ago.

We are led into a dark, cavernous
dungeon, deep within the hillside. Around
the walls hang Kalashnikous bazookas and
pas masks. On either side stands a narrow
bed and at the far end a desk and chairs. On
the desk stands a field telephone and a Tilley
lamp dimly lighting up the smiling taces of
voung soldiers. The voungest 1s 15. He and
his 16 vear old brother have three sisters and
{four other brothers.

‘All of vps have joined the PLO', says
Hassan. ‘Our family has had to move 4 imes
now  since the war they've lived in Sidon.
Qur ten vear old brother, he's a fighter too
— he's lcarning to be a mechanie.” Molla. 4
|7 year old goes on. “Here we work together.
We are all brothers and call each other
brother. We have no leader and are like a
family. Every one has his duty’,. (Few bases
have any women soldiers).

Hassan explains how his best friend was
killed — ‘That’s when 1 became a tighter’.
The cldest. aged 37. remembers his
childhood in a Palestinian village just across
the border. Now he longs to take his own
chiidren there. Someonc brings us sweet
Arab tea. Evervone takes turn with the
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cooking.

All their food and water has to be brought
from Nabative by landrover along a narrow
shell — packed road that winds between
deserted farms and villages. Thercis aneeric
silence in these villages as if the whole
community had suddenly left for a day’s
outing. In some of the surrounding ticlds. a
few remaining peasants hurry to harvest
their crops with help from guerilla highters
uynder constant threat of attacks. Their
families have already become refugees tor
this area is rawded incessantly,

Yet the harvesters are the hicky ones.
Other wheat and tobacco fields and citrus
and banana plantations lie blackened. or
hide so many unexploded shells that they
are unsafe to work in.

Morale at the base is high. The castle is a
key position from where they can see ali the
enemies’ ground movements. Despite dauly
shellng, the cells bencath the castie are
relatively safe and only five or six pcople
have been killed for sericusly wounded since
1975 when they [irst occupied 1t

 They know that not only have the Israclis
failed to turn the local Lebancse against
them but that many are fighting alongside
them. Most important of all though, they
said. was the view [rom the top. They led us
up and cut through 4 maze of passageways
and craters. Peering out across the valley we
can see the hills of Palestine. ‘'l.onk] our
country.’

Saida — The Hospital
Dr Said Dajunay, Director of Education,
Palestinian Red Crescetit Jociely.

‘I have just come from giving a lecture to
some of my traimee nurses. You know, lam
so old they lock to me as a tather. But today
] feel very ashamed. We awere on the top
floor of the hospital at Saida Isracl
Phantoms started to attack the area. Thewr
noise is ternfying. They go 50 [ast you can
hardly see them. They are well named.

‘I suggested we should go to the ground
fioor for salety. They asked mec, “Why are
vou frightened, Doctor? They will never
frighten us.” So we finished the session
where we were, They are so young. [ have
given my life to the revolotion, but they
showed mc up. [ felt very ashamed.

‘Can vou tell me why the Israelis do it?
They are bombing ordinary peoplc. They
are hombing our hosmtals. and our

children, day after day. Whats the sense.
What are thev doing. Why are they doing
this to us. Can you tell me. It's totally
inhuman. What do thev gain.

‘I have spent all my hfe as a doctor.
dedicated to medicine, to nursing people.
Often the work is long and difficult. But |
1ell vou. we cannot keep up — they are
destroying people faster than we can mend
them. I've spent 30 years curning peonle.

‘Our humanity — what’s the pomt, 1t
seerns futile. Al my life | have believed
violence is wrong.-but what s left, what can
we do. [ts inhuman, and they are making us
inhuman. 1 cannot contrel my anger any
more. They are turning us into animals, 111
was voung | would go and jointhe fcdayeen.
I would join them now if they would let me.
That is all that 1s left to us’

London

Back in London on a Sunday morning, 16th
September, warm autumn sunshine. On the
radio, 4 Rabbi is explaining the significance
of the Jewish New Year a propitious year —
40 years since the Nazi Holocaust buta vear
of peace, of Camp David. He talks of a
resurgence of Judaism identification with
Israci. He talks ol a concern for human
rights in South Africa, Rhodesia, Vietnam.
Incredulously, we stop and listen.

‘Forty years since the Holecaust’, he said,
‘Since Hitler's “Final Solution to the Jewish
Problem®., florty years sloce my
grandparents died in the gas chambers’.

But it is also forly vears since the Zionists
began to actively implement their ‘final
solution’ to the Palestiman ‘problem’. 40
years since 1he holocaust of the Palestimans
began, marked out by such massacres as
those of Deir Yassin and of Tel al Zaatar,
and which continues to this day in southern
Lenanon.

For we Jews the horror, if not the
memory. of the Holocaust 1s over. For 314
million Palestinians, it 1s their day to day
life. While writing. an image flashes into my
mind the PL.O Foreign I[ntormation

Office in Beirut. On the wall a poster, ‘Jews

Yes, Ziomsm No',
In an article on the Camp David
agreement, Pl Marfleet reflected that,
‘as a plan for Palestimian national rights
the whole operation stinks. Not merely
do the lsraclis have an option on bottling
up a small section of the Palestimian
people on a mere fraction of their land,
they have an agreement from Sadat that
over an extended period they can do as
they wish with Palestinians, both 1nside
and outside [srael’
{Socialist Review November [978).
He was right. Unhindered by economic
pressures or western criticism, the Israelis
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are doing exactly what they want. You won't
know it, because the western capitalist press
nas censored all bu the most obscene attacks
on Palestinian civilians, but Israeli raids by
air and s¢a, together with land attacks by
their ally, Major Haddad and his 500 strong
nght-wing Lebancse militia. are an almost
daify occurence 1in Lebanon.

One raid which way reported while they
were there was directed at the already half-
destroyed town of Nabative. where the
neighbouring refugee camp was razed to the
ground some months ago. The Guardian
reported that ‘heavy artillery from the
Esraeli border region pounded villages and
Palestinian military positions around the
southern market town of Nabative. The
shelling damaged several bulldings but
nobody was mjured’. In fact. the school was
shelled and eleven-children were killed that
day.

The paper continues, “The air rad was the
first since a devastating attack against the
coastal town of Damour on 22nd July’. Yet
there had been several raids every day
during the previous week. (1e, since 3
August}. and attacks every other day
throughout the summer.

Each day a few morc are killed. But count
up the numbers of dead and wounded, of
homes demolished, of hields and bvelihoods
lost, and the accumulated hours of
bombardment over a three month period
and vou come up with some horrifying
statistics. ‘Little and often’ seems to be the
Israell motto tn their war of annthilation —
for there is no doubt that this s their aim.

Careful attention to these statistics shows
that the Israclis are escalating their attacks.
The trequency, length and intensity of rawds
18 increasing and many Palestimans believe
they are but a prelude to a massive offensive
against them within the next few months.

The lsraelis are attempting to expel the
population, smash the economy, turn the
people of south lebanon agamnst the
Palestinians and scare the Symans (nto
putting pressure on them. lsraeli tactics
today are similar to those which they
employed against the Palestinians and
Jordamians in 19671970  but this time the
Palestinians have nowhere ¢lse to go.

Crudely, Carter’s atnitude seems to be
‘Look, the Esraelis are going to beat you to
death unless you submit. So give in or this
fierce police dog will keep savaging vou.
We're willing to deo a Camp Dawvid for
EVETYOne .

But the message is coming back loud and
clear from every Palestinian. Umm lmad,
mother of 15 1n Sabra Camp who has lost a
brother and two sisters in the fighting.
whose every child bears a scar, whose
husband was imprisened by the Israehs for 3
years, who has 3 times become a refugee (1o
CGraza n 48, Jordan in '67 and finally to
Lebanon o "70):

‘“We won't give up. There 1s one thing only
in all our minds and that is Palestine. We
want only our land. no other land. My
children ask., *“Mama, where 15 our
country?’, 1 tell them our country Is
Palestine. | have borne my children for
Palestine and they will all he fighters for
their country. We shall never give up

fighting. PALESTINE LIVES
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ENDURANCE

KURDISTAN

Jon Bearman

The Ayotollah Khomeini has unleashed a
wave of repression against the Kurdish

nation. Day after night the hardware of”

modern warfare is pounding the Kurdish
hills around Saggers and Mahabad. Kurds
not making fer the hills have been hunted
and rounded-up. Many have been shot as a
public exhibition.

To the Kurds there s nothing new about
this challenge. From the ancient Greek
General., Xenophon, ww the Ayotollah
Ruhollah Khomeini, the Kurdish people
have courageously staved-off obliteration.

They have heen trodden underfoot by
czarist armics, massacred by torces of
Turkish nationalism, strated by [ragt jeis
and blasted by lranian helicopter gunships.
But they have always endured.

50 when Khomeini says that the Kurds
must ‘join Islam’ or face harsh punishment,
the staternent should be seen in the light of
their monumental struggle. For Khomeini
himself is only too aware that the resilience
of the Kurds, especiallv in the current

upswing of their fight tor self-
determination. can casily jeopardise the
order he has planned for lran.

That 1s why he has despatched troops and
revolutionary guards’ to Kurdistan, [t s
also why he¢ has declured: 'There 15 no
differences between the nationalitics.” For
any accommodation with the Kurds ¢ould
cause the counter-revolution, which 15 now
in full swing, to backiire or misfire.

Successful counter-revolution, by its very
nature. entails the crushing of all opposi-
tion. If the regime failed to destrov the
arganised Kurdish resistance, 1t would be
lett with an uneven but dangerously
destabilizing balance ol forces. Hence the
speed with which 1t has acted.

The Kurdish Nation

Of course Khomeint's claim that there 15 no
difference between the naticnalities s as
bogus as it’s purpose. The Kurds are a
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distinct nation of people, They are united,
but paradoxically also divided, by two
factors: a common language and a common
territory.

United by language because it 1s Kurdish,
but divided because there are sharply-
contrasting dialects; Zaza in the north,
Kermann mm the centre and south and
Gurani around Kermanshah.

Divided territorially because the moun-
tainous country of Kurdistan straddles three
states, Turkey, Iran and Iraq, and stretches
to a fourth, Svria. Over the years the
territorial partition, more than any other,
has been the dilemma of the Kurds.

Altogether, Kurdistan covers ap-
proximately 409000 kms. Judging the
Kurdish population within this area 1s
difficult, but it i1s somewhere between [4-22
million, The greatest concentration is in
Turkey, where it is said to be over 7 milhion.
Next comes Iran with over 4 rmilhon, then
Iraq with 2.5 million and Syna with 500,000.
In the Sowviet Union there are dlso some
600,000 dispiaced Kurds. _

Another unifying factor, but one that has
frequently been overplaved, is that of
religion. Except for some 60,000 Kurds who
worship a peacock god. they are mushim.
These mushms are overwhelmingly Sunnit’s
of the Shafe'l sect, whereas in hoth Iran and
Iraq {although not Turkey) it is Shia that
dominates.

Religious organisation 1s important to the
Kurds for the same reasons it is important to
the lramian petty bourgeoisie: it’s capacity to
galvanise and mobihse masses of people,
often overnight.

As any genuine nation. the Kurdish
nation has been made by a historical
process; a progess that has ncluded 1t's own
gruelling struggle. Their right to self-
determination and a separate state 1 a
historical right as apainst the ‘legal right’ of
such artificial states as Pakistan.

Origins

Until the late 1920s the Kurdish struggle
could not nightly be termed a national one.
Locked away in their mountain strongholds
the Kurds were able to repel successive
invaders. but their over-riding object was
always defence of a tribal territory rather
than the assertion of a nation,

Descended from the Medes. who in the
7th century B.C. controiled a vast empire
around Nineveh, the early Kurdish tribes,
such as the Buhti and Bajani. trekked
northwards when the empire fell under the
Persian Conquest of 550 B.C. They settled
just south of Lake Van. There the gestation
of the Kurdish nation began.

S00n the area became a source of
territorial conflict. Both Byzantium and the
Sassinid  Empire of Persia fought for
suzerainty over Kurdistan, Later con-
querors were the Arabs (644-656), Seljuk
Turks  {1051), Mongels (1231) and
Tamerlane {1402). The Kurds, in turn.
rebelled against these overlords because of
the burdensome pavment of tributes.

Before the 3rd century two forms of
ownership existed in Kurdistan: tribal and
village communal. both based on slave
production. Afterwards. aithough some
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communal ownership remained, the {first
signs of feudalism appeared.

But it was only with the coming of the
Arab-moslem armies that the transition to
feudalism was completed. Under the Arabs
the Kurds rapidly succumbed to Islam and
became staunch protagonsts of the jihad-
Holy war. The ‘Notorious’ Salih-ad-Din
(Saladin} {1137-11), Sultan of Egypl and
Syria, who led the mushim armies against the
crusaders, storming Jerusalem in 1187, was
a Kurd.

As Sunnis the Kurds jomed with the
Sunni Ottoman Sultan Selim, in the 16th
century, to war against the Shia Safawvid
dynasty in Rian. Although their combined
forces defeated the lranians in 1514, the
Sultan turned on the Kurds, dividing their
land between Shah Abass und himself.

S0 1t was, until the 1920s. that the Kurds
remained 1o bondage to two empires. On the
whole. they were loyal vassals to the
Ottomans. There wete outbreaks of
nationalism but they were brief and isolated.
Even during the First World War the Kurds
remained loyal.

After the war, when the imperialist
powers broke-up the Ottoman Empire, the
idea of a separate Kurdish state was mooted
in the Sevres Treaty of 1920. But the idea
never lasted long. The Turkish nationalist
leader, Kemal Ataturk. swiftly moved to
prevent further dismemberment. ‘The
Kurds, now sphit three wavs because of the
British occupation of Mespotamia, did not
ris¢ to force the 1ssue. How. then, did the
first stirrings of Kurdish nationalism come
about?

Mationalism

If we look at rebellions before the First
World War, during the period of imperialist
expansion. we notice that they were
fragmented and tribal  like that of Sheikh
Obeydollah in Iran in 1880,

What changed the nature of the struggle
was capitalist penetration. Kurdistan is a
striking case ot the marxist law of combined
and uneven development. It was united with
the world market, but because the develop-
ment of capitalism was delayed, this unity
was Uneven.

The result of the introduction of market
relationships was a gradual transformation
from primitive tribal rebellions to a more
united, national struggle. Of course tribes
still remained, but they formed the basis of a
national movement,

‘The 19208 was the period of transition. In
1927 Kurds formed part of a religious rising
in Turkey. In 1926 the Kurdish leader
Simko tried to capture Shahpur from the
Iraman army. And n the same year, Salah-
ed-Dowleh mustered Kurdish tribes and
marched them or Sanandaj.

After these uprisings, all of which petered
out, the change in the nature of the struggle
becomes definite. Already, as can be seen,
the revolts were occuring in waves. But the
problem was that they were unrelated and
rarely nationalist. In the future, the
demands became more nationalist and the
struggles more synchronised.

This becomes most visible in the upsurge
of 1930-31. It started in June, 1930, when

Jejali tnbesmen, with the idea of es-
tablishing a separate state, attacked a
Turkish outpost. Faced by supenior forces
they were pushed back onto Mount Ararat
where they were aerially bombarded by the
Turks. There they sent messages to the
League of Nations and appeals to other
Kurds for assistance.

Some assistance was given. An invasion
of southern Turkey was organised from
Svria but it was dispersed by the French.
Sheikh Ahmad of Barzan organised 3500
horsemen te attack Turkey from Irag but
these were repulsed with heavy casualties.

In Iran, too, there was similar solidarity
actions. But the failure of anv successful
support meant the collapse of the revolt.
However, besides proving that concerted
cross-border action was possible, it for the
first time seriously raised the banner of
Kurdish self-determination.

The Kurdish Republic

The next turn of events was provided by the
Second World War, Ag part of an ggree-
ment with Britain, Russia cccupied nothern
fran, This gave enormous impetus to the
Kurdish struggle. Already In the areca
vacated by Iranian troops an outburst of
Kurdish nationalism occured under Hama
Rashid.

Although technically committed to ‘non-
intervention' in internal affairs, Russia had
important interests to pursue. Those in-
terests included the secession of lraman
Azerbaian and Kardistan, and their merger
with Soviet Azerbaijan.

Soviet political officers set to work
wooing Kurdish and Azeri (Azerbaijan)
leaders. On two occasions these leaders were
taken to Baku where they were assured of
Soviet sympathy and support if they chose
to secede from lran. The Kurds, for their
part, stated their wish to secede, but not on
the basis of joining Soviet Azerbaijan.

To lead the struggie for succession from
Iran the Komala. A Kurdish national party,
was founded in September 1942, Composed
of students and petty boureois members it
spent the next few years winning the
allegtances of the tribes.

By 1945 the conditions for a revolt seemed
ripe. So when the Azeris rose in late 1945 the
Kurds took advantage of the situation to
seize control in the area around Muhabad.
Thus, on 22 January 1948, the Kurdish flag
was raised about the town and Qazi
Mohammed, the Kurds religious leader.
proclaimed President of the new state.

In response, the Iranian army was
mobihsed against the Kurds, but as it was ill-
equipped and disorganised it was a year
before the territory was recovered.
Mahabad eventually fell in December that
year,

The Kurds had put up a valiant resistance.
Their moraie was hoosted by the arrival of
Kurdish guernllas under Molla Mustapha
Bazant from Irag. These guerrillas, or
Peshmerpa as they wer called, who had
fought the British and Iraqis on several
occasions during the war, became the
backbone of the Mahabad army.

When Mahabad fell, leaving 10,000
Kurds dead, Bazani and his Peshmarga fled
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from the pursuing armics, lighting battle
after skirmish for all of the 300 kms to the
Soviet Union where they soupht refuge.
They oniy returned afier the overthrow of
the Iragi monarchy in 1938,

lraq

There was no further resurgence of Kurdish
natiopalism n  lran until the present
upsurge. But the situation of the Kurds in
[rag changed quite dramatically in [958, In
that vear General Qassem and the urban
middle class overthrew the Monarchy and
landowners.

To the Kurds. the coming to power of a
government dependent upon the Sowviet
Union seermned Lo open up new vistas. Bazani
arrived back from Tashkent and tormed the
Kurdish Democractic Party, A list of
demands, including dutonomy, was put to
the government. But these were later
rejected. Apart from anvthing c¢lse, their
implementation would have meant the loss
of total control over the oil reserves.

This triggered-oft a rebellion. Kurds
captured the strategic positions throughout
Kurdistan. From December 1961 the lrag:
airforce started to bomb them. In the space
of just two weeks. 167 villages were rarzed
and thousands killed,

But the rebellion wasn’t so easily put
down. As a guerrilla war it continued until
the Bazzaz povernment concluded a treaty
with the Kurds in 1966, But the truce didn’
last long and fighting continued to break-
out sporadically until 1970, when Bazan

franian Revolutionary Guards hard pressed in Nagbheth

formally, though with misgivings, accepted
the Ba'th regimes autonomy plan,

Fighiing resumed with ferocious intensity
in 1974 after the Ba'thists had failed to
introduce the clauses of the autonomy law.
Eventually berause ot an agrement between
Iragi vice-president Saddam Hussain and
the Shah which cut thewr supply routes, they
were beaten. In the process Bazani was
discredited. He had terned to the Shah and
USA [or help and they had later turned on
him for his traubles.

Since then the Kurds in lraq have paid
hecavily, There has been massive depor-
tations  and & phoney Naticnal Front
between Lthe Ba'thists, the CP and a Kurdish
faction that opposed Bazani  the Kurdish
National Party. Now six Iragl divisions
have been mobilised against the Kurds
because of the increase in the resistance that
has been Inspircd by events tn Iran.

Iran 1979

Which brings us to those events in lran, | he
revolution gave wav to a flourishing ol
nationalist fervour whether Turkomen,
Arab. Baluchi or Kurd. Indeed. for a tune
there  seemed a  possibility  of  seli-
determination.

All that has now changed. Khomeini is
cracking down on the opposition, Urged on
by US trained advisors such as Bant Sdar
and Ghotbzadeh he has turned on the most
organised and militant opposition force -
the Kurds.

But his attempt to buy oft the Kurds with

"

oil money shows his apprehension. To add
1o his problems the Chief of Statf and
Defence Minisier have recently resigned.
Now he 1s forced back upon US arms
shipments ta stiffen the resolve of his army,

In these circumstances the problem of the
Kurds 15 their own disumity. The Kurdish
[democratic Party 15 divided between the
official section under Shith  Ezzemr
Houssami and Abdul Ghassemlou in lran
and the Provisional leadership under
Muassouad Barzani in Irag. Also o [rag s
Jalal Talabani's Patriotic Union of Kur-
distan. Some kind of unity has been patched
together m' the regroupment around the
Kurdistan Action Committee.

The Kurdish forces have retired to the
mountains, From here thev can organise the
sort of guenila war which they are
uniguely well organised to conduct — which
will engage Khomeint's army ina prolonged
and damaging confhct. For the Kurds this iy
nothing new, [rag's well-disciplined forces
could not subdue them. Khomeini's are even
less likely to succeed.

The upheaval in Iran 1 by no means over,
Revolutions and counter-revolutions arg
composed of changing positions and a
shitting balance of forces. In that process
oppressed nations have a crucial part of
plavy.

This 15 because the right to succession of
nations like the Kurds removes the obstacles
between workers of different countrics and
theretore the barrers to  international
revolution. 1t 1s for that reason we support
the struggle of the Kurds.
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The

Standard Left assessment of the Provisional
IR A:

‘M course we must support the Provos
because they are fighting impeniahsm. But
they have no understanding of the need tor
class politics: their terrormst tactics stem
from that'.

Now hear this:

*The Congress (of Trade Unions) leaders
will try 10 act as a bulter between the
bosses and the rank and file ... The rank
and file must itself take the leadership of
the struggle’.

‘Rebuilding (Nicaragua) can take two
directions—either call back the old
bosses, the bankers and the foreign
advisors, or turn over a new leat and
build a society for the workers, the small
farmers and the poor ..

‘The Sandinistas seem 1o be risking the
future of the struggle by not declaring
openly that it is a socialist rcpublic they
are after. They appear prepared to hand
over the new government to the ‘respec-
table' academic and business leaders who
are proponents of a liberal form of
capitalist rule’,

‘We must be actively involved with the
working class in building a front of
eCONOMIC Tesistance 4 gainst capitalism in
the 26 Counties’.

All these statements are from recent
Provisiopal publications. They make the
point that, whatever the Provos are, theyv are
not the unreconstructed nationalist gunmen
of popular imagining.

This will become clearer betore the end of
the vear, by which time the Provos can be
expected to have ditched formally their
present political programme and sub-
stituted for it a commitment to bwlding a
mass movement fighting on economig issues
as well as on the national question.

All this is a long way from the
Provisionals’ beginnings. When they spht
from the Official IRA n 1970 it was
explained by one of their leaders that the
new movement would ‘fight communsm
and atheism’. Early polemics against the
Officials concentrated on the Otficials’
alleged adherence to socialism  and
weakness for ‘alien ideclogies’

The phrase faith and fatherland’ did not
go untused. Trade-union struggles — indeed
trade unions themselves — were dismissed
as at best irrelevant, at worst downrnght
dangerous deviations trom the fight to ‘tree
[reland’.

One of the reasons this has changed 15 that
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the Provisionals are overwhelmingly
working-class. This might not secm of
blinding significance. But the Provos are the
first working-ciuss Rcpublican tighters in
Insh history. |

irish Republicanism has (raditionally
been a largely-rural phenomenon. kn ths
century the Easter rising of 1916 took place
in Dublin city. But the war of independence
which erupted in its aftermath from 19{9-
1922 — and which ‘“freed’ the 26 Counties
trom British rule — was for the most part
fought in the countryside by men from the
countryside.

Republicans since have tended to see their
task as the completion of that war, using the
same well-tried tactics-—sporadic bombing

e T
fought very differeniy.

campaigns in Britain, guerrilly sorties in the
border areas.

While there were occasional splits and
openings to the left — most importantly in
the 1930s — the movement as a whole held
firm to its faith that the continued British
presence 1n part of the country was the
never-ending source of all our political ills,
that all else must wait until that presence
wis removed:

All of which was of course grist to the
slow-grinding mills of the 26 Countv ruling
class and middle-class Nationalist leaders in
the North. The TRA might occasionally
shame them {*A Republican s a4 Fianna
Failer with guts and gun’ ran one relevant
aphorism). But it never really threatened
them, at least not directly.

The ebb and flow of economic struggle in

the cities was of merely marginal interest.
The movement might svmpahtise. In-

dividual Repubiicans might actively par-

ticipate. But the movement itseil had higher
thirngs on its mind. and could include 1n ns
ranks both the unemployed activist and the
businessman with a penchant for patriotic
perorations, .

[n the 1950s one eighth ol the population
of the 26 Counties emugrated  in itself an
awesome statistic while the bravest and
the best of the Republican fighters were
flinging themselves futilely at the border,
T'here are grounds for believing that the
Dublin government was not displeased to
see them so divert their energies.

‘The Republicans™ ideology was bourgeois

E

Republican Prisoners of the Dublin Rising of Easter 1916, The war that was ter foalfow way 1o he

nationalism the bourgeols nationalism
first articulated in [reland by Wolte Tone in
the last decade of the !8th century and
which did have relevance in the first two
decades of the 2(ih — not least to the
national hourgenisie, which wunted a state
of its *own”. But 1t had stcadilv diminishing
appcal to urban workers.

It was realisation of thus which caused the
Officials to make g left turn in the 1960s and
seek to involve themselves in the trade union
and lenant struggles - 4 turn which
alienated the Old Guard who believed the
‘Cause” was beng sullied by sordid con-
siderations, that all this chat about class
served only to ‘split the people’

The chagrin of the traditionalists was all
Lhe decper when the Officials, in line with
their new orientation, decided Lo get nd of

bvisionals and Socialism

Eammon McCann

their arms — a very unrepublican thing to
de. They sold off their weapons to a comic
opera faction of the ‘Free Wales Army’
which promptly lost them.

Thus when the trauma of August 1969
transfigured the Cathohic ghettoes in the
North and sent the youth cut raging into the
streets, it was those who had kept the faith
pure who spoke most directly to the
tmmediate  emotional and  practical
necessites, ‘Leftism’ had, Literally, disarmed
the people. Nothing more natural than rhat
the vouth should pour wnto the Provos.
which they did.

Politics weren't all that relevant, The
Provistonals struck the right note, matched
by the mood of the moment. provided a
putative iink between the strugple on the
streets and the chronicle of campaigns past.
The immediate motivation of (he first
recruits was simply a hearty hatred of the
cops and the Brits. for which there was no
want of fuel.

But it couldn’ go on like that. A sustained
campaign demands a realistic perspeetive
and the old guard were, and are, incapable
of providing it. The rank and file were not
starry-eved dealists aglow for a great cause,

but young workers from grim pghettoes,

eventually battle-hardened.
Fhe notion — stull prevalent in unex-

pected places — that they cannot and do not.

analyse their own situation and draw
conclusions from it, is offensively patronis-
g -— apart from being wrong.

No group of woerkers anywhere fights for
almost a full decadc without drawing
conclusions about the class nature ot the
society they live in and the class content of
what they hope eventually to build.

Many have had ample time for analvses,
in Long Kesh or Portiaoise prison, and to
a5k what *Brits Qut’ actuallvy cntails, The
Brits. after all, have been out of the 26
Counties for half a century which doesn't
seem to have resolved all the contradictions
1N Its S0cICty ...

And if the Provisionals are the inheritors
of long tradition of similar struggles. how

come the previous struggles didn't fully
succeed?

In more practical terms, anyv struggle
necds support. And while there have been
mass mobilisations at times of great emo-
tion  1nthe South atter Bloody Sunday for
cxample — these have never been sustained.
The support and the emotion would subside
together. How to make the struggle relevant

on A continuing basis to tens of thousands of -7

workers?
As well: to 4 greater extent than any
5
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Dubriin 1920 {f the war could be woun by courage alone it would have heen won frmx f-;r?”-

previous genecration of Republicans, the
Provos are aware of. and have a sense of
solidarity  with, anti-imperialist  fighters
elsewhere. Up to a point, this may simply be
a rellection of the fact that people are
generallv more aware of the world: televi-
sion has something to do with it

Republicans in the 1940s and 1950s found
their inspiration almost exclusively in their
own past, and depended for solhidarity on
their own kind — on Irish Americans, for
example. But the Provos cannot avoid —
not that they wish to - feeling a sense of
kinship with, jor cxample, the Palestine
Liberation QOrganisation and the Zim-
babwcan Patrictic Front, neither of which s
pure, marxist. but each certainly carriers of
‘ulien 1deologies’.

All this — here put very simplistically —
naturally impelled the Provies towards the
l.eft. But as important as any of it is the
simple fact that the old archetypecalimage of
‘A Republican’ just didn't fit the peoplc
doing the fighting.

They are products of a modern. purely-

urban culture. As hikely to be into soccer as -

Gaelic football, rock concerts as much as
ceihis, [t would be casy impressionstically to
make too much of this. There ts certainly a
genuine love for Gaehoculture among many
of them. (That can, just, co-exist with
appreciation of more metropolitan things).
And nothing wrong with a love of Gaelic
culture.

But gt an lan Dury concert, earhier 1his
year 1 was bumped into by a pogo-ing IR A
man. He wis, 1o be sure, g particular case,
and exception, and it would be silly to read
anylhing of significance into his presence.
Except that, 15 years ago. there was no such
thing as a Republican rocker. 1t would have
been a4 contradiction In terms.

The archetypal Republican of campaigns
past would, on the other hand, have fitted
very neatly indeed into what has been the
Proves®  political programme. This i
contained in the document Eire Nug (new
26

Ireland). Tt envisages, through the en-
couragement of self-help initiatives and
community effort. the establishment of
'local power’: people m their own arcas
gradually taking control of local affairs. and
forming local councils. And all classes in
gach arca being entitled to *fair’ representa-
tion of each council.

As far as national pelitics was concerned,
there would be four provincial parliaments.,
ong each for Leinster, Munster, Connacht
and the nine counties of Ulster, each having
a federal relationship with each other
through a national parhament. The class
nature of the Ireland so organised would,
Provisional leaders explained. be ‘a matter
for the people’. If ‘the people’ wanted a
socialist Munster and a capitalist Leinster,
50 be it ...

[t was a hare-brained scheme which
related not at all to the realities of the
sitnation  situation and which, despite
energetic promotion, excited little
enthusiasm among rank and file
Provisionals. And none at all among
workers n general, Catholic or Protestant,
North or South,

In keeping with developments within the
movement. Eire Nua will, T understand. be
ditched in the next few months. A new
statement of perspective — 1n line with the
guotes at the beginning of this article — will
be adopted. And all who are avid for a sign
of a left-wing breakthrough in Ireland will,
understandably, cheer. And guite right. too

. up to a point.

Things will not of course, be guite as they
dAppecar.

[t will be noted in the first instance that
this fairby radical change of direction wll
not be preceded by any appearance of wide-
ranging dcbate. There will be no spirted
polemics by leftist Provisionals against
those, still in the movement., who have
denounced class struggle as unnecessarily
divisive. Nor will th latter mount any sturdy
defence of their position.

The main reason — there are others —tor
this is that the Republican Movement s,
firstly,a military organisation. The military
wig. the IRA, takes precedence in all things
over the pohtical wing. Sina Fein. 1t could
hardly be otherwise,

A clandestine army cannot have its tactics
and strategy dictated toc it by an open
orgamsation. It would be literaliy suicidal.
And since strategy and tactics tlow directly
from political perspectives. the mmlifary
wing must also decide what that perspective
is to be.

There 15 a form of democracy within the
IRA, but it is. i the nature of things. very
lumited. Members accept a line and imple-
ment 1t, not becausc they have necessarily
become convinced of its correctness, but
because they have been ordered to, Thereas
nothing terribly sinister about this, 11 is just
the way with armies. '

The lett turn which the Provisionals are
now making certainly results from a deal of
thought about the society thev are dealing
with, and 1t reflects the changed class
composition of the movement. It does not
mean  or at least it doees not frigve to mean
— that there has been a simple. uniform
shift in the direction ol revoelulionary
socialism.

Moreover: the shift will not be
represented as. and is not seen by the Provos
themselves as. a definitive break with the
past. They are not into defimitive breaks
with the past. On the contrary. they depend
for most of their political sustenance not on
demonstrable public support — although
that edists --- but on their ability te trace
back a direct link hetween themselves and
the founding fathers of Republicanism.

It 15 that fiercely-felt sense of their own
historic inhernitance which sustained the
Movement through thick and thin --
sometimes thin and thin — n the 193{s,
15405 and 1950s. And 1t is still very real,

The new line must be presented — and
understood internally — not as a break
from, but merely an updating of, traditional
Republican  teaching. And traditional
Republican teaching is irredeemably
bourgeois, dating from th era when
bourgeois nationalism was a revolutionary
ideclogy.

There s an acute contradiction here,
which cannot be rescolved within the
Republican movement. It can only be
resolved within the context of building a
marxist party,. which the movement cannot
hecome. It If became marxist, it would, by
definition, cease to be lrish Repubhcan.

The Provos — it should go without saying
in a socialist journal - have never been the
rabid sectanans or romhie gunmen of
British press caricature. Anyone who has
moved among them will know that it the war
in Ireland could be won by degged deter-
mination., careless courage and unconcern
for sell-aggrandisement, they would have
won it long ago.

There will be no revolutionary party butilt
in Ireland which does not include them in
great numbers. And the increasing socialist
content of their programme cannot hightly
be dismissed. | :

But the contradictions remain and should
not be underestimated either.
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Alix Holt

The December/January issue of Sociglist
Keview carried an article *The Cult of
Kollontai'. by Anna Paczusca. which was
mostly an attack on the wavy 1 had presented
Kollontar's hite and work in my commen-
tarics to her Selected Writings (Allison and
Bushy. 1977). [ read the arucle with a
sinking feeling: the left, I thought was
supposed to have learned from the women's
movement, and here was someone repeating
the same old cliches and delivering them in
that unneccessanly aggressive polemical
style. Some of my deas are summarily
dismissed as ‘rubbish’ and [ am said to have
deliberately set out to hide and distort the
truth, lsighed and shoved the article under a
pile of notes.

Finally 1 plucked up enough courage and
concentration to retrieve it and go though it
sentence by sentence, The sinking feeling
changed to indignation: the articie mis-
represented my arguments and Koliontar's
writings at every step. [ complained hitterly
to a number of sympatbetic Inends and
talked of typing out an angry response. But
in the end I shrugged 1t off; after all, 1
happens all the time that people write
reviews of books thal their own prejudices
and preconceptions have altered beyond
recognition.

However, rercading the article a flew
months later 1 have decided to write a
belated reply because the way 1t 15 written
and the attitudes 1t exXpresses seem ta me (o
ralse questions about the relationship
bhetween women and politics and about our
general approach to the history of the
soctalist and communist movermnents that
are of crucial importance to the left and its
development.

[ am accused by Anna Paczuska of
plamourising Kollontal and setting her up as
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some heromng for the admiration of modern
ferninists. Since | was at pains throughout
my commentaries to take critical distance
from Kollontai and show her limitations
[rom the standpoint of the contemporary
women's movement this criticism at first
totally mvstitied me.

Then | realised that her claim that 1 was
building a4 cult of Kollentai could make
scnse to those who work with aselective and
censored version of the history of socialism,
a version peopled by technicolor heroes who
always, against all the odds. make the
correct decisions. To those who carry this
picture of the ploricus marxist tradition
Kolionta: cannot but seem disappointingly
frail and insignificant and any suggestion
Lhat she made 4 large and original contribu-
ticn to the development of the socialist
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Kollonial as Stalinist: In 1922, when
Kollontar ended her assiciation with the
Workers' Opposition, a faction critical of
party pohlcies, whe was given a job in the
diplomatic corps In Norway and spent the
rest of her active career in  variouos
diplomatic posts in Mexico and Scan-
dinavia. She kept 4 low political profile and
was not  ds far as we know -connected
with any of the party oppositions of the
period.

It used to be & very common assumption
on the trotskyist Iett that the Bolsheviks who
sold out to Stalin were not worth talking
about. | have heard Kollontai——who what's
more had been involved in the ‘anarcho-
syndicalist™ Workers®  Opposition
and was even intcrested in the ‘women
question’—dismissed  scathingly  on  a
number of occasions as a rather silly woman
with little political sense (which after all was
very much Trotsky's opinton).

Mysell, I worned for some time over
Kollontars compromise with  stalinism,
wondering whether it did not reflect some
general political immaturity and so whether
It was not really worth investigating her life
and work. Now | am convinced that this
type of attitude to Kollontai or any other of
the Bolsheviks is absolutely unproductive. If
we start (o disregard those who contravene
some 1maginary line of exemplary anti-
stalinism we will be left like the Soviet
government (though for ditferent reasons)
with a revolution that was made by one or
two leading Bolsheviks.

Plckhanov, one important Russian marx-
15t. was not cven a supporter of the Octoher
revalution;  nedarly  all the major
Trotskyists - Kamenev, Zinoviev.
Rakovsky capitulated in the end: Bukharin
tormed his opposition late and not for long.
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movement an heretical exageration.

The ¢riticisms levelled uat me in the article
fall under three main headings. First, my
treatment of Kollontai's later career as a
diplomat and of her failure to join any
Stalinist opposition or speak out during the
{930s. Secondly my claim that Kollontai's
writings on women were outstanding for
their time and deserve the attention of
femimsts and socialists today, and thirdly,
my exposition of the relation between class
and gender in Kollontai’s work, and her
views on the organisation of women, and the
relationship  between the party and the
WOMEn's organisations,

[ want to look at these three areas in turn
t¢ suggest how the cribcisms reflect the
common but damaging tendency of
socialists have rewriting of history.

: k, Kollontai
” as Stalinist

From our distance in time the most
important thing 1s not criticising individuals
tfor the actions they took or failed to take but
understanding why the party as a1 whole was
unable to preserve internal democracy and
lost contact with the mass movement. The
explanations for events are ultimately to be
found not in the heads of individual
Bolsheviks, but in the drift of more general
social and political developments.

Nevertheless the paths that different
Bolsheviks chose are important indications
of how general developments were ex-
perienced at the individual level. Kollontai's
political career, her reactions to the changes
of the 1920s and 30s. raise a series of
guestions about the position of women in
the Bolshevik party that have not bheen
asked betore. Doing my research | have
become conscious of the fact that women
Bolsheviks rarely held positions of respon-
sibility in the party or contributed to its
theoretical and strategic debates.

Kollontal was semething of an exception
but thus does not mean that she was not
inhibited in her political life by the fact that
she was a woman. Her support for the
Workers” Opposition took her right to the
centre of a very bitter party debate and it is
not hard to appreciate (surely) how
demoralising she must have found the
‘hammering’ she received. Though we might
not agree with the economic policies she was
advocating many of her criticisms of
undemocratic practices in the party were
very penetrating. In the heat of the debate
thiy was not acknowledged and she was
attacked in a very uncomradely (to say the
least) and unprincipled manner.

1 suggested 1n my commentaries that this
experience had a lasting effect on Kollon-
tar’s confidence in herself as a political

persont and her passivity in the 1920s
stemmed from this rather than from a
positive decision to support Stalin. There is
very little hard cvidence about Kollontar's
activities 1n Scandinavia or about her
attitudes to what was happening in Soviet
Russia. We can only hypothesise. And 1
could be wrong. But to dismiss any
speculation as ‘rubbish’, as Anna Paczuska
does, 1s to ignore our own experience.

1 know lots ol women who have passed
through socialist groups and have left
frustrated at the indifference or hostility
shown their ideas. I though it was generally
recognised that women often dropped out of
organised left-wing politics not hecause they
were ‘petty bourgems’ but becausc there are

teal problems about the wav the left

organises.

These arguments apparently do not wash
with Anna Paczuska who segs my inter-
pretation of Kollontar’s political course in
the 1920s as smacking of unacceptable
psychologism and teminism. [ have, in her
opmon. merely tried to find excuses for
Kollonlay and copped out of making
judgements. For her the old equation stands
between survival under Stalin and abject
capitulation and permanent exclusion from
the pantheon of lett-wing heroines. As a
matter of act survival in the 19305 did not
depend on how loud one proclaimed one's
lovalty,

At the rank-and-tile level the purges were
to a certain extend arbitrary while at the
level of the highest echeons ot the party they
were based on Stalin's grotesque brand of
pohitical realism. The Old Bolsheviks were
shot in 1937 aund 193% not because they were
unwilling to praise the great leader—they
were willing  but because they were seen by
Stalin as a potential threat. So Germaine
Crreer’s remark that Kollentai survived
because she was a woman 18 not s0 naive as
the article makes out. Stalin did not see
women as a threat.

The article, I suspect, would only have
been satisfied with Kollontai had she joined
the Left Opposition. But this organisation
was by no means the perfect vehicle of
opposition that some western socialists like
to 1magine. Certainly it did not offer a
sympathetic milieu within which women
could fight for their liberation. It showed
littie sensibivity to the problems cither of the
mass of wornen or of those within 1ts ranks.
Anyway the point 1 am tryving to make is that
whatever disagreements we might have with
the choices and actions of this or that person
it is essential that we show some understan-
ding of the dilemmas facing communists in
those difficult years.

We have to approach socialists of the past
as men and women who knew hesitation and
confusion, joy and sorrow, who made
mistakes and lived to regret past actions,
instead of measuring them against some
abstract model of 1mpossible perfection.
Surely we have all of us sometimes been in
two minds about a political problem and
defended positions we have later recognised
as being wrong. Unless we can show some
understanding of the difficult choices
revolutionaries have faced in the past we
shall never be capable of making the right
choices ourselves,
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Kollontai as sociafist fertinise: Kollontal has
hecome well known over the last few vears
for her writings on women and the selections
of her work which 1 translaged mostly dealt
with women's oppression. [ argued that
Kollantal’s importance was two-told: as an
organiser of the women's movement within
the Bolshevik party and secondly as a
theornist. 1 wrote that hers was ‘the most
important contribution ol its penod to the
development of the women's movement and
the sociahist programme’. Anna Paczuska
considers  these claims  false and ‘ex-
lravagant’

On the first point she argues that
Kollontai was the product and not the
instigator’ of the women's movement and
that the image created by me and others of
Kollontai as a ‘lone defender of women's
rights . .. in the mudst of baying Bolsheviks
has no basis in reality, The evidence she
gives to back up her point s taken however
from the history of the German social
democratic party and not the Bolshevik
purty.

Within Russia. Kollontar did play a
central role 1in the development of the
women's movement and both before the
revolution and 1n the years immediately
after was the most prominentand activeof a
very small group struggling—against in-
difference and hosulity—for the implemen-
tation of {ierman social-democratic prac-
tices 1.e. a special women’s organisation
within the party. To those people who
ilealise the Bolshevik party this may come
as a shock but it happens to be the truth.

For Anna Paczuska the truth is a feminist
calumny'. Though she recognises at one
point that no onc vet has ‘understood the
dialectic between oppression and exploita-
tion', she is clearly unhappy with criticism ot
the marxist tradition and 1s guick to defend
its banner. ‘[t s fashionable 10 believe.’ she
writes, ‘that marxism has always ignored the
women question. Reality is rather different’.
As proal of this different reality she
describes the SPD at the beginning of the
century which had 140 (100 women members
and a women's paper Gleichheit with a
circulation of over 10,000,

[n view of this tact, she argues, it is strange
that | accuse German social democracy of
proving incapable of integrating the hight
for women's hberation mto its struggle. But
It 1» not strange at all. Since when have
numbers been a chnching argument of
political correciness? The SPD had an even
larger number of male members and several
mass circulation papers and journals but
that did not prevent it voting for war credits
in 1914,

Though social democracy recognised in
principle the oppression of women and the
need tor liberation, conterence resolutions

Kollontai
as socialist feminist

and official documents of the period show
that thesc idcas were rarely discussed even
on paper and the comments of leaders and
rank and file are eloquent indication of the
low opinion they had of women and the
peripheral place they allocated to their
problems.

Perhaps [ should emphasise, in case fam
being misunderstood that being critical of
the socialist past is not the same as believing
socialism and feminism to be incompatible.
On the contrary it is precisely because we
want 1o discover the connechions that we
cannol afford to whitewash the past. to skip
over uncomlortable facts or construct
fantasy golden ages. To go on talking
blithely about marxists from Lthe 1860s
having argucd and fought for women’s
rights and integrated this struggle into ther
programme when our own expericnee and
the mounting historical rescarch shows
otherwise—I1s to borrow the historical
methods practised with such unnerving
aplomb in the Soviet Union.

To assume that a complete analysis of
women’s oppression sprang lully clothed
from [|9th century marxism is absurd,
obscuring the paintul process of develop-
ment and the contributions that women like
Kollontai made. This shows in the cniticisms
the articie makes of Kollontai's theoretical
writing.

ln my commentaries | discussed Kollon-
tal’s ideas on maternitv. abortion and
sexuality trving to place them in theur
historical peried and assess their impor-
tance and their limitations. Anna Paczuska
thinks 1 have not been critical enough and to
say, as 1 did. that ‘many of her formulations
jar on the medern ear' is being much too
kind. that in fact many of Kollontai's views
‘would cause “shock-horror” reactions in
the straightest revolutionary circles today’.

[L 15 nice to know that revolutionaries
have come a long way. at least in their
reactions, but their memorics seem to have
been impaired in the process. 1 remember
when vou could find anv number of
socialists who were, for example. hali-
hearted in their support for women's right to
abortion. Wouldn’t it alienate working-class
women?

People have short memories, apparently,
and also know little about their history and
are badly served by articles like ‘The Cult of
Kollentat'. For only revolutionanes led on
1he revised version of thewr past could react
with ‘shock horror. The Pre-war SPIY --
the model for social democracy evervwhere

rarely discussed burth control and never
campaigned around either contraception or
abortion. Clara Zetkin dwisapproved of
contraception, for fear that pcople would
use it to hide extra-marnital atfairs.

The logic of any support for abortion

from the organised socialist and communist
movements was that women should have
this right because capitalism did not provide
fuvourable material conditions tor the
upbringing of children {this was the
justification written nto the decree that
legahised abortion in Soviet Russia in 1920
There were individual women. particularty
in Americd and France, who lought for a
woman's right to control her bodyv. but these
wornen were usually on the edge or outside
of the organised socialist and communist
MOVEMments.

It we recognise the truth about the
soclalist tradition we can appreciate the
conttibution Koellontal made and set about
explaining the limitations of both, 1t is not
always casy to see how people came to have
ideas that scem so bivarre o us or missed
things that seem so obvious. But there 1s no
excuse for arrogance and self-complacency.
It 15 the smug assumption underiving Anna
Paczuska's article that she knows all the
answers and would never have made these
mistakes and her total lack of sympathy for
the wav ideas are developed that upset me
most of all.

Socialistideas donot come pre-packaged.
neatly labelled. They are buiit up from
tentative insights. half-phrases, the everv-
day struggles of thousands of individual
men and women. Free love does not
necessarily seem progressive when there 1s
no contraception: traditional morality can
appear to olfer better protection: the
importance of control over reproduction is
not so obvious when people have litle
control over anyvthing and abortion 15 a
dangerous operation. We do not have to
approve of what socialists have thought but
sifting through the past we must try to
comprehend the process by which in-
dividuals take from their own experience
and build up explanations of their world.
the way In other words that people come to
soclalist ideas. the way socialist theory has
been developed and the sociahist movement
creuted.

We must be sympathetic to the material
conditions influencing  intelleciual  and
political decisions and convey a sense of the
dignity and bravery of those who have
participated 1n past struggles. Unless we can
show an understanding of the way human
beings are locked within the cureumstances
of their times and vet strive o extend the
limits of their freedom we can tearn nothing
trom our history.

Kollontai struggled to extend the un-
derstanding of women's oppression and in
her writing on the family and scxual
morality succeeded in challenging socialist
thinking of the time. 5he argued that
changes in thesc areas had to bea partof the
revolutionary struggle and could not be left
until later, on the assumption that they
would happen then of their own accord: she
insisted that personal Lile was an area of
political struggle.

Today most of us have begun to pay
lipservice to the idea of the ‘personal s
political’ but 5} years ago 1t appeared
dangerously revolutionary or cven
counlerrevolutionary. Her short stoncs,
which Anna Pacruska sees as her “only
sympathetic writings about sexuahty’ were
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bitterly attacked at the time as so much
fermninist crap and Kollontar was branded as
an irresponsible advocate of trec love and a
petty bourgeois decadent. (his was in the
eariv 19205 pleasc notel. Awarc ol the
hostile atmosphere that Koliontai worked In
we can appreciate the daring it took her to
put these ideas together and the scale of her
achicvment.

Extension ol this sympathy 1s not cult

3

Class, gender, organisarion: The article’s
third criticism 15 of the
Kollontai's views on class, pender and
orgamisation, At various stages Anna
Paczuska refers to these very topical i1ssucs
but her arguments remain scattered and
dillicult to piece together, She appears to
think that over the question of class and
organisation Kollontars views were in line
with orthodox marxism and theretore 10 he
agreed with, T got the ampression though
that she 15 not very clear in her own mind
how women should be orgamsed and her
exposition of Kollontar's views 1s very
vague: she was an favour of ‘separate
Organisalion’, Separale OCZANISLLION
cvidently has the writer’s seal of approval
while independent  and  autonomous
argamsations are mentioned to be rejected.
However the differences between these three
types ol orgamsation are not explained,

The article does make 1t clear that
Kollontay was right to see class as the
overriding factor in determining the posi-
non of women and impheitly endorses the
orgamisational  distinction  between
bourgeols and proletanian women that is
said to follow from this analvsis. Ann
Pacsruska I alsao
sure that these correct positions are guite
unlike the ones taken by myselt. Shella
Rowbotham and other nameless cultists.
We dre fermmnists”. ‘automonous fermingsts’
and members of @ women’s movement who
have an ‘unbalanced preoccupation with
appression to the neglect of explonation.’

We are accused of having hidden Kollan-
rat's  beliel in o class struggle and class
dicrences 1 order to make her more
palatable to modern tastes: her emphasis on
class 15 ‘an aspect convernently ignored by
her translator and commentators’”. Because
weoare supposed o have hidden the class
dimension we are also accused of distorting
her 1deas of organwsaton. [ allegedly posed
‘Kellontar as a femimist who fought the
party and worked tor independent women's
Organisalions’.

A the factual level it 1s Inaccurate tosay |

hid” Kollontai's  ideas on  class I
(tanslated a piece from her polemic with the
3

treatment of

building it seems (o me to be just the
opposite. Because at 15 trying to bring the
past closer — to demystifv it, show that u
was peopled by individuals  who  like
ourselves could be petty and prejudiced, had
doubts and made mistakes, [t s ohviously
important to make a critique of Kollontar's
ideas but it is dishonest to attempt this
withoul admitting the Inadequactes of the
soclalist tradition.

Class, gender,
organisation

hourgeois feminists which clearly states her
ideas on this subject. [ also explained
Kollontai's ideas on organisation, showing
how she fought in the Bolshevik party for
spearate agitallion and organisation within
the pariv structure. In other wotds, tor
structures similar to those developed by the
SPIDY. like Clara Zetkin. she was opposed to
any alliance with bourgeols feminists and
suspicious ol autonomous women's
organisations outside socal democracy.

Al the level of interpretation Anna
Pacrusca  appears (o misunderstand
socialist ferninist. She seems to think that its
advocates 1gnore or deny class divisions n
socicty. when as far as [ understand 11 the
socialist feminist project s to discover how
class and gender divisians interact and draw
attention Lo the importange ot the latter
which have been very much neglected by
socialists in the past.

[n my assessment of Kollontar's ideas on
class and orgamsation 1 was guite lentative,
I was not sure how to deal with a time when
problems of strategy and class alhances were
posed differently. 1 could sec that in this
period when middle class women went home
from suflrage meetings to give orders to
their maids. class affiiations were ex-
pericnced differently trom today and that
the strategy adepted by the Second [nter-
national was much too nflexible.

Now 1 think that the whole question of the
overriding cmphasis on class  that
charactensed Kollontar's work., and to an
cven greater extent that of Zetkin and of the
socialist movement 1n general, needs to be
examined very carefully. Far trom being the
worthwhile kernel of Kollontar's 1deas
which must be preserved, as Anna Paczuska
and some others on the lelt, maost particular-
Iy the Spartacists have argued, (the review
‘Alexandra Kollontal and the Russian
Revolution”™ that appeared in Australian
Spartacist, Aprd 1979 makes almost the
same criticisms as “The Cult of Kollontai'),
the cmphasis on class s intimately con-
nected with the hmitations ot Kollontar's
views on reproduction and morality which
thev have seized upon to llustrate how
backward and incorrect she 1s.

While the initial comments of Marx and
Engels on the connections between women's
position and class relations were very
perceplive the way these insights were
woven into soclalist theory and practice
scrved often to hinder rather than further
theoretical work. Class and class struggle
were male-defined and the insistence upon
their all importance reflected the suspicion
and neglect of woemen's experience and
nceds. Very often the label feminist’,
‘bourgeois’ was an excuse to ignore and pass
over issues that were of crucial importance
for working class women. So the ngd
insistence on class was the corollary of the
subordination of women's issues, which
both derived from the underestimation of
gender divisions and the consequences for
society of the sexual division of labour.

The Spartacist review wanis to ‘claim’
Alexandra Kollontai the proletaran fighter
and internationalist and discard the femimnist
chaff, and approves of her line on class and
organisation but of very little elsc. This may
be mightv convenient in terms of its pohitical
analysis but it misses the whole point.
Which s precisely why internationahsm and
a tierce belief in proletarian revolution have
so commonly been linked with an insen-
sitivity Lo women's problems and how even
in the case of Kollentai the same theoretical
premises tripped her up whichever way she
furned.

Just as Kollontai went further thun most
to push hack the limits of the socialist
approach so did her organisational activities
sometimes go bevond the orthodoxy she
nreached. In the vears hefore the revolubon
Kollontai brought women together in
working women’s clubs outside the confines
of the party and during 1917 recognised the
importance of soldiers’ wives organising.

A few vears later she expressed approval
of the suggestion that special rank-and-file
groups to Night for the new hie styles should
be formed and warned that while thers were
so few women n the government structure
the nceds of women would be ignored. But
she never theorised these actions or views.
She was ctamped by the underestimation of
the importance of gender divisions for
personal experience at all levels of society
just as she had been in her discussions of
maternity and sexuality.

Anna Pacruska wants an ‘honest ap-
praisal of the contribution of women hke
Kollontar. This i1s a worthy aim, but
unirealisable whiilst the lett chngs 10 1ts
glamourised version of the past. whilst 1t
deals 1n superman stereo-types and s
defensive about the socialist treatment of
the woman guestion,

It is the story of how working-class
culture and the socialist tradihon have
absorbed the social subordination of
women — and of how individuals and
groups of women and men have resisted and
raised alternatives — that we must set out to
discover and it 1s 1s this picture of the
socialist movement, warts and all, that will
give usa basis for apprasing Kollontai.

lam working with Juliet Ash on u oek (t0 be puhiished by Pluto
Press when il is Ninishedd which pursues these arguments in much
maore detail in relation (o the communist women's movement of
the Ird Inlernational,
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EFORE THE
DARKNESS

John Willett Erwin Piscator Eyre Mettuen £8. 95
John Willet The New Sobriety Thames & Hudson £9.95
Kiaus Volker Brecht Marian Boyars £12.00.

The Weimar Republic was born in 1918
and survived to the victory of the Nazisin
1933. Qur knowledge of it tends to be
very uneven. Most revoluticnary
socialists have a knowledge of the
political history: the murder of Luxem-
burg and Liebknecht the series of
missed revolutionary opportuntties of the
early twenties, the great inflation of
1923 and the massive crisis of 1928, the
suicidal witra-left policies of the German
Communist Party {KPD) and the rise of
Hitler.

We also know one or two other, much
more disjointed, things: that Brecht was
writing revolutionary plays, Heartfield
was developing the art of photomontage,
and that Christopher Isherwood wrote
the novel which forms the basis of
Cabaret, A number of new books have
gone some way to giving us a clearer idsa
of the political culture of the doomed
bourgeois republic.

The question of the cultural politics of
the Weimar epoch are of more than
academic interest for us. Germanywasa
highly developed industrial country with
a large working class, an established
trade-union movement and a mMass
Communist Party. Although it was In
very many ways different from modern
Britain, it was a society in which some of
the problems we face today were worked
out at a far higher level, We can learn
from that experience.

The relations between art and politics,
the nature of revolutionary art if, indeed
there can be such a thing -—— In a

bourgeois democracy, the problems of
communist organisation and artistic
production, are some of the most difticult
questions to answer. In particular, the
development of ideas about the need, in
hourgeois democracies, to carry on a
‘counter-hegemonic’ struggle and con-
test the ruling class at all levels has
posed very clearly the problems of
revolutionary work in areas othar than
the class struggle at the point of produc-
tion.

The most consistent proponents of this
idea have been reformists, and we have
very often done little to counter their case
than to scream abuse. The answers
given by communist militants in Ger-
many fifty vears ago will not sclve ali the
problems and, in many cases, may have
been wrong but they represent a possible
starting point.

The impact of the first world war was a
watershed for artists in most belligerent
countries. A few opposed it outright: a
young man called Herzfelde was so
outraged by the wave of anti-British
nationalism that he changed his name to
John Heartfield as a gesture of inter-
nationalism. Others, for example the
Italian futurist Marinetti, welcomed it as
a consummation. Others still welcomed
it and rushed into the forces only to
discover that this was no grand affair of
bands and marches but a bloody,
murderous slog.

Gradually, that latter mood came to
dominate and a generation tried 1o make
sense of the horrors they saw around
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them. For many, the Bolshevik revalution
and the peace of Brest-Litovsk threw the
origins of this fantastic spectacie of
human suftering into sharp relief: the
motor force of the war was not socme
innate evil in man but the drive to
imperialist expansion. The soviets were
the only hope for the future, ]

For the German artists, there was an
added education when the leaders of the
SPD allied with reaction to crush the
flowering of soviet power in Germany.
From then on.any artist moving te the
left would sconer or later encounter the
cause of international socialism em-
bodied however imperfectly, in the KPD.

John Whllett's book The NMew Sobriety
attempts to sketch some of the history of
that engagement. it strives to take into
account the whole range of art from
architecture to modern music and, as a
consequence, 1s often a confusing list of
names. Added to this, the author is an
avowed opponent of ‘extremism’ in
politics. Consequently, while some of the
connections are surprising — Gropius

-designing @ monument to victims of the

Kapp putsch and El Lissitsky designing
advertisements for carbon paper, for
example — his final argument that the
flowering of Weimar culture was only
possible as a result of the ‘shadow of the
the future’ hanging over the fragile state
must strike us as unsupportable.

Thus he tends to devote a great deal of
attention 1o recognised’ artists and their
relationship to the world of bourgeois art
and hence effectively to depoliticse the
very experience of which he is writing, It
Is only in passing that the real probiems
of the development of a revolutionary
working class culture are taken up:

For the German Communists lived in
a world of their own, where the party
catered for every interest. Once
committed 1o the movement you not
only read A/Z and the party political
press: your literary tastes were
catered for by the Buchergilde
Gutenberg and the Malik-Verlag and
corrected by Die Llinkscurve: vyour
entertainment was provided by
Piscator’'s and other collectives, by the
agitprop groups, the Soviet cinema,
the Lehrsiuck and the music of Eisler
and Weill; your ideclogy was formed
in Radvanyi's MASch or Marxist
Workers' School (which at the start of
1931 cfaimed 2400 students); vour
visual standards by Grosz and Koltwitz
and the CIAM; vour view of Russia hy
the IAH. If you were a photographer,
you joined a Workers-Photographers’
group; if a sportsman, some kind of
Workers® Sports Association;
whatever vyour special interests
Munzenberg has a journal for them.’

Willett writes that in criticism but for us it
must seemn a considerable achievement.

It is that sort of context that makes sense

of arguments about hegemony.

In part, of course, this KPD apparatus
was built upon an older tradition of the
social-democratic movement -— what
Max Weber called a "state within a state’
— which had penetrated vast areas of
working class life which we are ac-
customed in modern Britain to thinking
of as non-potitical teisure activities What
the KPDwas tryingtodowas tobuild up a
pohtical culture which provided more
than meetings about the latest betrayal
of the Sociaf Democrats and which

catered for many aspects of the life of
revolutionary militants.

It is customary to see all of this as tarred
and tarnished by the brush of the uitra-
left period and to join Willett in condem-
ning the whole project as sectarian, but
we can easily demonstrate that this view
is oversimplified. Much of this cultural
effort preceded the ultra-leftism which
got under way in 1928-29 — the
workers’ photography groups, for exam-
ple, were founded in 1926 — and their
relationship to the ‘third period’ was
rather more complex than one might
think.

The key figure in all this was Willi
Munzenberg and the organisation Inter-
nationat Workers® Aid {lAH). Although
this was an organisation dominated by
Communists (Munzenberg was a
member of the central committee of the
KPD) 1 was formally independent and it
seems that Munzenberg used this in-
dependence both to involve hon party
militanis and to avoid some of the worst
excesses of the KPD line. In 1931, for
example, the KPQ called for a vote with
Nazis against the SPD dominated Prus-
sian state government. The major organ
of the IAH, the A/Z — which was by far
the largest selling workers’ paper in
Germany — systematically ignored this
iISsue.

This neglect of Munzeberg and the
organising role of the IAH is one of the
major shortcomings of Willett's work and
It particularly odd in thatthe IAH played a
majer part of the life of the subject of
another of his recent books. The Theatre
of Erwin Piscator.

Piscator, one of the masters of German
experimental theatre, wrote in 1930
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that;

‘Never before was it more essential
than now to take sides: the side of the
proletariat. More than ever the
theatre must nail its flag fanatically to
the mast of politics: the politics of the
praletariat. More and more insistent
grows the demand; theatre is action,
the action of the proletariat. The stage
and the masses, a creative unity . . .in
the militant theatre of the proletariat.’

But the tensions inthis piece of writing
are more interesting than the pelitical
statement of fact: it must be read against
a background both of Piscator’'s commit-
ment 10 the established theatre and the
development of a much larger number ot
agit-prop theatrical groups in the work-
ing class movement itself. Piscator was
unable to resolve that dilemma of the gap
between'a revolution inthe theatre and a
revolutionary theatre. In that sense,
the decision of the IAH to ship him off to
Moscow in 1931 removed him from a
situation in which it was particularly
difficult for him to work.

In fact, the dilemma of the radicalised
artist in Weimar Germany was accurate-
Iy reflected in this experience. While a
large section of the artistic community
underwent simiiar experiences, the
nature of their activity forced different
sirategies upon them. For the novelist or
poet, there were indeed directly

revolutionary publishing houses but for
the theatre director and, stili mare, the
architect, there was the continued need
to work inside the organisations of the
Weimar state.

particularly

This, in Prussia, was

The Copnnurnist Far

ENY,

A rred .-rmn the Dr.l .

dominated by the S5PD and increasingly
under pressure from the forces of
reaction. Thus artistic workers in fieigs
like these seemed to have negotiated a
series of compromises with the existing
order. Unfortunately, | do not know
enough about the history of architecture
to see how these were worked out in the
building bocom which followed the Dawes
plan of 1924 and the temporary expan-
sicn of the ecenomy, but this would
clearly be the limit,

It 1s this problem which makes the
figure of Brecht, the subject of a newly
translated biography by Kilaus Volker,
extremely mteresting. He was very much
a product of that trajectory and can be
taken as exemplifying its problems. On
the cne hand, he attempted in his plays
and polemics to develop a new form for
the existing theatre and, during the
period when he was a ciose sympathiser
of the KPD after 1929, also worked in
close contact with militant workers.

Unfortunately, Volker's biography is
not a very good book in that it is niddled
with a number of contradictions — some
of them endemic to the biography form
inself. Thus, when faced with his own
evidence that, in his persenal relations,
Brecht was a sink of petty bourgeais
egotism and male chauvinism, the writer
falls back in to defending Brecht by way
of his artistic greatness’. Mare seriously,
the same abivalences are present in his
handling of Brecht's attitude towards
stalinism. '

Uftimately none of these books are at
all satisfactory. From the point of view of
the development of a revolutionary
culture today they remain trapped within
the official definitions of art and thus, at
best, sterilise even the most determined
revolutionaries among their subjects.
This, of course, is an exact inteilectual
parallel to the wavy in which Brecht tn
particular 15 being recuperated’ by the
official British theatre at the present
meoment. My most embarrassing ex-
perience at the theatre in the past few
vears has been watching the Rovyal
Shakespeare Company's production of
Days of the Commune — a play which
Brecht designed to teach workers the
need for armed nsurrection.

tyin ifirant mo

cred {926

A very interesting and profitable book
remains to be written about Weimar
culture. It would take as its subject
Munzenberg and the IAH. From that, we
could begin to get some ideas about the
detailed methods by which a genuinely
revolutionary working class culture can
be developed.

It seems to me that, when Gramsci
began to develop his famous ideas about
the need for the party to struggle for
hegemany In areas outside the im-
mediate economic struggle, he was
influenced by exactly these types of
organisation, which had earlier existed
in a less developedformin ltaly as we!l as
Germany. The reformist interpreters of
Gramsci have neglected that dimension
and thus turned him intoc the harmless
tigure of a prophet for their own reformist
hurrowings within an existing state
machine.

For us, the case is rather thatthergisa
need to develop an alternative cultural
apparatus which is itself a weapon in the
siruggle against the hegemony of the
ruling class. Of course, such an ap-
paratus cannot hope to totally replace
that of the bourgeoisie short of the
seizure of state power hy the working
class and the difemmas which faced the
Weimar intellegentsia will repeat
themselves with modern variations. But
the cenditions even for the winning of
those spaces inside the established
norms of the official cuiture depends to a
large extent on the creation of a suf-
ficiently powerful alternative apparatus
which can give concrete form to the
hopes and wishes of the radicalised
artists.
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A Womans’ Place

Women Take |ssue—
Aspects of Women's
Subordination

Women's Studies Group,
Cenire for Contemproary
Cultural Studies
Hutchinson £6.60

Feminism and
Matarialism—Women and
Modes of Production
Annette Kuhn and Ann-
Marie Wolpeeds

RKP £3.95

These two books are of the
same ilk. Both are products of
the now not so new area of
women's studies, both crow
self-consciously about the
harzards of academic
respectability, sterile theory
and the priorities of
advancing the ‘practice’ of
the womens’ movement.

These essays flock to
‘resolve’ the ‘crisis in theory'
CONCErning women's
oppressian about which
some feminists are so
concerned. Yes, we need to
discuss our theary more. But
this does not mean there is a
‘vacuum’, ‘lacuna’ or
anything else.

Wae bave a powerful
tradition of historical
materialist analysis of
women, the family and class
society dating back to Marx
and Engels isee Joan Smith's
article in International
Socialism, old series, 100).
What we need to do is
develop this, not in
disappearing spirals of
abstraction, bt rooted in
material reality — in vwhat
reagl women and men are
doing and thinking.

It i5 indicative of the total
divorce of this type of writing
from any concrete struggles
{other than these of purely
‘personal’ politics) that bath
books are exactly what they
claim to avoid — barren of life
and inspiration.

Of the two collections of
articles Women Take Issue is
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the more reasonable and
honest. It is at least explicitly
feminist, and, white primarily
theoretical and often difficult,
its 'cuitural’ orientation does
at least bring in the real
world, if not of factories and
offices, at least the mass
media and the feminine’
commodity market of
romance. And these are
trmportant elements of our
QPpression,

Feminism and Materialism
i5 far more pretentious —and
infuriatingly esoteric. It
claims to seek a new ‘marxist
feminism’, using the familiar
ploy of first setting up and
then knocking down that
paper tiger, a distorted
‘orthodax marxism’. In its

place is offered a
‘materialist’ analysis of
patriarchy, although you
search in vain for it

By way of the prolific routes
of ‘reviews of the literature’
yoll enter the mysterious
world of 'Modes of
appropriation and the sexual

division of labour’, ‘structures
of patriarchy and capital in
the family’, and {yet again)
‘domestic labour and Marx's
theory of value’. Typical of
some of the authors’
academic parsitism is the fact
that they condemn the stuff
they are writing about by the
time they reach the end of the

materialism and idealism.
The first is expressed in the
contributors’ preoccupation
with ‘structures’ separated
from consciousness and
history. Far worse is the
idealist side of the coin.

It insidicusly smuggles in
‘patriarchy’ as a ‘relative
autonomous’ ideology
‘material force’, ‘system of
social relations’ or whatever,
and shdes between using
patriarchy as an expfanation
of women's oppression (like
the bourgeois feminists) and
as a concept itself requiring
explanation.

Patriarchy is used to
explain the sexual division of
fabour in nursing” andisitself
explained, not in terms of the
mode of production, but
through "a conceptualisation
of the subject as the site of
the representation in
ideology in relations of
production and reproduction’,

What this means is not, as
you might think, an analysis
of experience and
CONsciousNess {too simple),

I , E e "._-. . o b
article, but offer nothing new. .

While the individual
contributors to each votlume
{and they're all women, apart
from two men in Women Take
Issue) would doubtlass
proclaim their independence,
they're all bound together by
a common allegiance to the
theories of Louis Althusser.
Leaving aside the dreadfully
pretentious terminology this
gives rise to, what is
important is the ‘theorisation’
{(sic) of that catch-phrase
relative autonomy’ which
underpins the approach of
both books.

According to Althusser
each ‘social formation’ is a
structure consisting of a
number of ‘instances’ (eg the
economy, pohitics, ideology)
each ‘relatively autonomous’
of the others, The cruciat
interaction between the
material base of society — the
forces and relations of
production — and the
superstructural forms and
practices — beliefs,
ideologies, cultures — is lost.
And with it the heart of
marxist analysis.

This leads, in these two
books, to both vulgar

but an immersion in the
unconscious and
psychganalysis on the
assumption that Marx and
Freud can easily be
reconcHed.

To be fair, there are two
chapters in Feminism and
Materialisrm which argue
explicitly against this sort of
idealism. One, 'The state and

the oppression of women’, -

shows how the capitalist
state defines women's
dependency in marriage and
reirforces their low pay and
status in the work-force. It
also includes a very useful
bibliography on the relevant
research research on this
subject.

The other, 'Patriarchy and
relations of production’,
shows how male dominance
varies histortcally and cannot
be reduced to a single
concept. But is is as turgid as
the rest and gomes
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uncomfortably close to
idealism at the end when the
author argues that
‘patriarchy as an ideology ...
must be an important feature
of the complex mechanisms
that underlie the
perpetuation of patriarchal
relations’. True, but so what?
Where do we go from here?

Another off-shoot of the
‘relative autonomy of ideas’
theory is the concentration, to
the exclusion of all else, on
‘culture’, broadiy defined as a
‘peculiar and distinctive way
of life’. This is the focus of the
Centre for Contemporary
Cultural Studies, whose
Women's Studies
Group produced Women Fake
{ssue,

Now there’s a tot 1o be said
for the study of cultures, both
in their oppressive role, from
‘above’, and in their creative
aspect, from ‘below’. Women
Take lssue adopts both
approaches, with articles on
romantic literature, female
images in the media, and the
everyday lives and attitudes
of working-class girls and
women.

The problem is that
‘culture’ comes to be treated
as an absolutely autonomous
system, a seilf-enclosed, self-
perpetuating world with its
own dynamiec, with no
relationship to the econgmic
logic of capitalism. This
comes across only in what
this approach omits, the
wvorkplace.

There i1s no room in_this
analysis to expose the crucial
interweaving of exploitation
at work and oppression in the
family. Relations of
production are once again left
OLH.

The palitical message of
both books is the same:
CONSCtoUSNass-raising
through women's studies,
articles, more reviews, more
lectures. It is an alliance
between althussenan
theoretical practice’ and
bourgeois feminism.

Some of Women Take Issue
deserves reading because it
gives a few working-class
women a ‘voice’ ininterviews
and accounts. As for
Feminism and Materialisin,
expose it, then leave it to
moulder with what EP
Thomson called ‘those
barrels of enclosed marxisms
which stand, row upon row,
tn the corridors of
polytechnics and
universities’,

Anna Pollert
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Kautsky The Fallible Pope

Karl Kautsky and the
Socialist Revolution 1880-
1938

Massimo Salvadors

New Left Books £9.50

Massimo Salvadori is the
author of this first full-length
study of the work of Karl
Kautsky to appear in English.
The blurb on the cover claims
that it is ‘one of the most
sertous and searching
clarifications of the terms of
the debate over socialist
strategy in the West'—such a
claim must surely be
examined.

Karl Kautsky lived durmg a
period which saw the defeat
of the Paris Cormnmune, both
Russian Revolutions, the
defeat of the German
Revolution, and the rise of
fascism in Italy, Germany and
Spain. Known to millions of
communists as the 'Pope of
Marxism’', his experiences
and writings merit critical
assessment If only because of
the area they cover.

So great was his reputation
that when Lenin discovered
that he had offered ‘critical
support’ 1o Germany’'s war
effort, he declared that his

copy of Vorwarts carrying the
news was a forgery.

With the bulk of Kautsky's
works untranslated,
including the huge number of
articles he wrote for e Neue
Zeit (which he edited from
1883-1917), Salvadori's book
IS very welcome. A
systematic exposition of
Kautsky’'s views has long
been required—he tends to
be dismissed summarily as a
Badly with httle or no
understanding of his
arguments.

Because of the peculiar
conditions of the
development of German
capitalism, the GGerman,.
workers movement and
specifically the SPD were
averwhelmingly
parliamentanan i their
appreach to the class
struggle. The reaiity of the
class struggle was
universally accepted, but the
crucial concern of the
socialists of the 1890s was
representation in the
parliamentary bodies..

In this context, the
emphasis was placed on
democratic rights and
representation, and

parliament was seen as the
natural arena of the class

struggle. The notion of self- -
activity of the working class

~was interpreted out of

marxism by Bernstein and
Kautsky in the belief that they
were adapting the theory to
specifically German
conditions.

Kautsky's writings abound in
the language of Marxism: 'the
dictatorship of the
preletariat’, ‘socialisation of
the means of productiont’, and
so on. But in the context of -
parfiamentary struggle these
ideas referred to winning a
majority, to nationalising
industry, to securing legat
rights for workers. And this
fact has very many
repercussions.

Kautsky was devoted to
‘democracy’ {ballot box styile),
and te ‘unity’ {(of the workers
movement}). He believed that
capttalism would eventually
run gut of steam and with it,
the ability of the ruling class
to rule. Indeed, he entered
INte a polemic against
Bernstein's economic
revisionism on this basis,

Because of this approach
he was led to the following
tactical argument: since
capitalism naturally leads to
the development of the
proletariai, and since it also
inevitably collapses, the
essential task is to maintain
the unity of the workers’
movement, to prevent
premature confrontation with
the ruling class, to pltod away
patiently and make whatever
gains can be made on the
way. In that way, come the
crunch, the working class will
ba the only class able to lead
saciety forward, and it witl
therefore take power
democratically, without
violence (since the ruling
class will e in disarray).

Kautsky was entirely
consistent throughout his life
in this argument. When
Kautsky was confronted with
the fact of war, he first
vacillated and then came out
with a critical defence of the
war effort ‘to retain the unity
of the movement'—since the
movement was patriotic, you
go along with it rather than
split it

As the trade union wing of
the SPD became more and
more patriotic, Kautsky was
arguing for an early peace to
return ig pre-war democratic
struggle, what he considered
to be the ‘normal’
development of capitalism—a
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path which secured the
socialist future by
maturation.

Kausky was overjoyed
when the February ravelution
instalied the Constituent
Assembly in Bussia—it was a
parliamentary body and
Kautsky declared that the
path had been cleared for the
development of socialism by
smooth evalution. When the
Bolsheviks seized power in
October he immediately
declared it a5 undemocratic,
anti-working class, and
charged the Bolsheviks with
trying to speed up history.

Since Russia had only a
minority working class, he
said, sociabism at that stage
was impossible and the result
would be state capitalism.
Instead of concluding that
revolution had to be
international if socialism was
to be established in Russia,
he retreated back to
bourgeois democratic
politics. Without the ballot
bex, no socialism—because
no democracy!

All this theory was terrible
rubbish. It reduced the
working class to spectators, it
made them subject to the
exigencies of history, it
prevented therm from taking
part in the very actions which
would develop their class-
consciousness-—and that is
why Kautsky's ideas should
be condemned! They have
their roots in bourgeois
liberalism and not In
marxsm, they are opposed to
Mmarxisim.

Salvadori gives us a
meticulous exposition of
Kautsky's ideas which is
illustrated by so copious an
array of extracts that the
reader is often confused: is
Kautsky writing an exposition
of Salvadori? But with so
much scope for criticism,
Salvadori avoids any criticism
whatsoever. Nowhere in the
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book does he so much as hint
that Kautsky might be wrong
in his central theses!

But this kind of book is
timely: as Eurocommunism is
becoming the respectable
form of marxism with the
class struggle removed, it is
anly right that the real mentor
should be acknowledyged. |f
we are to view capitatism
fatalistically, if we are 1o view
revolution as a parliamentary
process, then let’s give credit
where credii’s due.

Of course, Salvadori
doesn’t actually say this; he
doesn’t say very much at all
because Kautsky does all the
tatking. Salvadori (to be

charitable) may be pursuinga
course of detached

exposition, but if that's the
case, NLB would be well-
advised to Iook at the Trade
Descriptions Act.

Bob Lioyd

They only want
the Earth

Land And Power N South
Amaerica

Sven Lindgvist

Penguin Baoks 1375
£2.25

To understand Latin
American politics it 1s
essent:al to understand the
distribution of land and the
sorts of power that go with
this. Sven Lindqgvist, a
Swedish journalist, has
compiled a tapestry about
land reform, about huge-
scale agriculture and cattle-
ranching, peasant revolts and
cooperatives, in the different
countries of South America,
which is clear, Hluminatng
and easy to read.

Comparisons with the
Peoples’ Repubtic of China
are alsc interesting, and he
sets the issues in a wide
historical and econemic
context.

My main cormplaint is the
compiacency with which he,
a Euopean supported by
European wealth, makes the
rich tandowners out to be the
biggest villains. A moralistic
simplification which evades
the wider issues of how
power and wealth are
reproduced.

Divia Harris

More on Marx’s Method

Re-reading Capital
Fine and Harris
MacMilian £3.50

With the recent proliferation
of books on Marx’s
methodology, a book on
Marx's econamics which
keeps such questions in
perspective is very welcome.
Together with the fact that
the authors have been
involved in the current
debates in marxist economics
circles, this context is very
reassuring.

‘Re-reading Capital is an
attempt to come to terms with
the relatively recent
appreciation of the use of
abstraction in Marx's Capital
and at the same time apply
this lesson to the modern
context. The result is both
difficult and regarding: not a
book for beginners, nor
indead can it be read
complacently by anyone.

Starting with a chapter on
the levels of abstraction
involved in value theory, the
authors deai in turn with the
transformation problem,
reproduction of capital,
accumulation and the
dreaded tendency of the rate
of profit to fall. The second
half of the book deals with the
current debates on
imperialism, state monoepoly
capitalism, the periedisation
of capitalism, etc.

Since the whole discussion
takes place in the context of a
polemic against two equally
reductive schools of thought,
the neo-Ricardians and the
Fundamentalists, the hook
provides an excellent
introguction to these
VIBWDOINLS.

Following the neo-
Ricardians from their divorce
of value theory from the

deterrmination of profit rate,
the authors demonstrate the
political conclusions which
have to follow: the view that
every wage claim is a
fundamental attack on the
rate of profit and hence
accumulation. The result is a
thorough economism.

The Fundamentalists,
epitomised by the work of
David Yaffe, are given
summary treatment. Their
intense emphasis on the
reduction of all political levels
to he economic leads to
serious underastimation both
of the ability of capitalism to
respond to new situations
and also implicity, of the
working class's ability to b
overthrow it.

Supporters of either camp
are likely to find this book
irritating though in my view
the strong arguments
advanced by the authors will
take guite a bit of beating.
Both authers have already
heen involved in polemics on
the topics covered by this
book in the Conference of
Socialist Economists Bulletin
Capntal and Cfass and anyone
interested will find many of
the original articles there.

Just one reservation about
this book. The language at
times make the arguments a
bit harder to follow than is
really necessary. This
isparticularly the case intheir
discussion of nationalisation
{which | found coenfusing
even after a second readingl).
But since marxists economics
these days is full of people
revising {or re-emphasising)
chunks of Marx, it 1s useful to
familiarise oneself with the
modern debates. This book
succeeds admirably inwhat it
sets out to do and deserves a
wide readership.

Bob [ioyd
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A Long Way Yet

The Fourth internationai:
the Long March of the
Trotskyists

Pierre Frank

Ink Links, hardback £6,
paperback £3.50

Memo to myself: “You have
been given a short introduc-
tion to the history of the
Trotskyist movement 10
review, It is the only such
book in the English language.
The early history of that
rmovement is a vital part of our
heritage. As for the latter
part, of course you have
pelitical differences, but the
Fourth International is an
important current in the
world revolutionary left who
should be approached in a
comradely way.

You may not agree with
everything Pierre Frank has
argued in his political life, but
he bas stood on basically the
right side of the barricades for
over half a century and that
deserves some respect. You
may not be very happy about
Ink Links pricing policy, but
they are a new left-wing
publisher producing some
interesting books.

"So for god’s sake review
the book on its merits, and
don’t end up producing
something that looks like a
centre page spread from the
Newsline.”

Point taken. And | really
would like to say that despite
a number of political
deviations (the author, by the
way, is a veteran leader of the
Fourth International and its
French section) this is a
useful introduction to an
important subject which all
comrades would benefit from
reading.

Unfortunately, | can’t.

For a start its fairly scrappi-
ly written, with a lot of
padding. And in a book on 50
years of a world movement,
whose main text is effectively
only 127 pages, you justcan't
afford that.

Now the reason for this
scrappiness is precbably that
the book originated as a
course delivered in 1948 with
updating material subse-
guently {and | suspect rather
hastily) added. Sometimes
something that originates as
a series of talks can make up

in anecdote what it loses in
rigour. {on that score | can
throroughly recommend
James P Cannon’s History of
American Trotskyism.)

But Frank’s book [oses out
here, because, for reasons of
length he has ‘limited this
book to the history of the
international movement
and...not treated the history
of its sections’. The result is
not only lifeless, but | suspect
makes the international
movement a succession of
congresses which make very
little sense to the uninitiated.

As for the politics, | certain-
ly don't expect to agree with
all Frank’s judgements, but |
do expect him to look the
problem areas in the face.
Unfortunately he doesn't.

Hungary 1956, Progressive .mc?fﬂ change hruughihﬂu J.'?_L rank.'r_

Its not that he completely
absolves the Fourth Inter-
national from error. For ex-
ample ‘the theses of the Third
Congress were in error on the
prospects for war and on the
economic situation. Too truel
For {in Frank's words) 'they
projected...a new world war
m the relatively near future.
They added that...this war
would be a ‘war-revolution’ in
which an imperialist victory
would be problematical.
Linked to this perspective
was the point of view that the
arms race economy would
have catastrophic conse-
quences on the economic
situation: inflation, lowering
of the workers’ standard of
living etc.’ Put forward in
1951 that's some error, and
it's a bit lame merely to say
‘nobody at that time imagined
that we were about to enter a
periocd of economic prosperity
in the capitalist world ...

But other problem areas

just dissolve. Let me give two
examples.

First, the decision to found
the Fourth International.
Frank says 'Trotsky was
acutely aware that the
workers movement in
general, and ocur movement
in particidar, was about to
enter an extremely difficult
period—the imperialist war—
in the course of which we
would be subjected to ex-
traordinary pressures by the
class enemy and by powerful
centrifugal forces. These
pressures €ould well dis-
integrate and destroy an
organisation as weak in
numbers as our own.’

With hindsight Frank is
entitled to put forward that
argument for the beneficial

Capitalism in Russia 38times
a$ a penance, but is the
following really an adequate
treatment of the question?
Page 69 {on the Third World
Cengress of 7948) "A good
part of the document was
devoted to the study of the
‘Soviet buffer states’ie those
Eastern European countries
occupied by Soviet troops,
and it concluded that these
countries had retained the
structure and function of a
bourgeois state’.
-~ Then nothing until.... Page
72 (and this is Frank com-
menting with hindsight) ° In
18347 the Communist infor-
mation Bureau was created.
At the same time, the ‘cold
war’ led the Soviet Union (in
arder to protect its buffer

..

results of the founding of the
Fourth International (though
i, for one, am not very con-
vinced by it). He's entitled to
put it forward as his own
argument, but not as
frotsky’'s.

For Trotsky, after all, was
saying ‘During the next ten
years the programme of the
Fourth International will
become the guide of millions
and these revolutionary
millions will know how to
storm earth and heaven’. Not
quite the backs against the
wall perspective that Frank
attributes to him.

Second, {and | know no-one
will believe me, but honestly |
really don’t see this as the
necessary touchstone of a
good book) the Fourth Inter-
national’s response to Rus-
sian expansion into Eastern
Europe. Now again believe
me, | don’t expect Frank to
wear sack cloth and ashes
and recite Cliff's ‘State

states) to effect a social
change—by military—
bureacuratic means—in the
Eastern European countries
Its armies had entered during
the war. Despite a few
measures aimed at those
members of the propertied
classes who had collaborated
with the Germans, the army
had left the bourgeocis social
structures of these countries
intact. The ‘cold war’ farced
the Kremiin to liquidate the
bases of capitalism in these
countries and to transform
them into workers states.’

Then nothing until Page 83
(on the Third World Congress
of 1951) Restating a docu-
ment adopted by a session of
the International Executive
Committee held in April
18493, the resolution
characterised the East Euro-
pean states as
‘bureaucratically deformed
warkers states’.

And that's your lot.
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After it | now appreciate
why the courts make you
swear 1o tell the truth, the
whole truth, and nothing but
the truth!

(By the way, the middle
paesage just quoted, follows
on a passage which begins
‘important events and totally
unexpected developments
occured immediately after
the Second Congress and for
some yvears thereafter’. It's
the sort of statement Frank
makes just a little too often for
comfort. But in this case
observant readers of the
above three passages will
also detect the interesting
phencmenon of time-warp
arising in the history of the
Fourth International).

Well, | betier stop before )
really do start to disochey my
memo. |I'm sorry, but it really
isn't a very good book. Still, as
the memo said, it is the only
book in the English language
on the subject.....

Pete Goodwin.

Back in the USSR

Politics and Society In The
USSR

David Lane

Martin Robertson 1978
{second edition)

This is a rather belated review
of a.very useful book. If you
want 1o know about any
aspect of Soviet society, this
15 the place to start. David
Lane's information is well-
‘balanced and carefully
cellected and completely up
to date. As a basic
encyclopedia of the Soviet
Union, it 15 excellent and
there is nothing around to
better it.

It also has the advantage of
being writien neither by a
reactionary nor by a Stalinist,
extremely rare in studies of
the Soviet Union. In a very
interesting chapter on
‘Critical Theories of Soviet
society’, Lane undertakes a
serious study of the Marxist,
as well as the bourgeois
theories. In doing so, he
reveals his own, wh ch
comes closest to the
degenerated workers’ state
analysis. He accepts the idea
that the relations of
production are socialist, but
the means of distribution

3%

aren’t {as yet}, because of the
backward nature of the
Russian economy. However,
Lane has a soft spdt for
Stalinism. He blames Trotsky
for ignoring ‘the degree of
public participation in the
Soviet regime’l!!

His belief in the
comparatively 'democratic’
nature of soviet society
infiuences his analysis
throughout the book.
According to him the vast
majority of the intelligentsia
are perfectly happy with the
present state of the Soviet
Urion, its only a perverted
and insignificant minority
who are not. He cites as
indisputable proof of this the
fact that over hatf of the
candidates and doctors of
science and over 60% of
creative writers are CP
members. He overlooks the
fact that these people very
rarely join the party because
they are ardent communists,

— they join it because they
want to get on, get good jobs

‘and hwve in comfort. In private,

like the dissidents, they
condemn the abuses and
cruelty that any educated
person ¢annot but see in the
Saviet Union. The dissidents
are a typical only in that they
dare to risk their jobs and
speak out against them.,

| also have the impressicn
that, consciously or
unconsciously, David Lane 1s
influenced in his selection of
facts by the wish not to paint
too black a picture of the
Soviet Union. He tells us for
example that the average
pension in the Soviet Union 1s
40 roubles a month —
appallingly low, but he
doesn’'t mention that the
average pension for collective

farm workers {about a third of

the population] is 20 raubles.
Again, in discussing the
rote played by private plots in
Soviet agriculture, he gives
us the figures for market
produce according to which
private farmers produce 12%
of the totat — 37% of the
potatoes, 9% of the eggs, 13%
of the vegetables, 17% of the
meat and 5% of the milk.
These figures may be corredt,
but they seem to me
misieading. if you take the
role of private plots as a per-
centage of consumption —
the figures narmally quoted
-— the picture is rather
different: 64% of potatoes,
45% of eggs, 40% of
vegetables, 31% of meat, and
33% of milk {1971 figures)

Lane’s slightly
oversympathetic attitude
must thus be kept in mind
when using his book.

The other major problem
with it 15 — its very much a
textbook. If you're a studen?
studying political institutions
— wonderful. f not — you
may be bored with the
everiasting diagrams of
‘Levels of Soviet
administrative units’ and
yearn for chapters dealing in
more detail with how the
Russians actualily live —what

The ¢centenary of Trotsky's
birth in 1879 is being
celebrated by meetings,
articles and books. A number
of Trotsky's own works are to
be relaunched and a few new
blographies are being
published. Of the bunch, by
far the most stimulating and
relevant is Duncan Hallas's
Trotsky's Marxism to be
published in November by
Pluto Press at £2.50. i is the
lead choice in the Bookmarx
Club.

Everyone who has enjoyed
reading Robert Tressell’'s The
Ragged Trousered
Philanthropists wili be
interested to know that Fred
Balt's biography of Tressell
One of the Damned, is now in
paperback, published
by Lawrence and Wishart at

£3.25. Vaiume 12 of the Marx
Cathy Parter’s biography of
Alexandrai Kollontai is to be

Robert

11111

living conditions are like,
what Russians do in their
spare time. Its also rather a
static picture of Soviet life —
if you want to know where
Soviet society is going, how it
has changed since Stalin,
what will happen when
Brezhnev at long last
collapses and dies — and this
IS not the place tp look.
These are reservations, not
bitter criticisms. Politics and
Saciety in the USSR 1s a book
to buy and to use.
Claire Herschfeld

published by Virago this
autumn at £4.95. A well
produced women's song book
is published this month by
Kathy Henderson, Frankie
Armstrong and Sandra Kerr,
My Song is My Own, Pluto,
£3.95

New autumn titles to look
out forin libraries include Roy
Medvedev's On Stalin and
Stalinism (OUP, £6.50), Philip
Rees's Fascism in Britain. an
annotated bibliography
(Harvester Press, £12.560),
Tony Benn's Arguments for
Socralisrn (Cape, £5.95), Ann
and Samuel Charters / Love:
The Story of Mayakovsky and
Lili Brik {Andre Deutsch,
£6.95), Harbury and Hitchens
inheritance and Wealth
tneguality in Britain (Allen
and Unwin, £10).

FPenguin are about to
publish a mammoth study of
Paverty in the United
Kingdom by Peter Townsend
at £7.95 for 1300 pages.
Penguin have just brought
out a paperback of Michel
Foucault’'s Discipline and
Purish (£2 95) and Alistair
Horne's A Savage War of
Peace: Algeria 1854-1962
(£2.95),

Alistair Hatchett
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As a marxist 1 {ound something to disagree
with in virtually every paragraph of Stuart
Holland’s interview (‘Harnessing and
Transforming Capital' Socialist Review
September 1979). but of the numerous
criticisms that could be made [ would like to
stress the following;

[. Throughout the interview Holland
blurs the crucial distinction between
transforming capitalism into socialism (ie.
overthrowing it) and transforming
capitalism to make it work better as
capitalism.

For example: *1f we'd had even an active
state-capitalist policy tfor a company like
British Leyland. if we'd been as active with
them as Volkswagen under substantial
public ownership were . .. thenit might have
becn that we gould have stemmed the import
penctration 1 motor vehicles'.

The experience of the last 100 vears of the
working-class movement demonstrates that
those who blur this distinction, from
Bernstern to Benn. end up, if they achieve
power, as the defenders of capitalism
against the working class.

2. This fundamental confusion 1s most
dangerous when it comes to the question of
state capitalism. Holland cttes Lemin as
referring to state capitalism as the
‘antechamber to socialism’, but he must
know that lLenin was speaking of state

capitalism as a transitional economic form.

in the context of a workers' state — a state
based on the armed power of the
revolutionary working class.

State capitalism in the sense of the
entargement ol the power of the capitalist
state 15 indeed the antechamber to soctalism
In the sense that it is the ultimate expression
of the concentration of capital and thus the
highest (last} form of capitahist develop-
ment, but it 1s also the extreme opposite of
socialism, in that the working class remains
an exploited class.

3. Stuart Hollund is sanguine 1o the point
of blindness about the resistance of the
capitalist class to a reform programme
which seriously threatens its vital interests.
He completely ignores the use that would be
made by the bourgeowsie of its enormous
BCONOMIC pOWer.

Faced with a challenge from a left
reformist government the ruling class would
respond with a planned combination of

investment strike, flight of capital abroad, |

provocation of strikes and victimisations in
the factories, lock-outs and redundancies,
designed to reduce the government to
impotence and sabotage any ‘alternative
€CONOMIIC strategy’.

The only way cut of that situation would
be the mobihsation of the mass of the
working class actually to take that economic
power oul of the hands of the capitalists. At
the same time the various branches of the
capitahist state — the House of Lords. the
bureaucracy, the judges, the military, the
police etc. - waould be set in motion to
fru&at;“até the will of the government and to
crush the working-class movement. A left
reformist government wedded to the con-
stitution and non-violence would be
powerless to resist this concerted attack.

Holland seems to believe that ‘our’ rulling
cluss 15 insufficiently ‘brutal’ or
‘sophisticated’ to mount such an onslaught.
In fact 1t has an unparalleled record over
several centures and throughout the world
{from Judge Jeffries to Lord Denning. from
Malaya to Northern Ireland) of brutal and
sophusticated  repression of  pepular
movements. Once again, nothing short of
revolutionary action by the mass of workers
would be capuble of repelling and over-
coming this resistance.

4. Holland presents his strategy as ‘grams-
cian’. This identification is fashionable but
false to the core. That Gramscl was not a
reformist has been effectively demonstrated
by Chns Harman {‘Gramsci versus Eu-
rocommunism’ International Soclalism, old
series, 98 and 99, but for the record:
Gramsci argued that the bourgeoisie rule,
not by consent rather than force, but bv a
combination of consent and force and
advocated a working-class movement that
was capable of responding at both levels.

5. When it ¢comes to the pressing problem
of how to fight the Tories now. Hefland
makes the familiar mistake of erecting his
own Cideal’ strategy (regular mass
demonstrations c¢alled by Labour
avatollahs) and counter-posing it te the
industrial and strike struggles that are
actually taking place,

This error is either ultra-left sectarianism
or, more frequently. an opportunist device
to avord commitment to specific struggles
and to shelve the real task of socialists.
which is to participate in these struggles,
raising them to & higher level. showing what
must he done for them to win.. and
explaining their political implications.

6. For all these reasons it 1s clear that the
ideas of Stuart Holland. far from con-
stituting a new way forward for the working
ciass, suffer from all the defects of the ‘old’
left reformism that has failed so often in the
past,

What gives thesc ideas a certain credibibi-
ty is that, stripped of their leftist rhetoric,
they do indeed represent an ‘alternmative

., economic strategy” — not for the working

class. but for British capital seeking to
modernise and protect itself against inter-
national capital, if and when Thatcher-
Joseph monetarism proves disastrous. But it
1s precisely for this reason that these ideas
must be energetically criticised and com-
batted by marxists in the coming period.

Duncan Hallas

Trotsky's Marxism

It was one cof the many
ironies of Trotsky's life
that, as one of the major
architects of the October
revalution of 1917 and
organiser of the Red Army,
it fell to him to analyse and
chronicle the degeneara-
tion of the new regime.

No serious attempt to
understand the tragedy of
that revolution and its
relevance to the building
of socielism in the world
today can afford to ignore
the unique contribution
which Trotsky made.

In this introduction to the
politics of Leon Trotsky,
Duncan Hallas has
sefected four major
strands in  Trotsky's
wWritings:

* The theory of 'perma-
nent revolution’ in which
FTrotsky elaborated a
scenario for the Russian
revolution of 1917 and for
understanding subse-
guent developments inthe
‘Third World';

* the consequences of the
QOctobar  revolution in
Russia and the davetop-
mant of stalinism in which
Trotsky made the first
sustained attempt at a
matarialist analysis;

* The strategy and tactics
ot mass revolutionary par-
ties in a wide variety of
situations,

. the relationship
between the revolutionary
party and the working
class in periods of mass
upheavatl and decline.

As far as possible Trotshy's
ideas are presented in his
own words—as a hand-
book and gu:de to his work.

Copies from Pluto Press,
Unit 10 Spencer Court, 7
Chalcat Rd, London NW1
8LH,
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‘Gerry Mander?’ said my mate Al the
other day down the pub. ‘Isn't he the
head of that nutty left-wing group that
supporis Idi Amin?’

Very drolt, | riposted. ‘But funnily
encugh the origin of the word ges
ryrnander, mazaning to rearrange voting
chstricts in the interests of a particular
party or candidale, does come from a
bloke calied Gerry. Governor Elbridge
Gerry, actuaily, from Massachusetts.

'So rigged was the Massachusetts
eiectorat map in 1811 that the good
people.aof the state decided to cofn-

memordte the achievement with the -

Governor’'s name. And since the map
made the state look a. littte like a
salamander, they hit on a lovely new
word. The Governor died three years
later.”

‘What a shame,” says Al. ‘But anyway,
those times are long past. After all in the
Alex Glasgow song it says ‘G is for all
Gerrymanderers like Lord Muck and Sir
What's-'is-name’—the peop.e responsi-
ble for the fact tha* the parliamentary
seat of Old Sarv ' My had two electors
In the 18th century, r those clergymen
who fixed local elections befere the 1832
Reform Act’. _

‘And what about Northern ireland?’
someone chipped in, "'With more

catholics than pratestants in Derry, but a
larger number of protestant voters. Vote*

early—vote often, you know. But of
course all that's changed now. .*
‘Listen, | said. ‘I wanna tall yvou a story.
Picture to vyourself a happy seaside
town—could be Eastbourne. Inside the

-.conference hall, Harold is chairing the

union meeting. He's a little worried,
because it's the first ime he’s done itand
John and Terry are away.

But they get together i.- ~= bar the
previous night. And there's Lor-. Muck
and Sir What's-‘is-name and they say to
Harotd that this is his big chance to make

‘friends and influence people and earn his

pension. And Sir W does his imitation of
Tubby the Tuba and Lord M says: ‘Look,
Harold, | never advocated indusirial
action for political ends”.

Then Harold says, 't know what l'll do.
I'll ask them 1o wisgdraw the motion and
be co-opgrative for the sake of this Great
Movement of Qurs’. And Lord M
says:'You do that and vou'll be the
second Harold to get semething in the
eye on the South Coast since our Norman
first

['Get to the point,” says someone).

‘Sothe next day, Harcld gets up; ‘Tdon't
care what the Standing Orders Com-
mittee says. this resolution is not an

emergency and if it is an emergency it's
not constitutional’,

This note gets passed up which says: ']
don‘t think you re being entirety fair with
regard to this one’—signed ‘Ron of King
Street’. Now Harold knows that Ron is a
foreign agent, because Terry told him so.
Besigdes, he's always wearing that funny
fur hat with a red star on the fromn.

S0 that afternoon he brings out his
agenda—and it basn't got the emergency
motion on it. Ron and his friends are most
upset. They vote against Harold's agen-
da. And Harold says: ‘That's a good idea,
let’'s close the meeting and ali collect
pebbles instead’. And so they did. And
they all lived scarppily ever after.’

Very interesting, but what's it got to do
with Massachusetts?’ said Al.

‘T'H tell you,” | reply, taking another
swig. ‘It could open up entirely new
harizons for the trade union movement.
Imagine. Len Murray stands up at the
1980 TUC, fighting his way through a
few orange jackets and says: ‘Right,
who's chalienging this order paper? All
those in favour. AHl those against. OK,
5ee you next year’

‘You can imagine how much moeney

urion leaders could save over the years.
Almost enough to pay Lord -Denning’.
Yeah', he said enthusiastically, ‘like

the Iron and Steel Trades Confederation.

They didn't have a cenference for 60
years Mo conference, no stee! workers.
Simpie No more uicers for the General
Cound:t. No more veorries about ‘'what
wil' 1 members s3v?’ from Moss the

Mouse. Mors TV appearances ior Alan-

Fisher. No more worries about what Lord
Citrine's book says ipr David Basnett”.

‘Could be the making of the trade union
mevement,’ fagreed. ‘All those dues. The
T&G collected £12Y2 million last year. It
had to spend owver. £6 million on the
biocody members, leaving less than £14
millicn for the members. Dreadful.

‘Unions like NALGO run it better. | see
they spent over £5 millian on administra-
tion out of £98 milion members’
contributions—and only had to pay out
£85,000 in benefits during 1978. Now
that's a real public sector cut. And the
lads in ASTMS are even more fly. They
spent two-thirds of the £6 million on
admin and £145 000 on
benefits.’

‘Wait a second,” be said, reaching for
the telephone.

‘What are you doing? Phoning your
stockbroker—-, )

‘No, No... Hellow? ts that Mr C? Listen, |

gotia proposition for you? You want to do
business?’
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