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A major part of the current Tory olfen-
sive on pay selilements is the barrage of
propagandy saving thal | {or the last two
yvears, warkers in the public sector have
heen peiting moch bhigger pay riscs than
workers in privite muanutacturing mdus-
Lry, And, the story goes, Decalse workers
in The provate sector are heanng the
brunt of the recession, workers in the
pubilic seeter muast make much bigger
saerttioes, on bolh pay amd jobs.

Trade  unien  deaders  have  barely
liited o fineer o Deht on pay dhies
winter, The most trequently  heoard

remark coming eom these brave leaders
ts that. “we're more converned aboult
1obhs than pay’. But they haven’l done
anything ahout jobs cither. And when
{he union otfficnds who negotiited the
7.5 per owent settivmeut for the one
millicn local authority workers summed
ap why they accepted the deal, they
said. Cthere was nolthing clse we could
do. the mombers wouldn't tight”,

Legacy of Clegg
What wue  are secing now s the reul
[epaey of 1he sell-out two vears ago of
the Tone Tght vy public sector workers
apainst 1he Laboonr goverments tive
el cent meonies poboey s bocalaulliority
amd health WTRETS
their thousands against The governmoent’s
pay policy but ended with o rotren deal,
reconimended iy therr union oflicisls,
which lett thoem well and fruly Clepeed,
Bitterness tollowed, particalarly as the
pullic secror union leaders claimed Thal
the e exercise had heen o greuat
sucoess, Bui the Gmang ol Lhe new
money neani thal no une ever caneht
up wiath Those they woere compared with,
The low pard remained Tow paid and
e local authority anton leaders had
Jone nothing 1o challenge what amouon-
ted to the mnstitutionalisation ol low
pay. The Tores rcaped the harvest of
Labour’s dirty deul, T'he Clegp operabion
delaved and detused orgamsabion and
mlitancy. When 1 came Lo lust year's
ware negoligbions, most publbic seclor
gralps got oo more Lhan the govern-
ment's cash limits allowed Them Lo get -
13 per ocent. well below the rate ol
intlation,

SUEVICE e 1N

Firemen

Farly this winter, i November 1950,
the government announced 108 plans 1o
iurn the screw turilier on the public
seclor with its six per cent cash linits
foor the local authoritics. Tt immediately
fuced the threat of strike action through-
out the Fire service, as Lhe FBU was the
first union to be affected by the new
policy., I hud to find a way ot fetung

Class struggte

Public sector workers well
and truly Clegged

Lhe firemen oft the six per cent without
opening up the tlood gates The TUC
came to their rescue. On Noveniher X
e TUC generad counal sad:
“I'he peneral council emphasised that
whotewver the  position of  unions
ocnerally o respect of the govern-
ment’s six per cent cash i, Chal
wis clearly o separate matter from
lhe 1978 agreement between  Lhe
Fire Brizades” Union and the local
duthorities,  where  the  issue was
stitply one of honouring o binding
collective  agreement and  bore no
direct relationship 1o the collective
hargairing  circwmstances of  other
LTS .

e

In 1978 Fisher and Basnett claimed
there would he no justice withaut a
£60 minimum wage for the low paid.
Today even that target has not been
met.

e —

In (he ovent, the local ourhorily
cmployers came up with an offer of the
1% per centl dac to Dremnen under ther
[ 978 strike-ending  poy ltormula, ot
staged Lhe deal 1o give 13 per cent Trom
November and five per cend from this
April. A confrantation had heen avoided
an The Lasis of a spectal case, endorsed
by the 1O,

1978 target still not reached

l.ocal authority workers have had no
such Juck., Therr olfer of a flat rate
increase of £4.60 on each basic grade
rale, worth approximately 7.5 pervent,
was recommended by rhe union negoti-
ators simply on the grounds that 11 was
more han six per cent. 10 was also halt
the rate of inflation af the time, There 15
no small irony in the fact ihal this
latest settlement takes the new minimun
basic rate to £39.05 a week. Over two
vears ago the joint union clatm was Lor

4 minimum bhasic rale ol £60 4 week.
Leaders such as Alan Fisher and David
Basnelt samd there would he no qusiice
until the LA targel was met. The
demand led (o ithe sirtke action known
As the winter of discontent. But aftter
three annual pay awards, including the
(legr  awards, the basic mumimuone 1%
still short of the largel sel for Novem-
her 1U7S,

Miners scitle helow len per cent
The miners’ settlement was  discussed
widely in the press as a thirteen per
cond oncrease, [t owuas o Tact worth 908
per cend an the Basie rates; Lhe rest wus
lor higher productivily in the pits. It the
press had nol talked up the value ot ihe
deal the ballot might have swung the
other way . despite the powertul pressure
iroom Gormley. Union olbeials througeh-
aut the NUM hid nor mobalise coam-
paiens  aganst Lhe offer, although in
Yorkshire, Soulll Wules and Scotland
Phe *MNo’ vote was very hiph.

Nuepotiations  are  currently  taking
place in the waler, gas, and electrnairy
supply  ndustries where olfers have
heen mude that are less Lhen len per
cent, but more than six per cent. Lhe
greatest nnlilancy has been shown i Lhe
willer industry with o majority vole for
strike adtion i suppord ol the union
i, The National Water Council wall
try o negolwie ¢ oway round the mili-
Lmey . with shighthy improved ollers thal
may  kuy  Lhe support of the union
ol lictals, |

But the 250000 ndlional  healih
service ancillary workers ure inoa much
wiaker position with their Tatest oller
ol jqust s1x per cent. even Tess than the
deual signed for the local authorily wor-
koers toowhom dheir pay rates are nori-
ally tied,

Worst of all

Two publie corporations are pushing
(hroush pay freeres. British Steel has
alreqdy won acceptance ol 1ts six moenth
pay frecsze unbil July when the rales will
be moeredsed by seven per cent. Buol at
British  Airways  the  management’s
atlemptl lto push through o six month
fteeye has heen resisiod, and rhe current
nnagement. offer 1w a0 three month
‘ree7e tollowed by eloht per cent lrom
April 1. S far {he shop stewards are
mounting a freht back and 4 one day
strike al Lthe end of Junuary by 20 GO0
engineers wnd proumd stalt may well he
followed by further sction af the deal s
nol improved,

Less than inflaiion

Pav increases this winter in both the
private and public sectors have mainly
heen below the rate of infhlation and
Iiving  stundards are being sernously
croded, particularly for the lower pad,
Detending living standards and delend-
i1g jobs are parl of the same struggle. If
union organisation in Lhe workplace 18
weak when flghiing pay then 1t will boe
weak on fighting to defend jobs, and
VIUE VETSY,

Stuart Axe




An illusory vi

to

Scarborough 1960 went down in history as both a high point and a low point in the history
of the Labour left. It won a vital vote at the party conference—only to see the leadership
ignore the vote and the position effectively reversed within months as the controlling hlock
votes switched sides. Wembley already looks like being the Scarborough of the 1980s, The
lelt—with virtually the sole exception of the Socialist Workers Party —greeted (he
conference decision with pure ecstacy. Yet already, the great vietory looks like turning into

the great defcat.

What rcally happened at Wembley? What ure the strengths and weaknesses of the

Labour left?

Chrnis Harman, who observed the conference for us, provides an SWP view on some of
these issues, Then, in an interview with Jon Bearman, Nigel Stantey secretary of one of the
Labour left organisations, the Lahour Coordinating Committee, gives his own contrasting
opinions. Finally, we look at the significance of the split of Jeakins, Williams, Owens and

Ropers.

I expected the Labour Party conference (o a
be a bit different 1o the last one 1 observed.,
That was, atter all, 16 veurs ago, The party
had tust won the 1964 clection and syco-

phancy to Harold Wilson was the order of

the day. The conference rose to a man (and
they were almaost all men) to the conguering
hero, lelt and right torgetting all the argu-
mecnts ol previous vears, There was not a
murmur of disagrecment on that occasion.

However, the most notable difference last
weekend  was not  the mood ol the
detegates—aftter all, when Foot spoke at the
end they rose (with the only exceptions

somewhere or other, the cringing figures of

Owen and Williams} to applaud him as they
had once applauded Wilson. The ditference
was i the delegates themselves,

The Labour Party Conference has always
beon two conferences in one—a conterence
ol unton delegates, a sort of mini-TUC with-
out certam public sector and white collar
unions, and a conference of’ constituency
delegates.

The umon delegates ut the special conle-
rence were what rhey hiave adwavs been.

Experienced trade unionists, balding, grey
haired. in their filtics or sisties, overwhelm-
imgly male. obviously Itom the traditional
sections of the working class, attending con-
ference as a reward for a life time of service
Lo their union {(or at least to their unio
leader), as interested in the bars as the deba-
tes, moving around in groups of & dozen or
more under the paternat eve of a general
seCretary,

It 15 the constituency delepates who have
changed. They were never as proletarian as
the umon delegations. But they did used o
be old. The absence of anvthing resembling
voruth and the dearth even of middle age was
the most noticeable leature of anyv conle-
rence an the Wilson cra. All that seemed to
remtadn in the party was the residue of the
1945 gencration, aging vear by yvoear, (heir
youthtul Bevanite enthusiasm long sinee
torgotten, taking it in (urns to attend the
conlerence with the handtul of others irom
therr ape groups who kepr the constituencics

Just about ticking over,

Now the constituency delegates are much
younger—Iltttle more than hall the avernge
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age of the union delegates. But they are also
much more distinctly middle class. [n clo-
thing. in hair style, in specch, they were
easily distinguishable [rom the mass of
union delegates. Not that they spoke with

the plumb voices of the Jenkins and Owens.

the horne-to-lead public school boys (and
girl) who throw a tantrum to media
applause every ume their birth-night s
denicd them. No, the constituency delegates
were more likely to be from Grammar
School and provincial university than from
Fton and Oxbridge. Theirs is the distinctive
dress and style of the middle ranking town
hall emplovee or civil servant, poly lecturer
or soclal worker, At the main Bennite meet-
ing —of the Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy—in the lunchtime at conference
you felt tempted to do a spot check on
ASTMS, NALGO and NATFHI member-
ship cards. For the meeling was everything
vou'd cxpect ot a Broad Left gathering in
one of these unions. Not more than one in
ten or one in twenty of the several hundred
present could have been manual workers.

‘Saturday'soverwhelming decision by the
Labour Party for an electoral college was
a major victory [or democracy within the
labour movement. [t was an equally deci-
sive defeat for the party's nght wing... 1tis
a momentous decision in the struggle not

anly tor the return of a Labour govern-
ment 4t the next election, but also to
ensure 4 Labour government which car-
riecs out the policies of the tabour
movement.,.

fMorning Star 20 Janvary 19581)

The point of noting the contrast between
the social composition of two parts ot the
conference s not to shrug off the consti-
tucney delegates as irrelevent “human rub-
bish'. Atfter all, those without sin should be
the fitst (o cast stones, and 1t's still true that
about a third of the membership of the SWP
(and about %0 per cent ol the editonal team
ot this Review) come from the same miligu as
those delegates. The observation 1s of
importance when it comes to looking at the
scate of the power the Bennite lett really has
at its disposal—lor the lunchtime meeting
wus Benn's meeting and the delegates there
indicate what 1s Benn's real aetive basc.

[t 15 a4 power that 1s very lemited within the
structures of the Labour party, and even
mote so outside them.

Much ado aboui nothing
The vote {or the electoral college may have
provided Williams, Owens and Rogers with
the excuse they have been secking to dive out
of the purty. It may also have given the
Shores and the Kinnocks a push in the divec-
tion of lining up Healey and Foot against
Hetter and Benn, But the electoral cotlepe —
even il not reversed—will #or increase the
puwcer of the lefu in the party appreciably.
At present the constituencies have about
1% per cent of the votes at conference and
choose a quarter ol the party’s national exe-
culive committee, Four fifths of conference
votes and three guarters of the executive
seits are at the disposil of the unions (the
direct union scats and the women's scats)

4

In the electoral college the constituency
delegates will increase their weighta little, 1o
hold 30 per cent of the votes, But this will be
more than compensated lor by the weight of
the Parliamentary Labour Party—ot which
three quarters are hostile to the Bennite left.

The balance ol power is held by the trade
union leaders. And this power can mcreas-
ingly be expected to be swung behind the
maoderate right.

At the special conference itselt, the meapor-
ity of union votes went behind the ‘right ot
centre’ comproemise which would have given
half the seats in the electoral college to the
right-wing dominated PLP. 1t was only con-
fusion among the leaders of USDAW and
an obstinate refusal of the leaders of the
AU W to vote tor anything other than thetr
own proposal to give tour fifthy of the votes
o the PLP which cnabled the left’s version
of the cotiege to go through.

And it is worth remembering, that tor ull
their comptaints about the block vote, the
renegades Shirley Williams and Tom Brad-
ley were elected to the exccutive last October
by ... the block union votes.

If the lelt has a narrow majority on the
exccutive it is because the shitt to the nght
among the trade union leaderships in recent
years {particularly in the AUEW)} 15 not yet
reflected. for instance in the women's seats
elected itom conlerence. But should the
ssues seerml Lo be important enough to them
people like Allen and Basnett can be expuc-
ted to line up with Chapple. Duffy and
Jacksom to achieve a majority for the right
10 imposc its nominees, [ they haven’tdone
s0 50 far, it is because they have not regarded
what the lett has been doing as that serious,
and so have been prepared to vore for tleft
union’ nominees on the execotive in return
tor the ‘left” unions backing their nominecs
(eg in TUC clections).

‘Wembley was a great victory lor
Labour's ranks... With the tranformation
and retransformation ot the trade unions
they will play an even bigger part within
the Labour Party. The block vote of the
union delegations at Labour Party confe-
rence will becomea vital transmission belt
for the demands of an aroused and mobi-
lised working class’

‘Michael Foot has called for a mass
campaign against the Tories, linking
opposition in parhiament Lo mMass agita-
tion in the country. An impregnable base
for the party must be built in the trade
unton branches. in the factories, on the
housing estates and amongst the youth™,
(A rans 3th January 1981)

In an electoral college choosing the leader
or the deputy lcader of the party, such “lett-
right’ trade-oily between umon leaders

would not play a role, and the majonty of

hlock votes will be cast for ‘moderate’
candidates,

What that means can be judged by assum-
ing that FFeot were to drop dead tomorrow,
The conference would meet as an electoral
college. Assume that Heuley stood against
Benn, The line up would be:

Benn

256 af PLP equals 79550 of electoral eoflege

750 of constituencies equals 22',% of elec-
raraf colfege

J3G of unions equal 13,74

ferterd vote 430 0

Healey
Chy subtraciion) 567505

Healey would win—even though the esti-
mates for Benn arc highly optimistic (¢g
assume he would get TGWLU vote}

The argument is even clearer if you take
the not quite $0 hypothetical situation of
Benn challenging Healey for the deputy lea-
dership in the coming avtumn, For undcr
those circumstances, CROTMous  pPressure
would be applied (by Foot amang others) to
eet Healey re-elected, so as to preserve "the
unity® of the party. Benn would certainly
receive an overwhelmingly defeat. Healey
recognises this—which 1 why straight after
the special conterenee he insisted he would
be happy o fuce a challenge to s position
in October. We suspect Benn will think
twice before mounting such a challenge.

‘The final result was a combination of
brilliant tactics on the part of the Rank
and File Mobilising Committee, pig-

headedness on the part ot some right wing
union leaders and afairdose of good luck”
{Chris Mullin in Tribune 30 January 1981)

Such calculations enable one to see why,
at the special conterence itself, those on both
left and right who did not allow theirr pas-
sions to ruin their ability o do simple sums,
could insist that the etectoral college would
aor produce any great change in the party.

So. Moss Evans moving the NEC's ver-
sion ot the electoral college (which would
have given more votes to the constituency
lett than the successiul formula) argued it
was ‘not revolutionary”. A left delegate from
Salford pointed oul that *under the electoral
college svstem, every leader since the war
wounld probably have been the same’. Joe
Gormley, opposing the successtul version
nevertheless added that the system selected
‘doesn’t make two hoots ot a difference’.
And Clive Jenkins, privately tetling triends
of his on the press not to get too worked up
reminded them that 60 unions' had voted
with the right at the conference,

These estimates of the impact of an elec-
toral college are a lar shot from the rantings
of Owen and Williams. But they are just as
tar from the clation which overtook sections
of the lelt at the conlerence. S0 Joan May-
nard told the Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy meeting, “This conference is
about making surc the next Labour govern-
ment 15 different to last time.”

To believe that a 40 per cent union say in
the choice of Labour Leader would prevent
4 reversion 1o some form of social contract
under a Foot government is to live in cloud
cuckoo lund. Who does Joan Maynard
think rammed the social contract down peo-
ple’s throats between 1975 and 19787 Was 1t
Williams and Owen? Or was 11 not rather
Jones and Scanlon ably assisting Callaghan
and Healey with Foot as the broker? Does
Joan Mayvnard forget the September 1976
TUC where the big umons (old the seamen

e




they would be ‘smashed’ il they went on
strike in defiance of the wage controls? Qr
the winter of 1977-78, when the general
council refused to move a finger while the
firemen were left to strike alone?

Party

"A watershed for  Labour

democracy’
(Tribune 30 January 1951)

This Review 15 not noted for s high esti-
mate of the abilities of Terry Dutfy of the
CTIEINEETinG uUnNion.
making 4 point at the special conference that
the Labour lett have forgotien. It was, he
pointed out, distaste for the notion of Hea-
ley as Labour leader that lcd some ol the big
unions to vote tor the change to an electoral
coliege at tast October’s conference.

T'm convinced’, he said, ‘That many
untons only voted the way they did at the
last conterence to stop Healey. T they'd
known Foot was going to be leader they
would have voted the other way',

Confusion  at the special conference
meant that decisive right wing block votes
were not cast agamst the lett at Wembley.
Now. luced with the threat of a gang of (our
split, ‘ruddle of the road” MPs {including
some in the Tribune group) and union lea-
ders are working with Foot to ensure that
such confusion is not present at the Brighton
contercnce in October, and that a Formula is
rammed through that will placate the right
and the media. We cannot expect the left’s
exultation to last long,

What a day at Wembley. ..
famous

Wemblev wasa
victory for the workers’
mavement’

{Socialist Challenge 29 January 1981)

The real weakness of the left

The fact that the verv marginal gains made
by the left could so eastly be snatched from
them points to something of lundamental
impartance that the Labour left refuses to
grasp—pgenuinely socialist torces continue

(o be very weak,

~ There has been an undoubted growth in
the number of left activists in the last year.
some of these have been in the Labour
party. Many maore have been attracted to the
big local meetings at which a Benn or a
Skinner has spoken. Nevertheless, i terms
of enduring orgamisation the lett remains
weak, and in lerms of power it s weaker stifl,

Honesty torces us to say that the consti-
tucney delegales who voted for the left at
Wembley represented very linde. They do
not have organic connections with groups of
workers involved 1n struggle. All they repre-
sent, in lact, are small caucuses of 20 or 30
ike-miinded individuzls in the arcas from
which they come.

Of course, the gang of tour and their acol-
vies are completely hyvpocritical when they
tulk about the unrepresentativeness of the
constituency delegates, I it is so easy for the
comstituencies (o be grabbed by small, mani-
pulative minontes, why have the gang been
s unsuccesstul at organising such minori-
tics themselves? The reason, quite simply, is
that the ideas they peddie cannot inspire
even small numbers to work hard for them

But he was capable of

in localities,
But the hypocrisy of the night does not

Justily self-delusion on the part ol the left.

[.ct us repeat: The left s weak. In most areas
115 actiive supporters can be measured 1n
their dozens, 15 passive supporiers {(those
who will go to a Benn meeting once cvery
two Or three vears)in their hundreds. Yet the
organised working class is to be measured in
each area 1n its tens of thousands, And with
this organised working class, the consti-
tucncy left has no real links. 1ts tie with the
class s the same cross on a ballot paper (hat

ties the right wing Labourites or the gang of

four with the class,

OF course, there is a left within the unions
which does have living links within the ciass,
But when you talk of this left, you have to
use a difterent language to that used by the
E.abour Coordinaung Committce and the
Campaign for Labour Party Democracy,
the Socialist Oreaniser and Mifirant, the fol-
lowers of Benn and readers of Iribune. For
the umon left s far from exultant and triom-
phalist at the movement. In its former bas-
tion of strength, the engineering union, 1t 1s
on the defensive as never before. Other bas-
tions are falling fast (see the report on the
CPSA elsewherc in this issue} . Bitter strug-
gles are being fought against the night, but
they are rearguard struggles.

The weakness of the left within unions
Itke the AUEW 15 not an accidental thing, Tt
15 a reflection ot a more fundamental

weakness—the inability ol a whole layer of

industrial miiitants 1o respond to the wave
aof redundancies and closures, to resist the
s1x per cent, to put any flesh and blood on to
the empty slogans of 18 months ago about
treating the Thatcher government like they
did the Hecath government.

Il socialists militants in industry were
leading mass struggles. then they would find
it much easter to win the political argument
that something different is needed in res-

ponse to the Tories from the vague watfle of

Fool and Healey. But they are not leading
such struggles. and all too easily are slipping
hack into the delusion that a government of
Feot and Healey will be ditferent to the

governments of Wilson and Callaghan.

Periodically, sections of the Bennite teft
make genutlections in the direction of the
need tor rank and file activity in the unions.
But these cannot come to anything unless
they grasp the first cssential fact—the left is
weak, and the key to overcoming its wea-
kness 1 recognising it, recognising that
whcre it teally matters, where “the chains of
capitalism are forged’ it is still very much on
the delensive. To reverse that situation the
left has to stop going on about ‘reselection’
and “electoral colleges’ and to start talking
about how vou fight redundancies. how you
deal with the threat of the recession to shop
floor organisation, how veu respond to
short time working, how you get occupa-
tions, how you get blacking. how you orga-
nise the unemployed and get suppert lor
them trom the employed.

‘Mr Michael Foot, the Labourleader, last
night declared lus willingness to challenge
at this year’s party conlerence the system
for electing the leader agreed last Satur-
day. He (old Labour MPs thut the
outcome has been unsatifactory “for the
luture health of the party’. Before Mr
Foot’s lormal declaratnon, 15 MPs had
declared their belict that the conterence
in a call for

vote should be changed...

unity signed by members of the lelt wing

{ribune group as well as moderates..,
‘Mr Peter Shore, speaking of what he

described as “an appalling week™ tor the
Labour Party, called on the "great mass of
sane and tolerant memberstorally behind
the leader.”

(Financial fimes 30 January 1951)

But if sections of the Labour left really
want to worry about these sors ot things,
then they will need an organisational form
and political concerns which will [oock
remarkably like those of the SWP and
remarkably unlike the electoral caucuses of
the Labour Coordinating Committee, the
Campaign for Labour Party Democracy.
the Rank and Fie Mohilising Committee
for Labour Party Democracy, or for that
matter, the Mifirant group.

Chris Harman
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A view of tﬂe Labour Eeft

Nigel Stanley, of the Labour Coordinating Commiitee (speaking
in a personal capacity) was mterviewed on what happens next.

How significant do you think the special
Labour Party Conference was for the Labour
left?.

The speciai conference was extremely signif-
icant, not s - .oh because of the final vesult
about the electoral college, but because it
tinalised the shift of power away from the
exclusive control of the parliamentary
party. The resetection of MPs and the elec-
toral college have meant that the rank and
file of the party now have a decisive
influence at every level of the party.

That doesn’t necessarily mean we are
going ta have a more left wing party. There’s
no guaraniee that trade untons in the future
are going to vote for left-wing candidates.
But what it does mean is that the leadership
of the party 15 going to be far more respon-
sive to the base of the party.

In the House of Commons recently Reg Race,
a leading member of the Rank and File Mobhil-
ising Committee, said that if attempts to alter
the decision of the special conference are
made the left would fight it by any means at
‘their disposal. What are the means at your
disposal?
My own view is that it will be unlikely that
enough unions can be persuaded to re-open
the issue to make 1t worthwhile for the right
to launch a counter-attack. 1 also think that
even 1f the proportions were re-arranged
slightly the left will still have won the princi-
ple of the thing, which 1s the shifung of
power awdy from the parliamentary party.
But we would strongly resist giving 50 per
cent to the parliamentary party. We would
do this openly and not in smoke filled rooms
as the press seems to suggest. The moves for
reselection were backed by a number of
resolutions  at union conferences. The
TGWU has a very firm mandate on party
democracy passed by delegate conference.
That’s the same recason why the NUM has

always supported reselection. The left has
fought within the structure of the unions
and that will have to be done more.

UCATT for example, has just shifted to
the left and has conference policy on aspects
of party democracy which now put it much
more in the left camp at the next party confe-
rence. So its really a question of using all the
campaignng and lobbying techniques we
have at our disposal.

Historically there has ablways been an
abstacle to the left in the Labour Party posed
by the trade union bureaucracy. It seemes to
me that you can pressurise them so far, but
then they will start organising to prevent any
further advances and use the block vote
against as they have done so often in the past.
How can you overcome this?

The bBlock vote is both an asset and a prob-
lem. The organic hink which the Labour
Party has with the irade unions 15 one of 1ts
gredatest strengths, and marks it cut from
any other soctal democratic party in Wes-
tern Europe. But 1t also a problem. The left
hasn’t forgotten the 50s when Deakin just
dropped his vote in the box when Gaitskell
told him 10.

However, I think within the umons there
15 more concern with democracy. That’s not
extended to all the unons ¢learly, But within
the TGWU the days of Deakin are clearly
over, and their delegation to party confe-
rence has religiously followed the policies of
that union. Now that of course doesn’t get
us away from the central problem of the
block vote.

There seems to me 1o be two things the left
can do about that.

They can argue that the power ot the
block wvote has become extremely centra-
lised. In the early days of the block vote
there were many many more unions and the
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membership of the unions was much less
than it was today. So the proportion of
power held within conference by the consti-
tuencies and the unions tended to be more
equal, Therc weren’t the very large blocks
like we havetoday. Thus thereis a legitimate
argument tor looking a the structure of con-
terence and switching some of the power

within 1t back to the constituencies.
Indeced the GMWU, not a union noted for

its left wing position, made a similar point i
1ts submission to the Commuission ot Inguiry
on the Labour Party last year. 11 is therefore
possible to envisage a shift of power coming
in that way.

But of course (hat doesn’t really solve the
prablem. s treating a symptom rather
than a cause. So [ would advocate very
strongly going into the trade unions. The
proposal toset up workplace branches in the
Labour Party 1s particularly tmportant. It’s
ridicalous that the Labour Party is the only
left-wing party in Britain that doesn’t orga-
msc at the point of production. Tt 1t did 1t
would quickly dwart the other left partees.

The LCC especially has placed great
gmphasis on the building up ot workplace
branches and i1t’s won the support so far of
the trade umon movement. Now, there’s no
doubt that many of them see it as a way of
getting more footsloggers lor the party, bet-
ter pohitical education, et¢. But | think they
could play a very crucial role in mjecting
more politics into the workplace and grass-
roots of the trade union movement and 1n
beginning to build a Labour left conscious-
ness which is not really therc at the moment,

Although the Labour left organises in
some unions as part ot the Broad Leftand in
others there are good informal networks of
Labour Party members, the growth of work-
place branches could be really signiticant for
changing the trade union movement. One
could see it happening in uniens like POEU,
which has a strong Broad Left and is making
[.abour Party members hecome very effec-
tive because of that.

You talk about building up workplace bran-
ches and extra-parliamentary action. Yet it
seetns to me that one major difficulty with this
is the weakness of the left in terms of activists
and its ability to mohilise people. How do you
intend to build up an organisation of extra-
parliamentary activists?

I think 1ts important in any strategic res-
ponse to the crnisis to realise just how weak
the left 1s. The left has in tact been getting
weaker over the last few years as a whole,
whilst paradoxically within the Labour
Party the left has been getting stronger. At
the same time (f 15 trie to say that socialist
ideas haven’t gained a greater hold among
the working class generally. That s precisely
why we need to start building up the extra-
parliamentary. movement.

For too long the Labour Party has been
dominated by electoralism and fund-
ratsing. It's quite possible to be a member of
some Labour Parties and never discuss
palitics, though that 15 changing very
rapidly. It was the case for many years. The
kind of gut-Labourism that went with work-
ing class communities has also broken
down,




The Labour Party needs to find new ways
of dealing with the changes in class structure
in Britain, getting support and winning peo-
ple to socialist ideas in (hat way.

[ think it s true to say that in terms of

orgamiscd numbers the Eabour 1eft is not
very strong. I youadd up all the members of
Labour lett organisations it not a very large
number, though they reach as many mem-
bers as groups to the Telt of the Labour
Party. They bave a bigger built-in audience.

One ot the great features of the new
Labour lelt 1s its ability o relate 1o move-
ments outside parliument, tfor example the
Anti-Naz League. And, at the moment, the
pedace movement. This has brought new peo-
ple inta politics and lelt wing Labour Party
members are going to be there to answer
their questions,

The lLabour Ieft is now beginning to
break out ol ‘the only oppression is eco-
nomic oppression’ mould, and is looking at
all kinds of campaigns and trying 1o weld
them together into a new movement.

But to pretend that there is an casy road to
build a mass Labour Party is un crror. [17s a
long, very slow process. The current disar-
ray ol the right wili certainly help us. But |
think therc are very many people around
who think that a socialist transformation i
Britain 15 reduced to kicking out the right
wing and the leadership, instulling lots of
young left MPs, and then legistating the
Alternative Feonomic Strategy in one (ol
swoop. Gaining the mass support necessary
lor a real socialist change is increasingly
becoming the central agenda item for the
[Labour left.

One advantage the left does have is mandat-
ory reselection, which potentially could muke
a lot uf change in the complexion of the parli-
amentary party. But nevertheless there secms
to be a lot of pressure on constituencies from
the leadership to retain existing MPs. How
great do think the change will be?
[ think those in the right-wing press who
belicve that the passing of mandatory re-
selection will mean an enormous shake-up
in the parliamentary party are wrong. [n
fact, MPs whao have spent any time at all in
nursing their constituencies will tind it fairly
easy Lo be reselected.

The signiticance of it is not so much in the
change of personel or leadership, bur the

change of relationship by the injection of

accountabihity between the member of parhi-
ament and the constituency, I've never been
i {avour of mandating MPs, but those who
don™ take into account the wishes of their
Mmanagement COMMIEICS over a sustadined
period of time are going to find themsclves
in trouble,

[n practice it is going 1o lead to slow
change in the parhamentary party rather
than the rapid one which people tend Lo see.

Finally, how different do vou think the next
Labour government will he?

It wiii be different in as much as it will be
COmMINg tO pOWET 4l a Lime of econonic crisis
far more severe than the last Labour govern-

ment. The financial crisis, the process of

de-tndustrialisation will be so severe thal
Labour government—whoever s leading

1it—will have to look for fairly radical solu-
tions (o these problems. What policies it wili
pursuc. or who will lead it at tha stage is
ditficult to say, I'm not one who thinks we

will have a fundamental social transforma-
tion under the next Labour government. But
[ think it won't be quite as awlul as the last
one.

Gang show on the road?

The social democrat gang of four are the
Kamikaze pilors of the right. The blow they
have struck has sunk any hopes Benn had of
stecring the paciy to the left. Foots working
as fast as he cun to cement his alliance with
the rest of the night around Healey, But the
four themselves are probably committing
political suicide.

The apparently impressive showing forthe
centre party 1in aopinien polls s almost cer-
ltatnly not gotng {o be translared into any
electoral success,

Just ask the simple question: can Jenkins
or Williams stand anywhere against sitting
Labour MPS and winseats? The answer must
be ten-to-one against success lor them.

In any election in the near future, the
decisive issue is gomng tobe whether Thatcher
15 thrown out. However hystericat the pressis
about the lelt taking over the Labour Party,
the main concern tor Labour voters is going
1o be getting rid ol the present government.
They will vote for the anti-Tory candidate
most hkely to win. And that means the offi-
cial Labour candidate. Under such circum-
stances, no soclal democrat candidate, or
soctal  demaocrat-Liberal  however  well
known, 15 going to get cnough voles to win,
The best he or she might do is 10 take the
handtul of votes away trom Labour needed
for 1t to lose some margingl scats to the
Torics.

Even the situng Labour MPs who have
been o the Jenkins-Williams camp must be
having second thoughts about defecting, An
opinien poll by the Suaday Timeshas shown
that in two key seats held by the “social
democrats’, on Teestde, the majority of
voters would vote Labour against the sitting
(social democrat) MPs. In other seats. where
no opinion poll has vet been taken, the mood
15 shown by the fact that Mloyal® right wing
Labour acuvists are saving that however
much they tike the MP, the Labour Party
comes first.

The enthusiasm for Jenking, Willlamsand
Owen in high places is not going to matched
by any enthusiasm tor theminlocalitics. For,
what they oller politically 15 an unadulte-
rated continuation of what people havecxpe-

rienced for the last 20 vears. As Joe Rogaly of

the Frnanciaf Times, writing from a quite
ditterent poliical perspective to our own. has
noted:

"The guestion remains, what wilt they
offer? Soctal democracy is not exactly at
the peak ot its popularity at the moment.
In various guises 1t was practised by Con-
servative and Labour governments until
the mould was brokenin 1979, Itdoes not
carry the aura ot past glory’ (2] Linuary
19%51).

[ndeed. in Labourscatsthe gang have even
less hope than the Liberals—which 15 why a

ot of Liberals see an alliance with them as
anathema. In a number of areas the Liberals
have succeeded In doing quite well in council
elections and in occasional parliamentary
elections by 1dentifying themseives with an
apparently radical. demogogic opposition to
the local Tabour establishment. This is not
something the Jenkinsites can do, because
they have been all too obviously unti!
recently the centre of the establishment
themselves.

The Liberals trade on ambiguity. They get
the votes ot people who are instinctively
anu-Common Market and of peaple who
have doubts about the bomb. Even if the
ofticial line iy in favour of both the party can
put across an ‘all things to ail people” image.
The gang cannot: their founding principles,
the very wssues that have led them to break
from Labour, are tight-to-the-death support
tor the bomb, tor Nato and for the Common
Muarket, Thaose are not slogans that are going
to pull out the tens of thousands of activists
and the millions ol votes needed to “break the
clectoral mould®,

The only hope electorally for the gang will,
in fact, be in the Tory seats where grumbles
aver mortgage levels and commuter fares
lead people to switch votes, bur not (o go as
Faras Labour. But even there the gang havea
probicm—it 1s precisely in those arcas thal
there are existing Liberal candidates who
believe they have a chance of success. They
are not gomg to take casily to the notion of
standing down [or Jenkins or Williams, let
aloneforanyofthe has-heensthatare gather-
g around the ‘four”,

Copies of the last issue ot Socfufis
Review (198101 should have contained a
correction shlip, pomting out that the
paragraphs on page 23 were prninted in
the wrong order—ascribing the views of
the Provisional Republicans to Sinn Fein
the Workers Partv. and the views of the
latter o the Teople’s Democracy. To
make sense, the paragraph needed to be
rearranged. To do that. rhey had to be
numbered 1-26 starting with the halt para-
graph at the top of the lelt hand column
and then gomg down. The correct order
wias then: 1, 2.3, 4, 14,15, 1h, 17, 158, 19,
2002122, 23 24, 5.6, 78,9, 10,11, 12,
13, 25, 26.

Our request Foccorrect solutions o the
problem met with two replics—Iirom
Kevin Murphy and Jan Brooker. Untor-
tunalely, both arrived after the deadhine
set, Nevertheless, the editors have decided
to award Kevinand Jan the booby prize,
of being asked to work out which of the
Taotnotes have been primted i the wrong
order e Chris Harman™s artiche i the
Liatest ssue of 15 journal (oot this week )
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Namibia:

Mining as usual?

With last vear's settlement in Zimbabwe,
Namibia remains the last outpost of white
tule outside South Africa iself, During the
war in Zimbabwe, there were attempts o
settle the issue which were seen in some
quarters as a way of achieving break-
through in Zimbabwe. Instead its recent
subotage of the Geneva lalks seems to indi-
cate thal the South African regime 1s more
intractable than ever on the question of elec-
tions in Namibia, which would certamnly
return a government of the liberation move-
ment, SWAPO.

So what is at stake in Namibia, and what
would a SWAPQO government mean?

Namibia is a huge. sparsely-populated
country, possessing enormous mineral
wealth in the form of uranium, diamonds,
cadmium, silver, copper, lead and zinc. The
world's largest uranium mine is at Rossing,
part owned by the British Rio Tinto Zinc
which, under a contract originally signed in
1970 by nene other than Tony Benn, sup-
plies Britain with half its uranium require-
ments. American capital is also involved
heavily in mining in Namibia through the
Tsumeb company, owned by Newmonl
Mining and Amax. Of course, South Afri-
can capital dominates, not only in mining,
but also in agriculture and fishing.

For the West, all this is al stake: hence the
pressure to tind some kind of accommoda-
tion with SWAPQ and to stop the guernlla
war. For South Africa the decisionis @ more
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difficult one; previous experience shows that
for big capital it is pertectly possible to con-
tinue operations only slightly hampered, it
at all, by black governments. But the pros-
pect of being totally surrounded by black-
ruled states causes great atarm among South
Alrican whites, and even the maore tar-
sighted ones have to consider the cffect on
black workers inside South Africa of a
SWAPO clection victory coming on the
heels of ZANU's overwhelming one 1n
Zimbabwe.

But, although the guerrilla war being
waged by SWAPOQ is contained by the South
Africans, it has incurred major coss.
SWAPO attacks on the electricity supply
system on the Angota-Namibia border have
lorced the South African regime to build an
otherwise unnecessary supplementary line,
reinforcing Namibia’s dependence on South
Africa’s own grid system. Some mines have
only been kept going through government
subsidies of their electricity costs, SWAPO
raids against the white farmers, combined
with falling wool and cattle meat prices,
have produced the bepinning of a slow exo-
dus of white settlers.

The South Africans have spent the {ast
tew vears trying to achieve an internal settle-
menl along the lincs of the old Muzorewa
government in Zimbabwe, headed by the
DTA (Democratic Turnhalle Alliance),
which 15 suppnﬁ.t:d to represent each ethnic
group in Namibia. This supposedly inde-
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pendent grouping is funded and controlled
by the South Alrican government. Even
compared with Muzorewd, their credibility
is nil: despite a boycott by SWAPO of the
November South African approved elec-
tions, the DTA was thrashed. The DTA 15 a
shambles, withoul any chance of winmng a
genuine election against SWAPO.

The advantage lett to Botha in having the
DTA is that it can provide a pelitical tace-
saver, a sop to South African white hard-
liners. The argument s that the recent
Geneva lalks were just a propaganda exer-
cise to demonstrate the DTA's indepen-
dence of South Africa, so that when the
compromise comes with SWAPO, Botha
can present the decision as having come
from the DATA, not as a scll-out of the
Namibian whites, Hence Dirk Mudge's (the
leader of the DTA) prominence in Geneva
and the low profile kept by the South Afn-
cans. In reality, Mudge would have to be
coerced by the South Africans into accept-
ing clections which he couldn’t win,

Sor it seems guile possible that in a couple
of months the South Africans wil pull out
and risk a SWAPO government. The other
option seems Iess likely—banking on Rea-
gan's support for [urther stalling in the hope
that either the DTA or a party which s
against both DTA and SWAPO could even-
tuatly create the conditions to win.

The major mining coporations—Scuth
African and others—have certainly been
laying plans for that eventuality ot a
SWA PO regime. Andtheirbeliels that they
could live guite happily with such a govern-
ment. Sam Nujoma, SWAPO's leader, has
stated that foreign-owned mintng compa-
nies would be allowed to continue opera-
tions after independence if they had
non-racial employment policies, better
training for black unskilled workers, and
reinvested a substantial portion of profits in
Namibia.

De Beers. RTZ and Tsumeb, amongst
others, have already begun to find traiming
and educational schemes, and De Beers and
RTZ operate non-racial wage scales and
training schemes at their mines. De Beers’
subsidiary, Consolidated Diamond Mines,
expects SWAPQ 10 dtmahnd higher taxcs
and a say in the marketing of rough dia-
monds overseas before reconfirming their
mining rights. RTZ might expect 1o see the
South African government’s share m the
Rossing mine pass to SWAPQO, and alevyon
uranivm cxporis. A SWAPQO government
would want a stake tn new ventures, and the
right to rcallocate mining and prospecting
rights. None of this would bother the large
concerns unduty.

Ol course, the workers at these mines and
many SWAPO rank and file may have other
ideas about the way an independent Nami-
hia should be run. There have been several
major sirikes in the mincs in the tast couple
of years, and in the longer-term the workers
of Namibia will certainly be hecard trom
Adgaln.

Sue Cockerill
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Stay of execution

All show trials are, by defimition, rigged.
Whether the accused are guilty or innocent
of the crimes they're accused of 15 irrefevant
(0 the government staging the trial—the
proceedings are being used to make a pohit-
cal point. And everyvthing in that trial, trom
the ndictments to the behaviour of the
defendants, is done to emphasise the points
being made.

It does not follow, however, that all
defendants are by definition innocent. 1t s
probable, for instance, that Bena and
Malenkov were guilty of most of what they
were accused of in 1957 The same 1s true lor
the defendants in the Gang of Four (rial.

Reading through the wvery Lmited
accounts of the trial made available outside
China, the scetions that come across as the
most credible (and the most horrifying) are
those dealing with the Cultural Revolution.
of the late 1960s. Credible because they are,
in  etlect, official confirmation of the
accounts of the period given by Chinese
dissidents,

While onty a small part ot the truth, the
details given show just how bloody and bru-
tal the intlighting among the ruling class
became. In one session, for instance, a
defendant admitted postponing a vital ope-
ration on 4 top CCP leader so he could be
imterrogated. The former minister of coat,
Zhang Linzhi, who was seniously ill, was
mterrogated 32 times in 33 days, tortured,
and forced to wear a cast-iron hat weighing
3 pounds.

At least three members of the top leader-
ship were driven to their deaths by torture
and tll-treatment. No less than EE of
the 193 members and altcrnate members
of the central committee of the time were
named ds ‘cnemy agents.”

Among ordinary party members  the
etfects were even worse. In one provinee a
purge ol ‘capitalist-roaders’ led to 84,6
pcople being ‘framed’ (losing their posts,
arrest, torfure), of whom 2,900 died a5 a
result of their treatment by Red Guards, In
inner Mongohia during 1968-9 there were
346,000 such cases, aver 16,000 of whom
died.

Most of the trial concerned the Cultural
Revolution and the period of 1974-6 when
the Grang of Four secemed possible suc-
cessors 10 Mao; the other main accusations
concerned a plot by Lin Biao (Lin Piao), and
others to kill Mao, and a planned armed up-
rising tn Shanghai after the overthrow of the
Crang ol Four,

The first count was basically tidying up
old unfinished business. the peopie charged
having been tn prison for the last nine vears,
and the evidence offered was the story that
the Chinese regime has been putting out for
the past six veurs.

The second was more curious, 4s it con-
cerned plans taid by the Gang of Four but
only put into operation after their arrest in

October 1976. Ther supporiers apparentiy
mobihised 35000 members of the milina,
armed with over 27000 pieces of artillery
and nifles. They had detailed plans for tak-
Ing over the whole of Shanghai and using it
as a base to launch a counter-otffensive
dagainst the new leadership. Yet the court
offered no explanation for why the plan
didn’t come oft.

One of the basic aims of the trial was to
demonstrate that the davs of endless cam-
paigns are over, stability and legality have
been restored, and the new leadership s
tirmly in control, A public trial (over 60,000
people were brought trom all over the coun-

‘'The trial had the aim of
putting the entire blame

onto the ten defendents...’

Jiang Quing

try to attend the lour week hearings, and
long cxcerpis were shown on Chinese TV)
makes this point more etfechvely than a
behind-the-scenes coup. And the severily of
the sentences 15 an indication that the
accused are cut of power tor the rest of ther
lives. The suspended death sentences on
Jiang Qing (Mao's widow Chiang Ching)
and Zhang Chungiao are not signs of len-
lency, but rather a way of avording making
martyrs of them.

The behaviour of the main defendants at
the trial hus to be seen as fittinginto the aims
ot the new lcadership as well, In the first
place, the Gang were split up: Wang Hong-
wen capitulated completely, Yao Wenyvuan
admitted most but not all of the charges,
Zhang Chungiao refused to say a word and
Jiang Cing was dellant, Now it i3 not
bevond the Chinese secrel police to have
broken the latter two, Ifthev did notdo so, it
was for a reason. The muost hikely s that it
makes the point more torcetully that they
have been defcared il they are
unrepentant—it 15 4 basic rufe ot Chinese
drama. hoth beftore and alter 1949, that the
major villain dies hurhing defiance at the
audience,

The audience was the Chinese people, It
must not be forgotien that the Gang ol Four
in general, and Jiang Qing in particular.

were quite genuinely hated by vast numbers
ot Chinese.

Al every stage, Jrang Qing had been
closely 1dentified with the repression. This
hatred tound a voice in the riots on April
Sth, 1976, in Peking and elsewhere, when
whar began as a commemoration of Zhou
Enlar (Chou En Lei) turned into a sponta-
ncous demonstration of anger and hatred
apainst the regime as such. Ong of the most
gquoted slogans from that event was “Down
with the Dowager Empress” (A ruler of the
tast imperial dynasty, noted lor cruel and
arbitrary despotism, and an obvious refe-
rence to Jiang Qing.)

The tnal had another, much deeper aim.
however substitute: the condemnation of
the Cultural Revolution as such, putting the
entire btame for it onto the ten defendants

and the six dead former Party lcaders named
as their partners.

At the same time, several high-powered the-
ortetical arucles 1n the Chinese press have
asserted that there s @ fundamental difte-
rence between mustakes and errors from
which no comrade iy immune’ and *counter-
revalutionary plots and acts’, which is what
the (zang of Four were accused of. This is a
major shitt in Stalinist/Maoist metaphvsics,
which have abways insisted that the one must
inevitably lead on to the other. Tts usetulness
15 simply that in this way the post-Maoist
lcadership can demote Mao from an intal-
hble god to a great, if flawed, figurehead
(who made mistakes ltke evervone else does)
while blaming everything that went wrong
in the past fitteen vears onto the Lin Biao
chque/Gang of Four,

The crucial problem s whethier anvone in
China will belicve a word of 1L, as it is per-
tectly obwvious that without Mao's direct
support and approval the Gang would never
have gone bevond being third-rate nonenti-
tes. As Simon Levs put it VLo attribute (o
Madame Mao the main responsibility for
the senseless violence and cructty, for the
destruction of Chinese cuiture, and the ruth-
tess cretinisation of the most soplisticated
nation on earth—which have all tahen place
during the fast wn vears—would be akin o

9



NEWS & ANALYSIS

crediting the ass whose jaw Samson bor-
rowed in battle with the ability to destroy
the Philistines.” {Broken Inages, p77-8)

in recent months the Chinese press has
been admitting that a profound cymzism
about all politics is lelt by large numbers of
Chinese youth, and the trial is most hikely to
heighten that mood.

While the Gang of Four may be tintshed,
Chinga’s economic problems are not. An aus-
terity programme has just been launched, as
the plans for drastic modernmisation have
proved (o be bevond the capabilities of Chi-

na's economy. The aims are an end to the
deticits in China's budget and balance of
trade, as well as inflation, by the close of
1981, This has already mecant the army’s
budget being slashed, the cancellation of a
420 million dollar contract tor a prestige
steel plant project, and will also involve fac-
tory closures and sackings running into the
mithions.

As the problems inherent in the new strat-
guy bite deeper into the Chinese economy,
the new leadership will have to lock among
themselves for scapegodts. We can only

-

hope that in that process China's working
class rediscovers the capacity lor indepen-
dent organisation and activity that they
began to show during the Cultural Revolu-
tion. There are atready unconfirmed reports
of demonstrations against unemployment,
and even of sporadic Solidarity-style organi-
sations. For revolutionaries, the only good
news about the whole sordid business of the
trial is that it is unlikely to fool China’s
workers.

{Charlie Hore

Begin,

despondency and depression

On  12th  January. Menachem  Bepin's
Likud-coalition government collapsed as a
result of a cabinet crisis, His Tinance Mims-
ter, Yighal Murvitz, had failed to win appro-
val for not honouring a pay agreement with
Israch teachers and resipned, withdrawig
his three member Rafi faction from the coa-
lition. With his government in tatters, Begin
had no real alternative but w seck an elec-
rion, which will now be held on July 7th, 1t
he loses, as is almost certain, 1t will signil the
end ol an important phase in the history of
the 32 vear old Zionist state.

The threc-and-a-half years ol Begin's
ramshackle right-wing coalition were o
waltershed tor Istacl. Behind all the cabinet
crises which plagued the government there
loomed the most severe economic deterosa-
tion the country has ever known, Take
imdustrial investment for example. Aler
high growth for two decades it has begun to
slow up during the last two years, In 1980 1t
wis 2 per cent lower than in 1979, and
industrial growthin 1979 itsell was seven per
cent compared with 14 per cent in 1974,

In part this flagging in investment s due 1o
[sracl’s increasing wsolation on the world
market. Black Africa. Arab countnies and
Fastern Europe remain targely closed Lo
trade with lsracl because of the Palestinian
ssue. So lsrael has caretully built up special
relations with counteies ke South Atnca or
those i Latin America. In particular, Israel
was Neavily dependent on trade with Tran,
The loss of the lranian market when the
Shah tell was & savige blow. Israch metal
and electronics factories Rave been forced to
cut-back on output  and
PrOLrIMMCS,

IvesTmic it

Added up, topether with the donbling of
¢il prices. this has meant that the cost ol

inports has tsen dromatically. Fora coun-
try us dependent on imports as Israel this s
ancther devastating hammer  blow,

[ tandem with o tising impaorts bill mtla-
o has rocketed. This 1s by tar the most
critical svmptont of the cconomic ¢risis n
Isracl today, The averape inHation rate tor
Vast vear was 137 per cent, but for the toarrh
quatrter i topped the 200 muark, The vear
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betore the inflation rate was 1.5 percent.
As a result the gconaomy has become more
and more destabilized and the shekel has
{loated downwards on the money markets
accordingly.

Although there is a complex system of
indexation, which (o some eXtent protects
workers, the strategy the government has
adopted 1o counter inflation has centred on
cutting hack warking class living standards.
In character it is not 1oo dissimitar to That-
cher's ““monetarist™ stratcgy, concentrating
on reductions in public expenditure.

One of the first things Begin's government
did was to remove tood subsidies. Because
workers were unable 1o buy s0 much, con-
sumption fell by 30 per cent within two
wecks of their removal, Midk salestellsolow
that the muarketing board banned the immport
of milk powder and butter. Poulury sales
have also slumped, forcing many tarmers,
especially in the north, out of business. In
fact, by depressing the home markel Begin
has produced @ general decline in Israeh
dgriculture.

Beein has also slashed public services. By
June  last the main spending
departments—housing, health, transport,
cducation, health and wellare—were claim-
mg they could not cut any furthet. [n turn
the consequences [or industry have been
grave, £33m was subtracied from the hous-
ing programme that year, The programme
of the aireraft indusiry, which employ
21.500 workers, has been culback as well.
Meanwhile, the nanional airline, EL Al has
had 1ts projected investment curtatled oo,

These cuts in expenditure have made tite
mereasingly ditficudt Tor workers i Isracl,
one third of whom have jobs in industry.
Their real net earmings have fallen by 9 per
cent actoss the board, [tis turther caleulated
that whilst the price index went up by 147.3
per cent fur the poorer sections of the work-
ing ¢lass. it has only risen by 135.6 for the
top tenth. [In addition, workers arc tacing
mounting unemploviment which at present
stands ol ahout seven per cenl,

yoar

Confronted by this permicious offensive
daguwinst their living standards, the lsracli
working class have reacted in a fashion that
is outstanding. Despite their historic ties of
loyality with the Zionist state, they have
refused 1o passively accept government poli-
cics. During the last three years there has
been a major upsurge of working class activ-
ity as workers have challenged the state’s
decisions_ ina manner thal has hitherto been
unprecedented.

Of course, thisdoesn’t imply that the wor-
kers arc about to overthrow the Zionist state
in favour of a Palestinian state, But the
awakening of the Israeli working class 1s a
point of cnormous importance tor all socral-
ists, Tt shows that the old ideotogical udhe-
sion between the workers and the ruling
class 15 weakening.

The upsurge of working class activiry
hegun in the public sector with workers try-
ing to win through agamst attempis (0 stop
wage rises. [n 1978 there was a sinke lor
higher wages by 5,000 ElI Al workers—the
6ath dispule in six vears. In the sume year
merchant marine seamen staved out for 79
davs before they were beaten into submis-
ston. Then in the summer of 1978 journalists
won a 25 per cent increase. Although they
are not public sector workers, they set the
pattern for white collar public sector wor-
kers that followed—<clerks, tux ofticials, cus-
toms workers and postal workers.

More recently, however, the upposition to
the Begin government has become imcreas-
ingly widespread and intensc. The Israch
TUC, the Histradrut has been pressurized
by the rank and file in o heading & cam-
paign against the government’s policies,

The tinal straw which broke the back of

Regin's government was a strike by 33,000
reachers. A public committee, whose tind-
Ings were to be binding on both sides, called
for a 30 per centincrease. It wasanawkward
situation for the government. To have
accepted the recommendations would be an
invitation lor similar claims. Not to honour
it would still further undermine the govern-
ment's positions, The cabinet wassplit, with
resignation threatened tfrom both sides,
There was no way out but an election.

() a pohitical level the Begin government
has been a disaster for Zionism, Fhe assaults
on the lsracli working class have rent wide
apen the potitical consensus that has been so

R L e . —mmn
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crucial to Zionism n the past. Paradoxi-
cally, the most stridently Ziomist govern-
ment elected in the history of Israel has
made Zionism immeasurably weaker. Faith
i lsracl and the Ziomist dream has plumect-
ted o an all time low. For the last three-and-
a-hall’ ycurs [srachs have voted against
Begin with their foet: the Jewish population
of the country 1s talling for the first time
because middle class Jews are tinding 1t
more comtortable living i the Umited
States,

Shrewder Zionists than Begin have recog-
nised what 15 happening. Ezer Welzemann
when he resigned as Detence Minister, wrole
o Begin, tethng him, “*Since its indepen-
dence the nation of [srael has known nmes
of peak and depths, of high ndes and low.
But never, [ beheve, has there been such
despondency and depression as in the last
lew years™.

Neither Werzemann nor Davan, however,
are hikely to have the opportunity to try and

correct some of the mistakes that Begin has
made. Without doubt the next government
in Israel will be the Israch Labour Party, ted
by Shimon Peres.

But the Israch Labour Party will be
unable 1o put the clock back to the polden
age ab Zlomsm, betore the election of Begin,
when they held power for 29 years consecu-
tuvely. The extent ol the world crisis means
that they will inevitably have to subject the
Israell waorking class to mare sacrifices to
rescue Israel.

Yet even if they do check the upswing in
working class activity, they witl not be able
to repair the pohucal strength ot Zionism.
The peried of queshioming and disillusion-
ment  witl continue, But perhaps most
important of all, they will not be able
crase trom the memones of Israel workers
the tact that they have brought down a
government by heir independent
action.

Jon Bearman.

CFWTL

Eurocommunism:

[n early Januvary the 5th congress of the
Catalan Communist Party (PSUC) voted by
424 to 359 to explionly reject Eurocommu-
nism, Following the French CP's turn away
from Eurocommunism, it COMEs a8 a serious
blow to the Spanish CP(PCLE) | in particular
10 0ls peneral secrctary Santiago Carritlo.

The Catalan CPis by tar the most impor-
tant section of 1he Spanish Commumst
Party. [t enjoys a prestige and mass support
in Catalonia akin to the Ttabian and French
parties. Catalonia was the only region of
Spain which saw the CP dominated Wor-
kers Commissions wintan outright victory in
the recent trade union clections over their
rivals, the socialist umaon federation, the
UGT. Eight of the 23 Commumst MPs in
Madnd are members of the Catalan party.

The rejection of Eurocommunism  has
been portrayed as a simple case of a pro-
Soviet take-over. However the reality 1s a
little more complicated. The Catalan CP 1s
devided into four tendencies; the *lenimsty’,
Eurocommunists, pro-Soviet or “Afghans’
and the social democrats or “white tlag’. (5o
called becausc their lcaders are former mems-
bers of the Maost orgamisation Red Flag.)

Since the last Spanish CP congress in
March 1978, the *Leninists’ have beenn domi-
nant in the Catalan party. Mainly based on
the burcaucracy ol the Workers” Commis-
s1ons, their name derives from therr opposi-
tion to the Spanish party dropping the word
‘Leninism”™ ftom their statutes tn 1978, The
most dramatic change in the last two years
has been the growth of the pro-Soviet ten-
dency and the corresponding demise of the
Eurdcommumsts, who until this congress
held key positions in the Catalan leadership.
The latter found themselves reduced to
around 05 of the new | 10-strong central
committee.,

PSUC it!

The congress ilsell was dominated by
ideological and international debates rather
than the pressing problems of economic cri-
sis, rising unemployment and the national
question.  Explicit condemnations of the
invasion of Afghanmistan were  omitted,
though not replaced. as the pro-Savicts
might have hoped. with supporl. [o straight
contradiction to natonal CP policy the Cat-
alans voted o ‘'mobilize agaist NATO', to
fight for a reterendum over enterimeg the
ELC and to reject nuclear power. The Cata-
lan Party also decided to continue to des-
cribe atself as  “secular’ despite
[urccommumst attempts to delete this in
order not to ablienate Cathotics. The con-
eress also voted, Tor the brst ime, to support
the gay movement,

The reasons why this seemingly dramatic
change has come about, are not as some CP
leaders claim, because of "Soviet interfe-
rence’, but through the farllures of Eurocom-
munism, Despite having spent the last four
years In an attempt (o form a Spamish ver-
sion of the *historic compromise’ the CPhas
found itselt continually out in the cold. The
Centre Democrat government has prelerred
to do deals with the Scocialist Party, as have
the employers. The CP have been left in

Spanish CP leader
Santiago Carrillo

unwanted iselation. The continual attacks
on workers” living standards and the slow-
ness of some reforms has obviously demora-
heed many workers, Those who favour a
soclal democratic alternative are better off
wilh the Socialist Party., Both the Workers
Comiuusstons and the TP have lost members
i the last few yvears. The Catalan Commu-
nists, according to the socilalists, have lost
ncarly half ol their membership. The leader-
ship saw a shift to the left, a1 least at a
rhetorical level, as being a way to keep therr
hase. However at the level of the daily class
struggle their policy has not shifted signifi-
cantty away from their traditional refor-
TS ITT.

Santiago Carntlo now has real problems,
The near hysterical reaction of the CP lea-
dership (and the ftalian CPtor that matter}
since the Catalan congress retlects this, They
nave publicly attacked the Catalans” rejec-
tion of Eurocommunism, clamming 1t wall
cost them thewr electoral base and lead to the
growth ot cold war-stvle ant-Communism,
[n the words of onc Tlurocommunist MP,
Josep Benet, the new onientation could *div-
ide the coundry agam’,

[ronically the *Leninists’ who the CP have
practically accused of being Soviel agents,
have gained support through their enticisms
of the CP's undemocratic behaviour and
interference in the semi-autonomous affairs
ot the Catalan Partv. Some militants were
particularly incensed at Carnillo’s attempt
(o use the intellectual based ‘white fag’
group to contra] the Catalans.

The CP iself s faced with other divisions

as well as the antiand pro Furocommunists,
ca calls for a more federal based structure,
and tensions between intellectuals and wor-
kers. In the trade umon held the recent
nationa! clection of workplace delegates
found ihe Workers Commissions represen-
tation reduced from 34 5% 1n 1978 10 30.7
while the socialists won 29.5%: of those clec-
ted compared with 21,74, before,
More sigmificantly in Cataloma "unotticial’,
e non-Lurocommunist, Workers Commiis-
s10m lists won many elections against ‘offi-
clal’ lists,

Ihssanstuction with Carnilllo's leadership
s not caonfined to Catalonia

At the Tortheoming [0th Spamsh CP con-
gress this June, 1t 1s expected that the dissi-
dents will try to remove Carnllo from the
post of general secretary.

Despite the general downturn in the class
struggle ond workimg class orgamisation n
the last few vears, recent manths have been
marked by 3 number of bitter and militant
dispuites, often involving revolutionanes in
the leadersinp. The maim unions have en-
ded to oppose such struggles, though rank
and file Socialists and Communists have
olten been mvolved. Theapparent left-wiard
shitt of the Cutalan party retlects the frustra-
Lt of many workers and must opent up new
posstbhilities For joant acovity at the base
level between 1ts membenrs
revolunonaries,

Andy Durgan
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John Sturrock (Report)

With angry ratepavers burning their rate
demands 1 Lambeth
rumours of 44 per cent rate increases in
Sheffield, «capital of the ‘socialist
republic of South Yorkshire’, time
seems to be running out for the strategy
of ‘fighting cuts’ by rate increases. This
is precigsely the intention of Michael
Heseltine's new system of subsidies to
local government, which, beneath a
labyrinth of technical confusion, aims
to leave local councils with no etfective
freedom to defy pgovernment policy and
stay within the law,

In the pasi, rate support grant was
made up of two elements. The ‘resources
element’ aimed to even out the differ-
ences in rateable value between rich and
pooT areas (the principle for which the
Poplar councillors went to jail}. The
‘needs element” was meant to take
account ol the differences Iin neecd
hetween areas.

This was calculated by a complex
system of ‘regression analysis® which no
onc appears to understand, but which
did have the effect of giving a larger
share of the available tunds to run-down
inner city areas than to the Tory shires.
The old system also mecant that each
authority’s share of the available cash
was fixed by & nalionally-determined
formula.

The new system by contrast works
by fixing for cach council a figure
which the povernment Lhinks it ought to
be spending to provide what the govern-
menl thinks is an ‘adequate’ level of
service. The government then fixes what
il thinks is the level of rates which the
council needs 1o levy to provide that
service, taking into accouni the differ-
ences th rateable value between areas.

The government will pay its share of
spending up to the total it has fixed
(this year, 1f has fixed its share at 59 per
cent}, But any spending above that level
has to fall 100) per cent on the rates.
And if a council spends more than |0 per
cent above whiat the government regards
as proper, i1 will find itself losing sonie
of the grant it has already heen paid,

The result las been to escalate the
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streets, and

Heseltine’s cut-rate job

effects of ‘overspending’ on the level of
rales, in the evident hope that exasper-
ated ratepavers will do the government’s
work through the ballot box and save 1t
the bother of putting in commissioners,
And the ‘auihority-by-authority’ method
behind the new system gives the Depart-
ment ot the Environment greatly in-
creased and finely funed powers to
punish individual authorities according
to the colour of their eyes or their
politics.

The Damping Formula

[t does seem that the new formula
has not so tar been applied with naked
party bias as between individual authori-
ties. But there has been a shift between
groups of authorities — in particular,
London has lost some 14 per cent of its
grant as against last year, and 25 per cent
in Inper London, as against an 8.2 per
cent national average.

This relative loss will conlinue in
future vears as the pgovernment does
away with London’s previous relative
advantage, a5 a pay-off to the Tory shire
counties for their help in breaking tihe
lacal authorities united front of resist-
ance to the new scheme, and Lthus help-
ing it 1o get through the House of Lords
within the parhamentary timetable.

The change from the old to the new
systemn 1s to be cushioned by a ‘"damping
lormula™ which will ensurg that an
authority due to gain grant under the
new system will not gain more than the
equivalent of a 6p rate in any one year,
But anthorities due to lose granil under
the new system can lose up to the pro-
duct of a4 13p rate in any one year until
Lhev reach their new levels,

Some London authorities, such as
Camden and the Inner London Edu-
cation Authority, ftace such massive
losses n erant that there is ltile in-
centive 1n even attempting to keep to
the government’s spending targets, since
any but the most massive cuts would
still leave them so much above the target
spending level as to lose them all their
grant entillement in any case.

Before going into the pobitical con-
sequences, we should remind ourselves

that what we are discussing here is the
formula for deciding each council’s share
of whatever subsidy the government is
giving to councils. Cuts in the level of
that grant are guite a different matter.
And measuring the extent of this is also
confused by technicalities designed to
disguise the extent of the cuts.

LIy Sl aaiiihain 1add uebaued Lilel |
authorities must plan in 1981/82 io
spend 3.1 per cent below what they
were told to spend this vear. But this
represents a much bigger cut, since last
vear's targets have been met by few
authorities, and were based on unreal
‘cash limit® forecasts of inflation. Even
to stay within the 1980/81 limits,
authorities would have to make further
cuts of 4.3 per cent, or levy average rate
increases of 15 per cent.

In addition, the figure of 3.1 per cent
is itself based on further low official
allowances for inflation in 1981/82 —
11 per cent for prices and & per cent for
wages. The real figure is even lower as
the 11 per cent includes the cost of next
November’s pension increases, and is
therefore only 9 per cent in reality.

So the government figures for cuts in
council spending are cooked to the point
of being overdone. In addition, the
1980/81 Rate Suppart Grant is cut by
1 per cent, and will therefore aim to
meet only 59 per cent of this artificial
total, as against 60 per cent last year.

Hence the rumours of 70 per cent
rate inc¢reases in Lambeth, Against this
background, there is a sick and hollow
spund to the arguments of some, such
as Camden councillor Ken Livingstone,
that rates are a progressive tax which re-
distribute wealth between the classes.

11 15 true that 60 per cent of all rate
income 18 paid by businesses. And
workers pay a good deal less than the
remaining 40 per cent, when rates on
the homes of the rich, and the effect of
rebates are taken into account,

But though this may be the national
total, it looks different on the ground in
Tower Hamlets or Lambeth. Even
Camden, with a lot of valuable office
property in central London, and the
leafy acres of fashicnable Hampstead,
will have to impose combined rate and
rent increases of up to £12 or £14 on
some of its tenants if it makes no mas-
sive cuts and mits the burden on the
rates,

Any element of ‘redistribution’ in
the rates includes a massive amount of
redistribution within the working class,
which is divisive and plays into the hands
of the Tories. Whatever the arguments
and the figures, rates are just getting to
be more than most people can afford.

All of which puts a ditferent light on
the argument that for councils to defy
the government and the law could lead
to jsolation and defeat. Of course 1t
could hut the rcad of rate increases
leads to the same end as a certainty —
and with any credibility and base that
town hall Tabour groups still retain
destroyed into the bargatn as the cld
dream of ‘Municipal socialism® ends up
as a cover for collecting pavments for
the City of London and the Tories.
Stephen Marks




INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

The hullabaloo inside the Labour Party
i3 in danger of making some people on
the left forget what is in some ways a
mote significant development — the
organisation of a series of protests
against unemployment by the official
trade umion and labour movement.
The Labour Party demonstration in
Liverpool in November showed the
degree of popular support these could
enjoy. We talked to John Deason,
secretary of the Right to Work Cam-
paigh — which began organising againsi
unemployment five vears ago under the
Labour government — about what the re-
action of socialists should be to this new,
official campaign.

John began by outlining the major

demonsirations that are taking place in
the weeks ahead.
First there is the call by the Labour
FParty and the Scottish TUC for a
demonstration in Giasgow on 21 Febru-
ary. They are attempting to get a repeat
performance of the Liverpool demon-
stration, and they have announced
their intention aof doing the same thing
in Newcastle, Leeds, Cardiff some-
time in the future. They will be mas-
sive demonstrations, there is no gques-
tion about that.

The other protest that has the pos-
sibility of catching people’s imagin-
ation is the march from Liverpool to
London from 1 May to 29 May. The
organisers — the NW TUC, with the
assistance of the Midland and SE
TUCs are calling for 29 May, when the
marchers reach London, to be a day of
action, including they say, strike action.
All this 15 a major shiff by official
bodies,

For five years the Right to Work
Campaign was practically the only
body organising seriously against un-
employment. Now these much larper
bodies are getting involved. and that is
more than welcome., For us there can
be no question of making a virtue of the
fact that we were on our own doing
that activity ail those vears. It was a
retlection of how bad the state of the
rest of the movement was. Under a
Labour government, official bodies
were reluctant to get involved in this
kind of work because of the TUC’s
links with the government.

Now, with the Tories, they're much
more willing to get involved. We have to
welcome that with open arms. [t pro-
vides the possibility of generating un-
employed activity that is part of the
trade union movement, on a much
bigger scale than we are capable by
ourselves.

One of the weaknesses of the march
asconcelved by the NW TUC is that they
are calling it 2 ‘People’s March® whereas
originally they were calling it an un-

employed crusade. [ fear this might
indicate a change in style, to a march
with people just coming in for a few
days, rather than a solid unemployed
march that seeks support from the
employed. They are also saving that
marchers have to bhe officially spon-
sored by trade union bodies, we are not
agaimst that, But there is the danger that
the vast majority of the unemploved —
particularly youngsters — don’t know
how to go about getling sponsorships.
50 we'll say to the Right to Work trade
union bodies, i’s our duty to make
sure that the unemployed, especially
school leavers, aren’t squeezed out of
this initiative.

We’ve got to take the opportunity in
each area of the march to gel as broad-
based as possible a grouping working
together to organise a good reception
for the marchers he NW TUC correctly
conceive of the reception in each town
the march goes through as being a local
demaonstration. Every single workplace
in such a town has got lo be visited,
asking them to come out to join the
demonstration for a couple of hours,
backing a rally in the evening and so on,

You can use the inspiration of Lhe
unemployed march ds a lever to get
things moving among the emploved
everywhere the march goes.

The third thing we will be calling on
our people for is finance, We know from
our own gxperience thal you cannot
organise any sort of unemploved
initiative without raising considerable
sums of money. And that money has
got to come out of the trade union
movement. Politically it is very import-
ant that 15 where the money comes
from

The orgamisers want the march 1o
culminate in a day of action, including
strike action. One of the problems wilh
14 May last year, which was called by
the TUC and then thrown back to the
rank and file, is that the momentum
you need to get a one day stoppage off
the ground is not that easy to maintain.,
It will be up to Right to Work activisis
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to do the detailed work in localities that
alone can offer any possibility of success
for the call for strike action.

John went on from talking about the
problems of building around the march
to the more long term problem of
organising the unemplovyed,

Precisely because there is a bit of a
movement inside the trade unions, the
question of organising the unemploved
is no ionger something that can just be
shelved. We have got a little campaign of
resolutions, directed at this yvear’s TUC,
calling for a national unemployed wor-
kers’ union. It’s meeting with some
resonance., People are quite in agree-
ment with what we are pushing for,
saying that the TUC has got to take the
responsihility for organising a national
unemployed workers’ union.

There needs to be a meaningfui
debate in the whole of the labour move-
ment about what we mean by organising
the unemployed.

There are two strands of argument at
present. There is the strand we represent,
which says we want an organisation of
the unemployed that is allied to the
employed trade union movement as part
of the struggle for jobs and against the
Tory government,

The other emphasis is a sort of social
waorking attitude, setting up local drop-
m centres, where (he unemploved can
£0 during the day, get cheap coffee and
facilities. We shouldn’t sneer at that
approach. The people involved are
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rulte sincere. And we are certainly not
against unemployed centres, But there is
a danger that the style of organising
develops where vou keep the unem-
ployed out on the fringes of the move-
ment, keeping them in their unemployed
centre with a professional full time social
worker in charge. To all intents and
purposes vou end up no different to the
plethora of advice centres and youth
clubs that alrcady exist.

What the Right to Work Campaign
has got to say is that of course there is
a lot of claimants’” work, with individual
rights casecs, that has to be taken up
among the unemployed. But it has to he
part of building an unemployed workers
unieon that is seen as a national operation
not just a local easing of conscience by
sections of the trade union movement

But if that is the perspective what role
has the Right to Work Campaign got to
play now? John explained.

' In the ideal world there would be a
national, official TUC organisation of
the unemployed and the role of the
Right to Work Campaign would be as
the militant grouping within that
union., [ don’t think we should dream
about us independently trying to build
an unemployed workers organisation,
Quite crudely, we haven’t got the re-
sources 1o do it. So we have got to see
the Right to Work Campalgn as an
attempt to group together those un-
employed and those emploved trade
unionists who see the solution to un-
employment in a militant industrial
struggle against the Tones, That is the
key point of differentiation. There
will be a lot of pecople interested in
organising the unemploved, but who
won't necessarily recognise even Lhat
you need strike action to bring down
the Tories.

We want those people to bhe in-
volved. T would hike to work alongside
someone who believes the way vou are
going to get rid of the Tories is just by
waiting until the next general election
and vou automaticaily get a Labour
government. We have to struggle
diongside such people, while arguing
that at the end of the day the only way
to guarantee getting rid of the Tories is
through industrial action. 'The Right to
Work Campaign will be necessary as
jong as that debate goes on within the
maovement,

One possible shift in the last couple of
months have been signs of slightly
greater resistance to redundancies and
closures among employed workers.

The vast majority of emploved trade
unionists are still intimidated by tmass
unemployment, The sirupggle against the
cuts. redundancies and closures 15 still
very hard. But, nevertheless., since
Crardners and the mass demonstration
in Liverpool there have heen numbers of
occupations here and there. There was
the successful ocoupalion 1in Nortwich at
Lawrencve Scotts. There's an occupation
14

going on at the moment at Plessey’s in
Swindon, mainly women workers. There's
the British Printing Corporation occu-
pation in London, there’s the Camden
Journal, very exciting with secondary
picketing. And then there have heen a
number of occupations of ships by the
seamen,

Now that does not make anvthing
like the movement of occupations and
the spirit of resistance to closures that
existed atter UCS in 1971-3. Neverthe-
less, it Is a step in the right direction.
One of the reasons why we have to keep
the Right to Work Campaign going is
that when it comes to these particular
struggies, we are the only ones around
who have anything to say in terms of
heilp and advice. We can link the question
of the unemploved to that of the
employed in a concrete way., The fact
that unemployed np and down the
country raised money for Gardners was
more than a money-raising operation —
it was also propaganda. Every time vou
raised money you also raised the ques-
tion, *Is it possible to have a go in this
area?’

Finally, John talked about another
phenomenon in a number of unions —
the growth of new Broad Lefts, often

.in reaction to the general drift of

union leaderships to the right,
Traditionally, whenever socialists have
talked about how they relate to Broad
Letts, they -have thought in terms of
the model of what happened in the
AUEW in the 1960s — the rise of
Scanlon and the Broad Lett that was
ouilt around him.

But there are significant differences
with the new Broad Lefts that are
heing bulll now. The engineering
Broad Left was bwilt at a time of nsing
militancy, of a large number of sirikes
predominantly in engineering,

The difference with the new Broad
Lefts in the Communications Union
(the old UPW) and the Post Office
Engineering Union 18 that the main
organising force behind them is nol the
Communist Party. 1t 15 the left of the
Labour Party. That does make some
difference. 1t means there is even less of
an industrial orientaiion than with the
(P was len vears ago. A number of key
activists in the AUEW Broad Left,
although clectorally oriented, were very
good wage militants, did lead unotfical
strikes and so on. But many of the kKey
figures in these new Broad Lefts have
never led an unofficial action, and con-
ceive of the Broad Left anly in lerms of
forming electoral hlocs against the right
WINng.

They are also very much concerned
with trying to intervene in the present
arguments inside ithe Lahour Party, How
the unions vote within the Labour Party
now hecomes a central part of their
platform.

What is confusing for our own suppor-
ters is that these new Broad Lefts are
often being built in umons where there

was no Broad Left before. So 1t was pos-
sible to build small rank-and-file groups
or caucuses in them, around the notion
of what a rank and file movement
should be like, without running into any
competition from any alternative strate-
oy 0f the Broad Left sort. Now these
new Broad Lefts have been formed,
pulling into them all sorts of new people
who arc prepared to go in and work
with anvone againsl the right wing. The
danger is that if we don’t relate to them

properly, they will not come across any

other ideas than those of 2 purely
electoral opposition Lo the right.

Tactically, we have to give a lot of
thought to what we are doing. For we
are in favour of as much united front
activity as possible against the govern-
ment and the employers. But we have to
he very specific about what we mean by
united front activity.

For instance can we get in the
POEU more people who are prepared to
campaign round us over the question of
the shorter working week and new
technology? Or is it a question in the
CPSA of the attitude to the present pay

claim? Or 1in the National Union of Sea-
men the attitude to the Broad Left's
Seamen’s CUharrer and to the lack of
canlral aver offigials?

You have Lo seek that united front
activity all the time. But in seeking that
united front activity we cannot keep
quiet about our different approach, We
do not believe that the Broad Left
strategy is the answer to the right wing
in the unions.

[t doesn’t matter if it is the CPSA or
the National Union of Seamen or what-
gver it 18, things will end up exactly the
same as in the AUEW if you group a
whole number of people around who
are correctly motivated against the right
wing around a purely electoral strategy
inside fhe union. Eventually vou’ll get
beaten, and beaten at your own game,
because the right will always be better
than you at electoral manoeuvres inside
the machine. And worse than that, you
neglect the job that has to be done at a
rank-and-file level,

Where we don’t have forces of any
significance, then we have no choice but
to work within what Broad Left there is
as 4 ¢ritical voice, But the moment you
start diluting political criticism of Broad
Left strategies, far from influencing
them, they can start influencing you.
Precisely when the level of strugpgle is
low it is easy to get sucked into electoral
activity.

In a sense we have got to restate
what we have always stood for as a
rank and file movement.

Pcople instde the unions are saying,
‘What has gone wrong?” We have to say
what has gone wrong i1s precisely this
Broad Left strategy, ten to 15 years of
leading big campaigns behind Jones and
Scanion and other apparently left
figures, not worrying what 15 on the
ground in terms ol organisatton.

'
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Victimisation diary

On November 21st Longbridge erupted. Two
weeks later, 11 men were sacked for their role
in the demonstration that Friday. The follow-
ing article by Sheila McGregor is an attempt
to explain the eruption, why BL management
used it to further hreak union erganisation,
and why it seems vet another round has been
lost to Edwardes at a time when a degree of
confidence was re-emerging on the shop floor.

In the CAB I area, the centre of the erup-
tion, matters had been building up for
weeks. The new Metro lines had been man-
ned up with workers from the old Mini lines
as weltl as with new labour, The stewards and
the men from the old Mini lines were used to
module svstems for lay offs, overtime rotas
and vanious other practices. {A module sys-
tem means the shop stewards controlthe lay
oft on a fair basis for the work force instead
ol management having the prerogative to
bring in their “blue eyed boys’).

Un the new Metro lines, management
made 1t very clear from the autset that all the
old agreements were null and void, having
been superceded by the 92 page document
they had pushed through. There were a
whole number of problems in the new shap
including inadequate tca facilities which
meant a4 worker’s 1ea break was over by the
time he or she had got a cup of tea: no
personal lockers, problems with the indus-
trial engineers, rest areas and the like; as well
as the guestions of lay offs and overtime
working. The stewards asked repeatedly for
meetings with the local industrial relations
men, Clive Barltey and Bernard Monaghan,
to resolve these matters. They were consis-
tently refused. -

Management were told by the stewards
that it @ meeting was not set up to discuss the
question of lay offs and overtime, then there
would be an cxplosion. Meanwhile, a dis-
pute was raging in the seat build area over
manning levels,

At the heart of the 92 page document is
the question of mutuality on manning levels.
Each time there were insufficient seats for
the Metro, the workers in the CAB finishing
area were laid off without warning and with-
out pay, at any time ot day and night and
without regard to how workers would get
home at 11.30pm.

Two areas were in practice presenting a
chalienge to the implementation of the 92
page document, just as the work Torce was
regaiming some confidence in their job
security. Had management given way at this
point, 1t would have been a green light to
militants throughout the plant to *have a go’
and claw back concessions lorced over the

past six months. L
Initially, management clearly hoped the

continual laying off of the CAB areas over
the seat build question would lead workers
(o put pressure on the Works Commitiee
and the scat build area to accept either out-
sourcing of the work or management’s man-
ning levels. The reverse happened. The men
in the finishing areas knew that 3-600%)
Meltros were lying around the plant needing
rectification, Thal was their work., They
were also totally choked oft with numerous
other things and in fact blamed manage-
ment fairly and squarely. Their demonstra-
tion failed to turn inte an anti-union riot.
[ostead 1t went wild against management.
Potennaliy it was very dangerous, because it
could have led to a real fight over the 92
pages, wiuch management might have lost.

This was not to be. Days later. the Works
Committee secured a return o work with-
out having resolved the problems in the
CAB areas, and the anger was dissipated.
This lett the door open to management to go
for the shop stewards in the CAB area and
break the union properly,

Fortunately the night shiit in the CAB
fimishing area had anticipated this and pas-
sed a resolution of support for anyone who
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was vicumised. Two weeks later, on Friday
December 5th twelve men were taken 10 a
disciplinary hearing and sacked for causing
the riot, leadingthe riotand causing damage
to the factory,

The following Monday the night shift in
CAB 1 walked out on strike. In the mean-
time. the Works Committee got a date for an
appeal two weeks later to allow time for the
unions to amass their evidence in support of
the men. On the strength of the appeal the
night shift were pers a.'ed to return to
work.

On December 19th, the appeal started and
the results were known on December 22nd.
Ten men were still sacked. The night shift
{which had been un dave two weeks pre-
viously) walked sut on sie funexpectedly
as 1t was cor dered to be the weaker shift)
followed by -he dasy -Lilt the foliowing day.

On December 23rd the TGW1LJ regional
commuittee met. Lveryone cxpected the
strike to be made oflicial. They were within
quarter of an hour of doing so, when ACAS
phoned and offered to intercede. Its involve-
ment came to nought and on December 24th
tie strike was tinally made official, after the
Christmas break had started.

Over the Christmas period, several things
happened. The TGWU demanded a totally
independent enquiry into the sackings. The
AUEW said it would not support a strike
and would instruct its members to go to
work. Duffy proposed a joint manage-
ment/union enquiry team be set up with an
independent chairman. Fdwardes announ-
ced that if the strikers did not return to work
on January 5th, they would be considered to
have sacked themselves, and fresh labour
would be recruited from the dole queues.
Dutfy said his members would not condone
that kind of scabbing and pleaded for an
enquiry, The TGWU said nothing about the
sackings, scabbing and whatever. A mass
meeting of the strikers was set for January
4th. Edwardes made it known that he could
not possibly apply to the government for the
millions of pounds required to keep BL

golng.

January 4th, the TGWU decided it would
recommend nothing to the members about
the strike, but would accept an independent
chairman from ACAS to a union/manage-
ment engquiry. At 10am a Joint Shop Ste-
wards committee took place at which the
TGWU announced this position and, the
AUEW made clear they would notsupport a
continuation of the strike. The platform
relused to allow any discussion or resolu-
1ions o be taken.

At 10.30am the mass meecting of the stri-
kers took place, They voted to suspend the
strike pending the oulcome of the latest
farm of enguiry,

January Sth. Resumption of work and
start of enquiry. The terms of the enquiry
15
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were Lo estahtish whether there was any
‘reasonable doubt in relation to the charges
against the eight sacked men. (Two decided
not to po through with this lot but o accept
the sack).

Three weeks passed. Witnesses reported
that the worst person in the erguiry team
wias Doug Fairburn trom the TGWU.
*“Whose side 15 he on? they demanded to
Know,

Friday January 30th, The enquiry leam
issied a joint stement signed by both the
TGWU and AUEW which stated thatin the
case of one worker, an EEPTU member,
there was ‘reasonable doubt’, in the case of a
second AUEW member, there was 'no
reasonable doubt’ but his misdemeanours
did not amount (o gross mdustrial miscon-
duct in the view of the veens, Management
then announced thal the FEPTL member
would be remstated. the ALUEW member
would be suspended tor 10 days without pay
and then reinstated. and the TOWTU mem-
bers would all remain sacked.

Monday  February 2nd. Management
reproduced the joint statement signed by
hoth the TGWU and the AUEW for the
shop Noor and stated that the matter was
guite clear alter such an ‘independent
enquiry’ which has been accepted by both
unions, Privately itemergedthat the AVEW
representative turned green when manage-
ment anncunced their decision, since both
the TGW Uand AVEW had anncipated that
management would be more lenient in their
treatment o the six

Tuesday February 3rd. The joint shop sie-
wards committee overturned the Works
Commitiee recommendation to go back to
the CABarea forindustrial action and voted
to go 1o o mass mecting ol the entire plant
for industrial action. Roth the TV and radio
reported that the Joint shop stewards voted
against industrial action?

Friday, Fehruary 6th. Muss mecting in the
park. Vote agains action. There seems to be
generalised support for the men, despite eve-
rything. but not the mood for an all ou
fght.

There are several points at which the vicu-
misations could have been stopped. Firstly,
they could have been prevented il the ongl-
nitl cruption over tay olly had been deve-
loped into u proper fight over the 92 pages.,
against Bdwardes and Thatcher. That was
the point at which confidence was strong.
and teelings were runming high. The facr that
this wias not at teast attempted allowed
management (o go for Victimisations.

The second point at which the fight
showld have taken place was on December
22nd, when the appeal laded and the two
shilts wialked out on strike. At that point,
any kind ot enguiry should have been ruled
UL s means ol gaining reinstatement

The Tact that the TGWLL vacillated and
thent aceepted an eoguiry without recom-
metideng o fight over the question of the
16

threat to sack the strikers and orgamise scab-
bing won the day for management. There
was no alternative leadership in the plant
which was both capable of organising an

all-out strike of the membership regardless
of what the AUEW and TGWU did at nabo-
nal level and generalising such astrikeinto a
fight against Edwardes and Thaltcher.

Civil Service set-back

The left received a set-back at the special
conference on pay at the end of January ot
the largest civil service umon, the UF5A
which represents 1235000 clerical grades.
And much of the responsitility for the set-
back lies with the Broad Left (wihich was
displaced from its dominating posiuon on
the union executive by the right wing last
YEAr).

The conference was held against the back-
pround of the government’s suspension of
the National Pay Agreement, its vetusal to
release the findings of the Pay Rescarch Unit
and its restriction of INCreases (o sIX percent.

The lett has waged a consistent battle n
the union to get rid of the National Pay
Agrecment since 1ts inception. The agree-
ment is based upon comparability with oul-
side workers. Tt can never be more than a
catching up exercise and the workers we are
compared with olten have little or no mndus-
trial muscle. This system cnsures there 15 no
membership involvement in pay negotia-
tions and gives us no opportunity 1o decide
on our own pay claims. What s more, suc-
cessive rounds of pay restraimt have meant
that in reality the agrecement has only been
operated once in the last seven yoars.

At the annual confcrence last year the
Militans tendency within the Broad Left
opposed arguments for immediately voung,
out pay research and mstead put up a suc-
cesstful motion calling for a massive cam-
paign among the membership culminating
i1 u special one day conterence to consider
alternatives to it. In the cvent such a cam-
paign never malerialised. The right wing
dominated National Exccutive Commuittee
released a document supporting the Pay
Research Unit system, claiming there s no
reatistic alternative,

The Broad Lett and to an extent Kedder
Tupe, the tank and tile group in the unton,
were over-confident about our ability 1o
deleat pay research. The right wing were
clearly able to convinee people that 1l the
government is suppressing the results ot pay
rescarch, the system must be worth fighung
for. The right know thataf it were scrapped,
the CPSA would be in a position to pul
forward pay claims that could offer a lead to
other unions—an  altopether  frightening
prospect. The motion to withdraw trom the
Nationa! Pay Agrecement was lost by [ess
than 5000 voues.

The union president, the arch-right
winger Kate Losinska, used her position 1n
the chair 1o ensure that the most militant
motions were not heard. In this she was
aided by the Broad-Lelt dominated stand-
ing orders comimittes.
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In the section of the conterence on this
vear's pay claim, they made sure that the
lowest claims were heard first. The claim
moved jointly by Redider Tape supporters
and the better etements in the Broad Lefi—
for 20 per cent with a £20 minimum rise—
was down to be discussed last. A reterence
back was moved, but Losinska chose to
interpret a very close vote as a deleat tor i

The Broad Left’s own claim ot 15 per cent
with g minimum ol £ 1{—tirst onthe agenda
and less than that recommended by the Civil
Service Exccutive Committee of the umon—
was carried. The Broad 1elt also supported
that ¢xecutive’s motion calling for ‘consul-
tative exercises (0 test the membership™s wil-
lingness to take action’, rather than pressing
directly Tor all out action.

One thing that emerged from the conte-
rence was the total capitulation ot the Broad
1eit to the controlling burcaucracy of full-
time olticials. The influence the Broad Lett
has, which was greatly exaggerated by the
bloc vote system that operated until lasl
vear, is clearly on the wane. Discouraged by
the surrender of powerful groups of workers
such ax the miners, they have not had the
confidence to argue lor militant action
among Lthe membership.

The SCPS, the union that represents man-
aperial and execunive grades, held s special
conference the day before the CPSAL and
agreed to a claim of 19 per cent and concer-
ted selective strike uction. But the activistsin
the union could face a problem when i
comes to generating activity trom the ordi-
nary members, And we could find ourscives
in the ludicrous position of CPSA members
being instructed to cross SCPS picket hines
in order to attend branch consultation
meetings!

The umion for tax olticers, the [nland
Revenue Staff Federation are tor the first
time in their history preparing for wide-
spread strike action. with the proposed clo-
sure of revenue collecting computer cenires,

The government do not have a great deal
of room tor manocuvre, They have ruled out
any question ol a staped increase. [t the-
refore seems hikely that they wiall attemprt to

use the loss of jebs and the introduction ot

new technology to back up a pay scttiement
of more than six per cent. Judging by the
record ot the CPSA National Executive
Committee, there is a real danger that this
would be accepted.

However depressing the picture mav be,
there will be a large minority prepared to
fipht. In the absence of any leadership trom
above, we must immediately begin 1o build

action outselves. This means that Redder
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Tape, working closely with the Broad [eft
wherever possible, must set up locat strike
comm ttees o coordinate action around the
country. We must make sure that vne-day
stoppages are backed up by mass demon-
strations. and that there are coaches and
mint buses take people (o picket lines in
other localities. The kev to winning the cam-
patgn 15 the maximum involvement ol the
membership,

sally Bild and Caroline Conway

Fight for the
right to write

Ina year when 1it's reckoned that 15 percent
of jobs have disappeared in publishing,
when the spectacular failure of the journal-
sts and printing uniens to do anvihing
about the closure ot the London Eveaing
Newy sent sighs of despair through the ranks
of all union activists, and when the union
pussyvtooling over the hard-nosed tactes of
Lord Thomsaon at The Himes has led only (0
s new owner., Rupert “Porno’ Murdoch
baving tor more blood o {tow iTtom the
athices and machine rooms ol Gray’s Inn
Road, two fights agarmst redundancy in the
printing industry stand out like becacons ona
bleak landscape.

These are the stands that members of the
Natonal Union ot Journalists have taken
aganst the closure of the Camden fournafin
North London, and against redundancy 1n
the giant book publishing multinatenal,
BPC. just a few streets away trom the City of
London.

Both managemenis have tuken their cue
trom the tough nunded tacucs ol other
emplovers In the printng mdustry, n engi-
neerings and in steel, They're (rving e get
away with as much as they can while testing
the strength of the union orgamsations, but
both have miscalculared. BPC bared s
teeth in November by announcing its inten-
tion to make a number of umoen members”
jobs redundant in s Macdonald Tutura
book publishing oftices {the non-union
members were Teft wlone, as they were in a
previous  round ol redundancies o lew
months earlier) and farmmg the workioad
Ut to freelancers. The union responded by
organisimg s 63 members i the dilferent

London chapels and occupying one suite of

otfices, using this ax the sinke HQ from
which pickets are sent out daily to other
otfices around the oy, All 65 were sacked
on ¥ December and since then six manage-
ment “deadhines” have come and pone and
the ooccupation iy as sITONE 05 eyver.

The Camden Jowrnal owners, Midluands-
based Heart of Tngland Newspapers. used
stmilar dirty tricks by telling the journalists
on the day of therr Christmas party that the
paper was to close and nine umon mnembers
were to go down theroad. Like BPC they are
out to smash the chapel. the best organised

and most militant in the group. The owners

sy that the paper s losing monev, which is
true, but the chapel points out that the loss is
minute and the group could stand 1t if they
wiunled Lo keep the paper going, All local
newspapers are sutfering tfrom a drop in
advertsing revenue and the Camden Journal
has been debiberately deprived ol advertis-
ing and circulation to squeeze out the staff.

Basically the owners don't like the line of
the paper and they don't like the way it is
organised. The paper is popular, [t has sup-
ported local disputes and campaigned
against the cuts and rent and rate increases.
It has advised 1ty readers to vote Labour, In
short 1t is a rare piece of local journalism,
and  opposed o everything its  owners
cherish.

Editor Lric Gordon and deputy editor
Howard Hannah are well know left wingers
and NUJ activists., They are both on the
redundancy list, Deputy Father of the
Chupel (shop steward), Paul Todd, who
works halt time on the Camden Journal and
halt 11me on another of the group’s publica-
tians. the Hornser Journal, is on the redun-
dancy hist. All ol the other six for the chop
are getive umion members,

The group chapel in London was one of
the tew which, during the 1979 Newspaper
Society strike, managed to stop printing.

The 24 NUJT members who came out in
support of the nine sacked journalists have
all now been given their notices, The two
other London papers in the group, Hornsey
Jonrnal and Lslingion Gazette, are being pro-
duced by editors, a lew NUJ scabs and six
members of the ‘ant’ union, the Institute of
Journalists,

Both disputes have been plagued, as
usual. by umon otficials who allow their
biackbones toturn to jetly acthe tirst signs of
action. NUJ General Secretary Ken Ashton
wrote to the print umons vofved in the
BPC dispute asking for blacking onlty ten
weeks after the sackings took place. He
allowed himsell to be pulled into secret
negotuitions with the management over the
head of the chapel ofiicials, and at a subse-
quent meeting between the BPC chapel and

the emiplover demanded that he be the chiel

negotiator. The chapel hold him o get on
hus bike!

In the Camden Journal dispute printers at
Nunvaton have kept crossing the picket
iines, which they retused o cross in 1979,
because the Nutional Graphical Association
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has issued them with no instructions. In the
last week of Januvary, however, fourteen out
ol the sixty printers refused to scab, even
without unien instructions. The other print
ution, SOGAT, blacked the papers tor two
days and the two scab titles were stopped.
but on the same day as the TUC Printing
Industry Committee declared that they
would rather go tojail than operate the Tory
Employment Act., the Newspaper Society
threatened SOGAT with @ writ against the
blacking and General Secretary Bill Keves
called 1t all oft.

But what s also common to both disputes
15 the high level of rank and file activity and
support. BPC members have been touring
other London chapels drumming up finan-
cial support and organised a 200 strong
picket tfrom the magazine branch of the
unien outsice the BPC head office one Fri-
day alternoon.

In Camden a Save the Journal strike paper
ts being produced every week. Thousands of
copies are sold on the streets, in the pubs and
by local newsagents. The tocal NALGO
branch takes 34} a week and NUPE takes
several hundred. But the paper avouds the
trap that other ‘alternative® papers, like the
Nutringham News, have lallen into, It is a
paper about the struggle. A local huilding
workers' strike is to the fore in every issue.
The rates and rent increases lead the lront
pages. It 1s a paper that the people of Cam-
den can relate to during the strike, and it is a
paper that organises support.

The paper and the strike are run by edito-
rial and defence committees ol local trade
unionists, Pickets are organised cach week
on the press davs of the other two scab
papers. Fach Thursday a coach s run to the
printworks in Nuncaton and the support
from the Midlands Right to Work Cam-
paign and local trades councils and union
branches 15 well advertised in the pages of
the strike paper.

London local newspaper journalists
struck for a hall day on Friday 23 January
and again for a day on Thursday 29 Janu-
ary. The one-day strikes are to go on until
the jobs are saved and the paper is re-
apened. BPC and the Camreen Journud now
both have mntensive campaigns underway to
have supplies and products blacked. The
mood has changed since the closure of the
Lvening Newy,

Murray Armstrong
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RADIATION AND HEALTH

Will our genes be fit for our

grandchildren to wear

The human effects of low dose atomic radiation

Fig 1

DNA—the core of the chromosome

Molecular changes in the struct-
ureof A, T,C, or Gecanchange the
information on the genetic code,
and thereby affect the functioning

of the cell
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As concern about nuclear war escalates,
it is easy to overlook the current health
dangers of the nuclear industry. The
insidious effects of low dose atomic
radiation seem minor when compared
ta the swift devastation of nuclear war,
But low dose radiation is a genetic time
bomb that threatens to destroy all
human life as surely as giobal nuclear
war. [n the past 20 years alone, the
number of children born with defects
has more than doubled around the
world.

While scientists have been studying
this problem since the 1940s, most
pcople have been kept ignorant of the
growing danger. What has been learned
about the harmful effects of low dose
radjation is largely buried in scientific
journals that are difficult for the ordinary
person to read and understand.

But the survival of our species is
much too important to be left o experts
wha serve only the needs of capital
accumulation, It is essential workers
learn about the dangers of low dose
radiation, learn what is at stake, learn
what will be required to ensure a
future for ourselves and our children’s
children.

Atomic radiation is bursts of energy
(in the form of particles or waves) that
are spontanecusly released from un-
stable high energy atoms, For example,
the high energy atom Uranium 235
spontancously releases or radiates its
energy until it has reached its stable,
non-radioactive form, an atom of lead.

Low dose atomic radiation cannot be
seen, smelled, tasted or felt. 1t can only
be detected by things like geiger coun-
ters and radiation badges which measure
the bursts of encrgy coming from the
radicactive material,

If you speed up the release of atomic
encrgy in a4 nuclear reactor, you can
generate enouph heat to boil water to
produce sieam to turn electnic gener-
ators. If yvou speed it up even faster, you
can create the blinding {lash and tremen-
dous healt and destruction of an atomic
bhomth explosion.

Many radicactive atoms like Uranium
235, Potassium 40 and Iodine 131 are
naturally found on carth. These materials
contribute about halt of the natural
hackground radiation that we all have to
live with. The other half comes from
gpace and s called cosmic radiation.
These two kinds of radiation have been
present on earth since before human
life hegan.

Medical and dental X-rays provide
as much radiation again as backgreund
radiation. Nuclear fallout that occurred
prior to 1968 has also contributed as
much radiation as background radiation.

So if we combine medical and dental X-

rays plus nuclear fallout since 1968, we.
are all getting twice the natural back-
ground radiation that our pre-atomic
ancestors had (o live with, That is
befare we even begin to discuss radi-
ation from the nuclear industry, inchud-
ing boink explosions since 1968.

Cells and genes

In order to understand what all this
radiaiion is doing to our health, we need
to look at how radiation affects our bofly
cells,

Cells are the basic unit of humrn
life. Every one of us began our lives’is
a single cell, a fertilized egg. Within the
nucleus of that cell was a tiny package
of information that ensured we would
develop as human beings and not as
kittens or fish or plants. That package
of information is our genetic material
and it consists of 46 chromosomes, 23
inherited from our mothers and the
other 23 inherited from our fathers,

At the core of each chromosome is
a long molecule called DNA. Each DNA
molecule is composed of thousands of
tiny information units called genes. Our
genes determine our sex, the colour of
our skin, hair and eyes and many other
physical characteristics.

As we developed in our mother’s
womb, our genetic material duplicated
with every division of our body cells. As
a result, almost every cell in our bodies
carries an exact duplicate of the originail
information package we inherited from
our parents. The marvel of cloning is
possible only because the basic infor-
mation for the entire organism exists tn
almost every cell.

While all the genetic material is
present in each cell, less than ten ger

_cent of it is active at any one time. The

active genes direct the day-to-day repair
and replacement of sick or dead ce{ls.
They alse direct the production of all
the substances that carry out the func-
tion of the cells. For example, under the
direction of the genes, our white blood
cells produce antibodies to fight off
PETITIS,

Genes also control whether or not a
cell will divide and reproduce itself, how
often it will divide and when it will stop
dividing. For example, blood, skin and
gut cells are constantly replacing them-
selves while muscle cells reproduce very
slowly and nerve cells hardly divide at
all.

But if vou take any celi, putitin a
laboratory dish with a nutrient solution
and keep this solution fresh, the cell will
continue to divide and reproduce. If
you do not refresh the solution, cell
division stops. This experiment indicates
that the cell is manufacturing and ex-
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creting its own contrelling substances.

The major difference between normal
cells and cancer cells is that cancer cells
do not regulate their own growth. In a
cancer cell {which could be any cell in
the hady), the genes controlling growth
and division have been impaired. One
cancer cell can grow and proliferate to
compete with normal cells for food and
space, causing chaos in the entire body.

Our genetic material 15 amazingly
complex and extremely important. All
of the life-sustaining processes that occur
within our cells are controlled directly
or indirectly by the genes. While there
are many toxic substances that can
damage our genes, low dose radiation 15
one of the most effective. To understand
how radiation does this we need to look
more closely at the structure of DNA
and the genes,

DNA is a long, doublestranded
molecule that winds around itself like a
winding staircase (see figure 1} The
‘backbone’ of each strand of the DNA s
composed of sugar and phosphate maole-
cules. The two strands are held together
by tha hydrogen bonds of two matched
pairs of molecules, A-T and GG-C arranged
in different sequences. The genetic code
is formed by the specific arrangement ot
the paired molecules along the DNA.

Each set of three molecules {a triplet)
along the DNA forms a code ‘word’
that controls the production of one
unit of a protein or a start or stop signal.
Some diseases like haemophilia and
sickle cell anaemia are caused by just one
change in one triplet of the gene code
that has resulted 1in a defective protein.
The average gene consists of about five
hundred of these triplets and Lhere are
thousands of genes on each molecule of
DNA.

Radiation and cancer

Previously, I described radiation as bursts
of energy in the form of particles or
waves, These bursts of energy can cause
parts of molecules Lo fly apart. Because
water makes up eighty per cenl of all
living material, a burst of radioactive
energy is most likely to hit water mole-
cules {H20) in the cell, splitting them
into particles.

Water particles can recombine with
each other to form, among other things,
the acid hydrogen peroxide (H202}
which is highly toxic to eells. The par-
ticles can alse altempt to combine with
parts of the DNA. When this happens, 1t
can result in a break or a change in the
structure of the DNA.

Ax the dose ot radiabion increases,
the number of breiks in the DNA also
increases, And no malier how low the
dose of radiation is, you can still detect
breaks in the DNA. That means there is
no safe dose of radiation, Even the
tiniest dose will cause some damage.

DNA is mosl sensitive to radiation
damage when the cell is dividing (see
figure 1). Tn order to duplicate itself.

the double strand of DN A must unravel,
This process exposes the weak hydrogen
bonds that hold the two strands together,
as well as other vulnerable parts of the
gene code {figure 2 shows one chromo-
some going through normal cell division
and what c¢an happen when there are
breaks in the DNA).

The more often a cell divides, the
more sensitive it is to radiation damage.
Cancer of the white blood cells, leuke-
mia, is one of the most common cancers
hecause white blood cells divide fre-
guently. Likewise, children are more
sensitive to radiation damage than
adults because they are still growing,

In the United States, Dr Alice Stewart
studied 750,00G children whose mothers
had received medical X-rays while they
were pregnant. She found these children
were twice aslikely to die from leukemia
and other cancers in Lhe first ten years
of life compared with children whose
mothers didn’t get X-rays. The average
dose of radiation was two rems.”

From this study and studies of other
victims of radiation (including the
victims of the atom bombs dropped on
the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki in 1945), scientists have calcu-
lated the increase in cancers for each
additional rem of radiation.

For adults, each additional rem
results in a two per cent lpcrease in
cancer in the population and a two per
cent increased probability of each
person  getting cancer, For children,
each additional remn results 1n a ten to
iwenty per cent incrcase in cancer, For
the foetus older than thirteen weeks,
cach rem increases the

number of

cancers by one third. And for the foefus
tess than thirteen weeks old, each rem
of radiation triples. the likelihcod of
getting cancer. The younger the child,
the greater the number of cells in divi-
sion and therefore, the greater the pos-
sible damage to the organism as a whole.

Low dose time bomb

But cancer is not the only effect of
radiation on a cell. Radiation can kill
the cell or damage it in such a way that
its normal lifespan is shortened.

Experiments with mice have shown
that their lifespan decreases as the
radiation received increases. And no
maltter how low the dose gets, you can
still measure a decrease in lifespan,

In 1965, a US study showed that the
median age at death for doctors working
with X-rays was five vears less than 1t
was for doctors who didn’t work with
X-rays. Low dose radiation causes
widespread injury that accelerates the
aging of cells and tissues according to
the dose received,

Radiation damage can also alter the
normal functions ot the cell so that it
doesn’t do what it should or it does
things that it shouldnt’t., Damaged genes
can cause white blood cells to produce
defective antibodies that can’t fight off
infection as well as they normally would.
[t can also result in cataracts, where the
clear cells of the lens of the eye become
cloudy as a result of improper infor-
mation being passed on by damaged
genes as the cells divide,

Where higher doses of radiation will

*A rem is the measure of the biological effect
of radiation. The dose in rems is the rediation
dose absorbed, multipfied by a factor, the
Relarive Biological Effecr {RBE) to eilow for

the different kinds of radigtion Le. radigtion
from pluronium is tem times more farmful
than X-ravs so if the RBE of X-rays is one,
the RBE of plutonium is ten,

 NORMAL CELL DIVISION
(one chromosome)
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Chromosome Chromosomes
duplicates peparaie, one Cell division
of cell complete
L Lost piece of information can't be

used by the cell if the piece rejoins
upside down that section of the gene
code may be scrambled.

Two lost pieces

Pieces rejoin crossways—cell may
be normal or it may be defective if
the gene code is scrambed at the
cross~ver point.

Part of the information is lost, the

two chromosomes have joined and

cannot divide one to each cell. Either

the chromosome will snap or the cell
will be unable to divide.
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kill a cell, lower doses can damage the
genes so that the damage is passed an
when the cell divides and reproduces.
[n this way, damage can be accumulated
until the cell can no longer survive. If
the cell 1s a sex cell {sperm or egg)
radiation damage is passed on to our
children and is accumulated from
generation to generation,

The death of sex cells resulis in

decreased fertility. The malfunction of
sex cells can result in miscarriage, still-
birth, deformities and debilities. While
deformities are fairly easy to detect,
dehilities may not be apparent. Radi-
ation damaged children may have a2
shorter lifespan, a decrease in fertility,

and increase in mental and physical

disease and a decrease in intelligence
and vitality.

Every increase in radiation increases
the amount of damage sustained by the
genes of the global population. There is
only one pool of human genes for us to
draw on. If these become too severely
damaged. the human species will no
longer be able to reproduce itself. It 1s
for this reason that low dose radiation is
a genetic time bomb.

[ mentioned earlier how the number
of children horn with detectable defects
has more than doubled in on¢ gener-
ation. In New York, an infertility clinic
recently noted a significant decline in
the quality of sperm samples taken
betwecen the early 1960s and 1970s.
Because it takes thirty to fifty gener-
ations for halt of zll mutations to show
up, we are just beginning to see what we
are in for. Even if no new radiation
damage occurs, the scale of the prob-
iem 15 already terntfying.

Criminal negligence

Never fear, our goverments have set
down Maximum Permissible Dose (MPB)
levels to hmit (nol prevent) radiation
damage.

For individuals, the MPD is 0.5 rem
per year. For atomic workers, the MPD
is 5 rem per vear. Atomic workers are
expected to tolerate ten times as much
radiation a8 other peaple every year.
This amount of radiation 1s known to
increase the probability of cancer by ten
per cent for each year of maximum
eXposure.

Acvcording to government documents,
this 1s OK hecause atomic workers get
special medical care. Unfortunately
special medical care has not prevenled
uranium miners  from  getting lung
cancer two to five times as often as
olher people. And there is, at present,
no  way ol reversing the damaging
effects of radiation.

matety  standards in the nuclear
industry are noioriously lax compared
to olther industries, During the investi-
gation into the sudden death {murder?)
af atomic worker and umion militant
Karen Silkwood, 1t was revealed that

Lhe average worker in the Kerr-McGee

nuclear plant in the US had worked
fourteen months before completing
the minimal health and safety course
required by law. And when workers
exceed their Maximum Permissible
Dose leve], they can be laid off,

Isn’t 1t comforting to know that we
arg being so well looked after?

While atomic workers bear the brunt
of radiation damage, the rest of us are
not far behind. The headlong dash to
accumulate weapons grade material
for atomic bombs has resulted in mas-
sive nuclear pollution of the land,
water and air. [his radioactive garbage
will be poisonous for a million years
and is slowly finding its way into our
drinking water, our food and our
bodies. Here are just a few examples of
what is happening around the world:

The Canadian nuclear recactor in
Pickering, Ontario, produces every year
gight thousand times as much radio-
active garbage as was released by the
Hiroshima bomhb. This reactor regularly
lezks radioactive matenal into Lake
Ontaric which serves as drninking water
tor millions of people.

The French atomic energy commis-
sion dumped forty thousand tons of
radioactive waste into just one spot in
the Atlantic Ocean off the coast of
France, Ocean dumping remains a cheap
way to dispose of nuclear wastes,

By the year 2000, the US zlone will
have accurnulated one bhillion cubic feet
of radioactive waste, enough to cover a
four lane highway, coast to coast, onc
foot deep. Since 1939, half a2 million
gallons of highly radicactive liquid
wastes have leaked from the largest
nuclear waste storage depot in the US
at Hanford, Washington and are seeping
into the ground water and finding their
way into the Columbia River system,

Since 1958, radinactive salt cakes at
the Hanford waste depot have been
eaten by mice and rabbits which in turn
have been eaten by coyotes, bobcats,
eagles, hawksana owls, [n 1972, ten year
old rabbit pellets found on the site
were st1ll highly radicactive,

The gross criminal negligence of those
in power is only matched by their con-
tempt for our growing concern over
nuclear peollution,

Alternatives

In 1958 the Waorld Health Organisation
published its findings on the Mental
Health Aspects of the Peaceful Uses of
Atomic Frergy. According to them, our
fears about nuclear pollution are unjusti-
fied and exaggerated. They attributed
our fears ahout contaminated food and
nuclear wastes to ‘childhood obsessions
with eating and defecating’. In con-
clusion, they recommended the raising
of a new generation *which has learned
to live on terms with ighorance and
uncertainty’,

To a large extent, we have learned to
live on those terms. We've learned to

live with the threat of nuclear war hang-
ing over cur heads. We see increasing
numbers of people getting cancer. We
live with the growing knowledge that
cour world is massively polluted and that
nothing is being done to stop or correct
this,

We are scared, but more importantly,
we are not in control of what is happen-
ing to our lives and to our world. If we
were it would be a different stofy
altogether.

it 18 possible to repair and replace
damaged genes. The basic science re-
guired to do this zlready exists. But
most cell research arocund the world is
funded by the military and directed
towards finding more effective ways to
damage and kill people.

[t is possible to clean our air, water
and land, to gather the poisonous wastes
and send them into the sun, There are
enough hands to do this, hands that are
forced to lie idle because capitalism
cannot find a way to employ them for
profit,

It 15 possible to end the international
competition of capital that requires a
nuclear industry to produce the bombs
that threaten the continued existence of
life on earth,

Turning these possibtlities into reali-
ties means we have to completely re-
direct human energy and resources, It
means smashing international capitalism
and steering an entirely new course into
the future based on international
wokers' power.

We cannot wait and hope that capital-
1sm will reform itself. The destruction
we are now facing is the logical and
inevitable result of a world organised
around the accumulation of profit and
military competition between states, We
are being ftorced into the position of
naving to take control of and rebuild
our world down to our verv own genes.

Fortunately, the anti-nuclear and
anti-war movements are growing, But
they must do more than oppose &g
nuclear reactor here or a missile there,
They must link up with all the diverse
struggles against capitalism and streng-
then the movernent for workers’ power.

Most importantly, our movement
must be rooted in the workplace where
workers have the collective power to
shut down capitalisim and lay the basis
for workers™ control. It is alse on the
job that workers can most effectively
oppose gny level of radiation exposure,
There is no sate dose!

Surely the right to survive isn't too
much to ask. Surely the workers of the
world couldn’t do a worse job of run-
ning things than the capitalists have.

There is no time to lose, Capitalism
can offer us only two choices, quick
death or slow death. But if we fight for
our lives, for international socialism, we
have a world and a future to win,

Susan Tyburn
International Socialists (Canada)
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The dead hand gang

‘1981 is a crucial vear for the movement
against nuclear weapons, It will be a year of
decision.”

Those are the words of Seniry, the maga-
zine of CND. We agree. But as the new
movement moves on trom its Hirst enor-
maously successtul year there are great dan-
gers of much of the potenuial being thrown
away. And a lot of the responsibility for that
Falls on the quite extraordinary behaviour of
the CND leadership.

Since the 26 October demonstration., the
movement has continued to spread out-
wards. Every week there are new well atten-
ded showings of Fhe War Game, meetings
and new CND groups set up. Individuat
applications to join CND are stll floodig
into the national office at several hundred a
week,

But where groups have been n existence
several months the picture 15 by no means
one of continuous growth. In some cases (£ 15
simply a case of a slight falling off in atten-
dance from the [lirst heady days. In other
cases a CND group was formed and then
virtually disappeared from sight. This has
been particularly so in colleges and i a lew
cascs we know ol a CND group that has
already had to be re-launched. Andin prob-
ably yet more areas the local CND group
has settled down with a stable attendance
and routinc but run by a comiortable chique
who are not very open to new [nitialives or,
indeed, newcomers.

At one leve! these arc mere teething troub-
les of a new and massive movement. And,
despite them, where bold initiatives have
been tricd they have pot very impressive
results. For example in January a demon-
stration through Newcastle mobiliscd
2.500—inciuding many young working class
people. And University of London CND
was able to maobilise 1,000 students at short
notice 1o march on the American embassy
an the evening of Reagan®s inauguration,

But at another level natural birth pains
are being greatly worsened by the CND lea-
dership. Their deadening influcnce takes at
least three lorms,

Firstly there ts the question of a national
mobilisation. After the success of 26 Octo-
ber the most automatic thing in the world
would have been 1o have an Easter march
from, say. Greenham Common or Alder-
maston culminating in a massive demon-
stration which could have mobilised double
the number of Gctober 26. It would have
drawn in many new activisls, increased
morale and forced the question of nuclear
disarmament {irmly into centre of national
politics,

The CNTD leadership however set them-
selves firmly against such a national moebili-
sation, with mutterings about ‘peaking the
movementl 100 s00n,

The result is that Easter CND activibies
will be an as vet nol completely finalised

patchwork. whose mobilising capacity even
in total will inevitably be weaker. These arc
some of the most prominent of them:

A trans-Pennine march trom Leeds to
Manchester.

A march trom Wolverhampton 1o Rugby
coupled with Easter Saturday demonstra-
tions 1in a number ol Midlands towns.

An Easter Monday lestval near Green-
ham Common coupled with Easter Satur-
day demonstrations in a number of nearby
lOWIS.

Five marches in London to Sub-Regional
Controls.

Marches in the South West and East
Anghia.

The only link belween these disparate
activities is the brainchild of Evropean
Nuclear Disarmatment (END)—sending 13
coachloads from the different regrons to an
Easter demonstration in Brusscls. While this
may appeal to some of the activists, its eftect
will simply be to take them away from the
tar larger numbers they have the opportan-
ity of drawing in over Easter,

Bureaucrscy rules OK?

The second damper the CND leadership
have put on the movement is their obsession
with baving every activity ncatly under the
control of CND. This is best evidenced by
the story of the extremely important Labour
Moavement Conference Against the Missiles
to be held in Manchester on 28 Maich.

This excellent iniiative came from Man-
chester Against the Missiles, and the UND
conterence in November mandated the
CND leadership to support 1t. Some of us
presenl at a sponsors’ meeting just before
Christmas were amazed to find the national
CND representatives insisting that they
have & out of the 10 places on the organising
committee and were even more amazed
when the initiators meekly accepted ths.
The result s that the leaflet produced for the
conference is a pacan of praise to Michael
Foot and the conference itsell will not have
workshops and will be dominated by speec-
hes from labour movement worthics. 28
March in Manchester will stall be anextrem-
ety important date, but it will be a far less
etfective conlerence than it could have been
without the bear hug from the CND
leadership.

1t is ditficult to escape the impression that
on the question of the labowr movement
conference the CND leadership have step-
ped in to control something they could not
stop but would really have liked not 1o hap-
pen. Four distinctly uninspiring paragraphs
in the latest Sanity {as comparcd with a

whole page on ‘the incognito Jesus') do not
indicate a great commitment to the project.

But probably the most damaging thing
the CND leadership are doing is the general
approach to bwilding the movement that
(hey are propagating—what they would call
the ‘broad” approach. It 15 a superttcially

‘attractive approach—don't squeeze anyone

oul, All [ronts are of equal importance, the
trade unions and the Churches ... and don’™
torget the Liberat Party!

The effect in pracuice is exactly the oppo-
site. As one member of @ London CND
group complained despairingly to me, *Our
next public meeting bas a plattorm consist-
ing ol two vicars and a quaker, and they
think that i1s broad!!"” In fact 1t s a guite
iHusou y scarch tor respectability which cuts
off the most lively potentual among youth
and the most powerful among trade
untonists,

It is a search for respectatnlity that 1s also
fostering some very dangerous political illu-
stons. Seniry, for example, teils us that
‘Michael Foot has reaffirmed his statement

that any future government he mmghit
form would be commutted to “‘unilateral™
nuclear disarmament.” No mention of his
appointing a ‘“defence’ spokesman who s
explicitly opposed to this.

The deadening hand of the CND lcader-
ship 15 not, however, an unstoppable force.
If socialists are Lhere challenging its conven-
fional wisdom they ger a rapid response.

A few critical remarks in a previous
Review, hroupht the following response
from Les Kay 1in Manchester.

‘If the SWP cxpects anyone int the cam-
paigns to take any notice of (s criticism
then it will first of all have toconvinceits
members to get their hands dicty buiiding
the campaign where 1t counts.”

He 1s absolutely right. It the.in reality, very
weak CND bureaucracy conlinues 1o get s
way we will have only ourselves to blame.
Pete Goodwin.
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The world economy

NEWS & ANALYSIS

Another decade of crisis ahead

Pyacegre:
Tive fotticial torecast on the latest world
recession s that it will be less severe than in
743 and that a4 moderate recovery will
bagipi:.1n  late 1981 (OFCH  Economic
Gulfatk,  Decceriber 1980). Whilst a few
counsites, mcluding inevitahly Britain, will
swbfgra sharp fall in oucput, for much of the
witld there will be a small amount of
grawdh (an estimated 19 on average).
okt may be so, although it 1s worth not-
ifig:that the latest estimates for key econo-
mygs buch as the 1JS and West Germany
hgye Had (o be revised downwards. But even
when the tide of recession draws back, it will
lepva:behind 25 million or so unemployed in
the industrialised West alone. Whatever
reqiwery  occurs will scarcely dent that
figute: let alone lead to a restoration ot the
bgom-conditions of the 1960s.

v A d totsky once said ‘so long as capital-
IsILremains alive it continues to inhale and
exhale’, continues to move through cycles of
bgoim and slump. However, while in an
epachol expansion that breathing is regular
ardivigorous, in an epoch of crisis, for a
dying system, it becomes spasmodic and
pamtul. The upswings, as in the late 1970s,
become litful and weak, the downswings
degpar and more prolonged. It is not just
spenHaton 10 suggest (hat the epoch of cri-
s15 which began in the early 1970s will persist
thrbugh the coming decade. The fundamen-
tal.;problems which generated it are no
nedger solution,

kb pcture s complex. In 1974-5 the
shoek.ot the oil-price leap on top of a highly
unstafte nflattonary boom provoked a
sharp and synchronised slump. In the fol-
lowang years the pattern of recovery was
uneven and volatile. Bits of the system, cer-
laln eountries such as Japan and the Newly
Industrialised  Countries (usually called

I@ck@dﬁ up wﬁ% Fruigis, 1 gﬁ

NICs) such as Brazil, Mexico, South Kores
and Tarwan, and certain industiies such as
microelecironics and telecommunications,
grew rapidly. Other countries such as Bri-
tain and most of Atrica, and core industries
such as steel and shipbuilding remained in a
state of chronic stagnation,

Yet no part of the system has proved
immune to the current slump, In Eastern
Europe Poland’s crisis is now more acute
than any in the West, and Russia’s latest
five-year plan announced a further slow-
down in its rate of growth. The NICs such as
Braal have accumulated massive debts (see
below) and are being foreed to cutbhack.
Japan’s 5% growth in 1980 (sull only half
that of the 196053 iy unlikely to be sustammed
as its exports are hit by slump clsewhere and
by mounting pressure for trade restrictions.

To understand what 1s happening it is
necessary to distinguish between the imme-
diate causes of the slump and the deeper
contradictions penerating the crisis. Two
immediate causes stand out as decisive,

The American Recession

The US economy accounts lor 384 of the
total tor the QECD area (embracing all the
major industrial countries of the West), It is
still true that when America sneczes the rest

of the world catches cold. Yet low rates of

lnvestment and productivity growth in the
postwar perntod have steadily undermined
the competitive strength of American capi-

tal. That weakness was dramatically
cxposed 1n the course of the 1977-78
FECOVEDY,

In those years the economy grew at rates
of over 4%. But with profit-rates at an all-
time low investment responded stowly., and
the expansion was largely tucled by state
spending. especially on defence. Inflation
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climbed into double figures. Imports espe-
clally from Japan, poured in, the dollar's
value against other foreign currencies began
to tall.

For a while the Carter povernment tried
to 1gnore this fall. It had the advantage of
lowering the value of the vast mass of dollar
claims held outside the US and making
imports more expensive. But the foreign
holders of dollars began to 1ake fright and in
1978 the fall accelerated. A wholesale switch
out of dollars into other currencies would
fand still could) have thrown the entire
international system into chaos. By 1979 the
Carter regime was in full retreat,

As 1n Britain public spending was cut, a
maoretary squeeze was imposed, and interest
rates rose to record levels. By the second
quarter of 1980 output was falling at the rate
of 9.5% a ycar. Too late for the election
Carter launched a recovery programme
which stopped the roi. But the auto industry
still lost $3.6 bn in the first nine months of
1980, as sales fell by 19% and the share of
imports rose from 22% to 279%. Chrysler is
barely alive, thanks to another £400m worth
of state-guaranteed loans. Even Ford is
looking precarious with its $28 bn invest-
ment programme under threat. In Detraoit
unemployment 15 over 17%.

The recovery heralded in (he autumn
could well prove short-lived. Inflation is still
at 12.5% and intercst rates hit a new peak of
2005 in December. Real wages have fallen by
10% since 1978 (Business Week 19/1/81)
further cutting demand. Despite grim warn-
ings about Thatcherisation, the Reagan
regime looks set to cut taxes and slash public
spending (on wellare and services, ol cou rsc,
not defence). The tax cuts arc unlikely 1o
stimulate investment in such a climate, while
the other fail in public spending will just add
to the slump,

Abroad the effect of the US recession has
been twofold. Firstly. it has cut the volume
of imports into the US substantially, with
repercussions  throughout the system.
secondly, high interest-rates in the US have
lended 1o force up rates everywhere elsc
(even Germany has had to raise its rates to
prevent an outtlow of funds from the mark
to the dollar). That in turn adds 10 the debi-
burden of all thase firms and countries bor-
rowing money. The effect is to intensify the
strains caused by the rise in oil-prices, the
second factor precipitating the siump,

oil

the price of oil rose by 150% in the (8§
months to mid-1980. That needs 1o be put
Into perspective. It compares with a 400%;
rise in 1973-4, after which the real price of oil
dropped by 10%: up 1979, With demand for
oil falling becavse of the slump QPEC’s dec-
lared intention of limiting further rises to the
world rate of inflation is likely to be fullfil-




led. Moreover in itsell such a rise need only
mean i once and forali transter of some 14
of the world®s real resources o the ol-
producers, T the effects appear to have been
calamitous o deeper eaplanation s reguired.

One problen Las been the response ol
governments in the major “delicit” countries
of Europe. Even more than m 1974 they've

all reacted with  deflanonary  measures,
cffectively  pushing  their already  weak
cconomies into recession. The objective,

universally proclamed and cndorsed by
such august bodies as the IMFE, has suppos-
edly been to keep down intlabion. What that
really means 1s ensuring that the burden of
adjustment, the shift of resources to QOPEC,
is borne by the- working-class, Wages must
tall, 1t 15 argued, hecause profits are too
precatious  and  are needed (o sustain
nvestment.,

In France the ‘austerity’ programme of
the Barre government las since 1978 invoi-
ved hiftuing price controls. holding back
wages, und cutting public spending all 1n the
name of Nighting mtlation which sull ran at
12.35% in 1980, Yot levels of private invest-
meni have falled to nse and unemployment
15 OW OVer 79,

The other major problem has been what
to do with the OPEC surpluses—the ‘recy-
cling’ question. Alter 1974 1t was resolved
partly by a huge mcrease in nuports by the
OPEC countrics, partly by ol funds being
lent via the international banks—largely to
the faster-growing countries in the third
world. This time round things are more dit-
ficult. The total surplus estimated at 3115 bn
for 1980 15 much lurger. The capacity of
scveral OPEC countrics such as Saudi Ara-
bia and Kuwait to import more 15 limited.
Above all the whoie process of international
lending has become much more precarious.,

Twelve deveiopimg countries alone bor-
rowed the bulk ol the $4030bn outstanding
debt. It wus their cxceptional growrh which.
along with that ol the US. sustained the
recovery of the world economy atter [9735.
But in 1958{ interest pavments alone amoun-
ted to 165% of cxport carnings. Brazil with
the larpgest debt of $37bu s now having o

use O0%: of its expeort earnings to pay its oil
bill. If the banks go on lending the problem
will only get worse and a major default will
become inevitable. It they retuse tolend, Lthe
countries concerned witl be forced 1o cut
therr imports and thus their rates of growth
in brutal fashion, Turkey’s recent coup indi-
cates what that mcans. Mcanwhile (he

QOPEC cash surplus will pile upin the banks,

the faiture to spend it prolonging the stump.

The deep roots of stapflation

(e variant or another of ‘monetarism’” or
“austerity policy’ has been adopted by every
major Weslern government, precipitating a
slump that has tended to tar exceed what
was expected. Yet such policies are not
simply irrational, as suggested for example
in the latest Review of the Cambridge Eco-
nomtc Policy Group. Their belief 1s that
coordination between governments, with a
svstem of protection favouring the weaker
or less developed countries, could both
handle the OPEC surpluses and permit a
return to Keynesian policies of sustained
expansion,

In one respect they arc right. There is an
alternative: a single world socialist *stare’
waould to end the crists. It would be able be
ablte to coordinate the run-down of some
imdustries and the expansion of others, the
transfer of resources to the third world, and
the use of new technology to transform and
reduce the burden of backbreaking and
mind-desiroyving work. 1t could only do
that, however, over the dead carcass of
capitalism—with an end to competinion for
profit as the maispring of the system. In the
mcantime the Cambridge group are left for-
mutating their blueprints in a spirit of grow-
Ing pessimism, not understanding the deep
roots gt the crisis,

(On the one hand they overestimate the
ability of states to control their own internal
econpmies, A steady decline in profitabidity
since the 1960s has lowered rates of private
investment, and lies at the heart of the crisis,
In such a context the Amencan example of
1977-7% illustrates what happens when state

spending is used (o [uel expansion. Inflation
tends to acecierare, imports flood in and
investment in key industrics fails to rise.
Hence stagflation. What investment does
occur 1s orienied towards cutting costs and
labour rather than expanding capacity (even
in Germany the proportion of investment
devoted to cxpansion Iell from 55% in 1970
to 17% in 1978, Econontivt 8.11.80).

On the other hand the Cambridge group
underestimalte the intensification of compe-

tition on a world scale. The tall of the doblar

since 1877 has symbolised the inability of
the US to lead the world out of recession on
1ts own or handte the threat from its rivals in
CGermany and Japan, As vet there has been
ne resort to the wholesale protectionism
which caused world trade ta fall by over half
in the 1930s, But the signs are there with the
chorus ol complaints about Japan, with the
stee] war betwen the US and the EEC, and
with a host of "Informal’ restrictions in most
Countres.

Resolving the crisis requires at a min-
imum a massive restructuring, political as
well as econamic, of the whole system. h
requires that the over-capacity in ageing
industries be purged and the weak and inef-
ficient be driven to the wall. Not least it
requires forcing down wages and letting
uncmployment rise. That is the logic of
monetarism—ithe  crisis must get worse
betore things can get better,

Yet no state wants its country to bear 10o
big a share of that burden. Each seeks to
shift the losses onto others by cutting
imports and boosting exports. Most, espe-
clally but not solely in weaker economies,
are propping up their key capital-goods
industries such as steel and ship-building
and helping out ailing multinationals such
as Chrysler and Massey Ferguson. In the
long run such actions are simply prolonging
the agony. Yet the alternative is a slump so
decp that it would threaten the political sta-
bility, and 1n a case like Britain’s, the viabii-
Ity as an economic entity of the country
concerned. No way out of that contradiction
I In sight,

Pete Green

A dying Industrial town—an Increasingly familiar site

John Sturrock (Report)
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Bound for the golden medina

The introduction of the Nationality Bill has
focused uttention on the question of immi-
cration controls. In this article, Lin James
looks at the campaipgn of racist agitation that
produced the first controls on immigration—
those directed against Jewish immigrants at
the beginning of this century,

After Jack the Ripper had claimed his third
victim in September 1888, the East London
Obscrver noted:

*The crowds who assembled in the streets
began 1o assume a very threatening atti-
tude towards the Hebrew populatnon of
the district. It was repeatedly asserted
that no Englishman could have perpe-
trated such a horrible crime ... 1t must
have been done by a JEW—and forth-
with the crowd began to threaten and
abuse such of the unfornunate Hebrews
as they found on the streets.”

In the vears ot political crists and eco-
nomic depression &t the turn of the century
the Jews provided the perfect scapegoat for
everything from the Ripper murders to
unemployment to war. Anti-semitic
pogroms intensified tn Russia after the
assassination of Tsar Alexander in I88L.
Refupees from persecution fanned out
across Burope, greeted everywhere by laws
cpposing their entry and by (relatively)
maore restratned forms of anu-semitism like
the Dreytus affair in France. Many gravi-
tated towards Britain which had abolished
all torms ot Jegal discrimination against
Jews in the {850s: which had a reputation as
a refupe from tyranny: and which was a
conventent half-way house to the real gol-
den medina, America,

Their arrival was greeted with consterna-
tion by the established Jewish community.
The newcomers were unmistakably toreign
as well as unmustakabty Jewish; they were a
vhallenge to toleration. Jewish Tory MPs
Harry Simon Samuel and Harry Marks,
whoy represented Limehouse and St CGeor-
ges. were among the most ferven! and the
garliest anti-alicns.

Anti-alien leetings united all scctors of
society. Ben Tillet, the dockery” leader,
spoke on the same platforms as Tory MPs to
runt about white slavery and the ‘sweating
master’ fews. Socicty writer Saki expressed
the fears of the Upper Crust that ‘they’
might be buying their way into the highest
circles. The would-be Muarxsts of the Social
Democratic Federation explained  that
through the foree of historical circumstance
the Jews had come o be the living incarnabon
of the sweating system” {of home and small
workshop petty production) and were thus
torced to reproduce *a ruce ol degenerate
human beings’.

There were no reliable statistics on tmmi-
gration, so journalists playving the numbers
gunme in the gutter could let thelir imagina-
tions run rint. The depression &f the late
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18805 was ‘explained’ by a rising chorus of
complaints against the ‘tidal waves™ of pau-
per aliens. Journalists created a heady brew
of race, sex and industrial politics by focus-
ing on the alleged connections between Jew-
1sh immagrants, home workshops and the
white slave trade. "Hideous Foreign Vampi-
res’ were said to be preying on Enghlish
women in the streets, while Jewish prostitu-
tes surprised their decent English customers
with nameless depravites imported {rom
the continent. But these myths were taken
over and given weight by ‘objective’ social
scienbists like Charles Booth, who wrote
some toreign Jews may add nihilism and
the bitterest kinds of sociahistic theories 1o
their very tilthy foreign habits’,

The Russian pogroms certainly provoked
a tidal wave of gutter journalism in this
country; and this, combined with mounting
fears aboul unemplovment, contributed to
the TUC call for a halt to immigration in
1892, As new tcchnology and work practices
created new ndustries and threw craftsmen
out of work, blame was focused on the
NeEWCOmMers, A governmenl COmMmIssion was
set up toinvestigate the problem, but neither
of the main partics was prepared at this
point to commit themselves to legislation. [t
was doubttul whether there were many votes
in it outside the arcas directly affected by

‘Yes you are our brothers,
and we witl do our duty

by you. But we wish you had
not come.’

Ben Tillet
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tmmmigration. And eveén if the Jews were
toreign, did eat nasty forcign things like
fried fish in addition to other nasty foreign
habits, they were undoubtedly here as relu-
gees from the most barbaric—and
toreign!—forms of persecution: and Britain
did still have some sort of reputation to
preserve. The consensus, especialiy after the
resumpuion of tull employment in the 1890s,
wis (o ccho the words of dockers’ leader Ben
Tiller: *Yes, you are our brothers, and we
will do our duty by you. But we wish you
had not come.’

The conscnsus was a fragile one, easily
shattered when the end of the South Alrican
war brought a return to high vnemploy-
ment, Popular reporting ol the war isell
encouraged anti-semitism, John Ward of
the Navvies Union expressed the view fed to
milhons when he said that ‘practically £1
million of the taxpayers” money has been
spent i tryving to secure the goldhields tor
cosmopolitan Jews'. The actual level of
immigration, f anything, seems to have

been waning, but this was irrelevant (o the
anti-atiemists, Fhe old chorus was taken up;
increasingly, the arguments reflected loss of
confidence in Britain's capacity to expand
her cconomy indetinitely, and to carry on
ruling the waves. No longer the workshop of
the world. British industiry was being under-
mined by cheap imports and her own wor-
Kers thrown out of employment, at just the
same tume as she proved unable to intlict a
convincing defeat on a bunch ol South Alni-
can farmers who fought dirty.

In this climate there was little opposition
to the Aliens Act passed by the Tores 1n
1905, which gave immigration officials the
power to class as an undesirable alien—and
hence retuse admission to—anyone who
could not prove their ability to secure a jyob
ar who was infirm, As a retrospective mea-
sure, the Home Secretary was able to expéi
any foreigner suffering Irom poverty, living
in nsanitary conditions or tound guilty ol
any crime. The Act was condemned as hypo-
critical by the TUC president James Sexton
and opposcd by Labour MPs as a siep
towards ending free trade! But for real
opposition to the wave of racism which cul-
munaled 111 the Act of 1905, we have to look
elsewhere, to some of the working class
struggles of the periods,

Twao strikes sum up in microcosm the pos-
stbilities and the lalures ol the movement of
the unskilled and sweated workers which
coincided with the influx of Jewish workers,
The opportunities tor solhidarty work
among the very poor were limited, but Jew-
ish families took in the children of dockers
whose tathers werc on strike in 1889—and
more importantly, they followed the stri-
kers” example. In [eeds Jewish tailors
struck against their Jewish employers in the
small back street workshops: the emplovers
promplly spread the story that they werc
striking against the emplovment of Chris-
ttan women, The Sociahst Leapue (formed
from a spht in the SDF mentioned above)
was able (o report in its paper Commonweal
that joint meetings of Jewish tailors and the
wamen had been organised which had
cxposed the emplovers hes: the women had
come out in support of their lellow workers.
In Liverpool, English tailoresses went on
strike gfter 4 Jewish tallors strike “to show
that what toreign Jews could do, English
women could do better’. The Social Demo-
cratuic Federauon, intervened in the stnike
but did lLittle to counteract the anti-alien
feeling among the women—no joint meet-
Ings were organised, and certainly no solid-
arity action. When the Roval Commission
on Labour invited wviews on  legislative
reforms a tew vears later, the Liverpool
women were among the very few trade unio-
rists who calted for a halt 1o immigration.

The arguments used against the Jewish
refugees were almost identical to those used
loday, by racists and reformusts alike. The
expericnee oF socialists then shows us that
there were real possibilitics tor those who
combined practicat action with palitical
argument-—and that to separate them out
could have latal consequences. Let’s not
repcat old mistakes!
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The Vitry aftair:

Parti Communiste racialiste

The ransacking of a hostel by a ‘commando
graoup’ led by the CP mayor of Vitry to stop
300 immigrant workers moving in has had
very wide coverage in the media, However it
hasn't created a comparable interest among
the French population at large and in pattic-
ular among the working class, In lact, wor-
kers are in general relativetv indifterent 1o
questions concerning immigrant workers
cven il they don’t all have a racist attitude.
In workpliaces where militants of the revolu-
tionary left have tried to raise the Vitey Atfair
the majority ol workers have tended to fecl
that the mayvor was right in what he did.
Among immigrants the gitair has tended to
produce demaoralisation rather than anger:
"What can you say. it's ther couniry’ 18 a
common rcaction. or: ‘It we have to leave,
we'll lecave. Peopie are talking about us too
much, that’s bad for us.”

50 1t has been with the more pohiticised
lavers of the left and the lar left that the
Vitry  cvents have caused indignation,
although (he indignation of the Socialist
Party and the CFDT {(the umon close to the
SP) are very hypocernitical as these orgamsa-
tions also call tor immigratlon controls and
only object ta the methods the TP used. A
certain number of CP militants are uneasy
and some disapprove of the methods used.
For example, the lealtet calling tor a demon-
stration 1 support of the mavor ol Vitry
wasn't handed out ina number of workpla-
ces. U militanty often prefer to avoid dis-
cussing the atfuir. However the right wing
campaign agamnst the CP and the declara-
tsons by members of the government ke
Stoleru-—the muinister responsible for the
antl immigratton laws—have certainty hel-
ped the COP to close ranks. Militants who
may be hesitating support the party or pre-
ter 1o keep silent when tfaced with attacks
from the right.

Whar hes behind the attitude of the

French CP in throwing its lull support
behind the mayor at Vitry?

The CP councils come up against 4 num-
ber of different problems in their role of
admimistrators of many local councils n
working class areas. Immigrants make up
the most disadvantaged section of the work-
ing class, the ones who are the most affected
by unemployment and who as a result have
the most difficulty in paving the rent. They
also pay the least in rates and consume least
in the local shops. Since they don't have the
vote they are not a very attractive proposi-
fion as tar as the local councils are
concerned. _

The attitude ol the CPis thus only a logi-
cal consequence of #ts policy of running the
capitalist systemn,

Immigration controls have been a part of
the CP's politics Tor many years {in contrast
with the CPotthe 1920°s which stood tor the
free movement of workers). Whal i new,
however, 1s the emphasis which 1t 1s putting
on the question in the run-up to the presi-
dential elections next Apnil. Only a year apo
it denounced the anti-immigration laws
introduced by Stoleru, whereas 1 now criti-
cisgs Stoleru and the government for not
properly stopping immigration.

How lar will the CP go along this road?
For the moment, in the workplaces, neither
the CP nor the CP controlled CGU umon,
have put torward the sliogan: *French wor-
kers first”. But with their present line it 15 to
be feared that this may come.

The Yitry affair and the CPF press

The Vitry attair is far from being an isolated
incident carricd out by some sort of maver-
ick figure, but s the local follow up of a
political line held by the CP{or many years,
A look at the local and national CP press

. The hostel
Immigrant headline in Humanité.
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that was wrecked—and an ant-

coverage of the affair 15 extremely

Cnstructive.

In the tirst tew days after the incident the
mayor made a pitiful attempt to deny res-
ponsiblity for the damage and to pass it ott
as a spontaneous demonstration of
cutraged cinzens. In lact the ‘commando
group’ was apparently made up ot lecal CP
council workers who just happen to sponta-
neously bring along with them a bulldozer
to smash up the entrance

Since then, however, the CP has thrown
the whote weight of its machine in support
of what happened. Humanité, the CP daily,
proudly records the mavor's words to the
immigrants just before the place was sma-
shed up: *You have no right to take young
French  workers™ dccommodation.  You
must return to Saim Maur to be rchoused.”

Not content with this, on 9th January
Flumanite produced a disgusting special edi-
f1on handed oul free with the head line *No
ty immigrant ghettoes” and on the front
page alongside another heading *A frank
look at the problems posed by immigration’,
a large photo of a dole queus with the single
caption: ‘In [rance there are almost two
million unemployed, French and immi-
grants.” And if that was not clear enough, on
page thrce amud a series of arguments
attacking racism and the responsibihity of
imperialism we find the scandalous head-
tne: ‘Immgration must be stopped so ds not
to worsen uncmplovment.” There follows a
paragraph on the danger of more workers
being thrown on the dole if immigration is
hot stopped.

The hypocrisy of the right wing newspapers
15 clear when they splash headlines across
the front page over Vitty vel hardly lind a
tnch of space for the hundreds of evictuions
and beaungs up of immigrants by the pohee.
However, for those who would believe that
the whole affair 1s nothing but a tabrication
by the right wing press the attitude of the
Communist Parties of Guadcloupe and
Martinigque 15 more than interesting,

In the 27 November 1ssue of their weekly
paper the Martinique CP reproduce a letter
1o a woman who was relused accommoda-
tion from the CP council of Naterre. a sub-
urb of Paris. The council say they limit the
amount of accommodation given (o people
[Tom overseas territories because 'The con-
centration of thesc people in our blocks of
tlats creates a certain number of problems.
On the one hand with regard to the Housing
Department, frequent damage and serious
avercrowding of the flats. On the other hand
with regard to other tenants because ot their
way of life: frequent gathenings late at night,
notse trom people talking and loud music
{s1c)’. The French CP thus drags out alt the
old prejudices in an attenipt to curry favour
with the electors.

The Guadeloupe PC in an arucle enutled
"Against French Chauvinism', also vigo-
rously attacked the French CP l[or blaming
immigrants tor problems in housing and
educatton

John Bennett
Paris
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Daydreaming about ‘our Bntain

Control Imports Now!

TGCWIU Research bookiet (based onm o
Special Discussion Conference of the
Transport and General Workers Union,
April 1986), TCGWU, London, August
1980, 52 pp., 50p.

Textiles and Clothing, the fight for
survival,

Transport and General Workers” Union,
London, fune 1980, 16 pp.

Import Controls Now!

A policy statement by TASS, the union
whick fights for British engineering,
TASS, L.ondon, n.d., m 30p,

‘A “‘restoration of industry’ of
which the utopians of capitalism
dream, is impossible. The only
escape is for the lower links of the
system, the basic productive power
of capitalist society, the working
class, to take a dominating position
in the organisation of social labour.
In other words: only the building of
communism is the precondition for
a rebirth of socicty.’

(N. Bukharin, Econowics of the
Transformation  Feriod, Moscow,
1920}

The trade union campaign for the intro-
duction of import controls has produced
three pamphlets to outline the case. All
three are well produced and well docu-
mented. They will no doubt supply the
ammunition for arguments throughout
the labour movement or al least, at
those rare points where there is argu-
menl on such questions, For generally,
the case for import controis wins by
default. The gale of unemployment
seems so fierce, people clutch at any
straw if it seems to offer hope,

[t would be useful to outline the
arguments presented in  the three
pamphlets. But on the main issue, there
is nane, The main TGWL contribution
does not seek to prove thal the cause of
decline of some British manufacturing is
increased imports. It assames it, and
offers by way of illustration impressive
sets of figures on industrial decline and
increasing imports. Bul where is the
causal connection?

The argument about import controls
is not settled by put reactions, It is in
part a gquestion of science. We need a
fuller picture of British capitalism if
we are to discover what is wrong, We
nced, at least, to see whether there are
industries  which have not dechmed
despite increasing imports, and industries
which have declined but without any
increase in imports, After all, there are
still some  seven million people in
Britain employed in manufacturing, and
British capitalism is still amnong the top
half dasen exporling countries of the
world (out of over 1538 countries).
Indeed, 1980 saw i slartling surplus on
the bulance of (rade, causcd largely by
declingng  mports! The TGWLD case
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makes it sound as though there is scarcely
any manufacturing left, and Britain is
down with Tanzania or Bolivia in the
world capitalist pecking order,

All three pamphlets present a cast of
curious characters — ‘our export per-
formance’, ‘our industiry’, ‘our rate of
growth’ ‘our main competitors’, ‘our
balance of payments’ etc. Perhaps some
of the readers will wonder who this ‘our’
refers to. The case is not argued in any
of the pamphlets, bul it seems to suggest
that British capitalism belongs Lo the
British people, not to British capital,
Indeed, the employers are somehow
marginal to it all.

The TGWU goes further, arguing that
it has a betler perception of the interests
of British capitalistn than the capitalists
themselves, 1t guotes with approval the
appeal of the TGWIU) general secretary,
Moss Evans, to the employers, the
CBI:

*The Bl ought 10 end 1ts silence and
represent the interests of its members
properly. . If they do not respond,
and if it becomes necessary for an
initiative to come from the unions,
for us to forge direct links with
employers’ associations against the
government, then we will do it)’

Bath of the main pamphlets admit
something other than imports may be
wrong with manufacturing. But in
tackling this other factor, they are
gravely jeopardising the possibility of the
alliance with the CBlI. The TOGWU
speaks of the need to expand the
economy and ‘to adopt tough socialist
econcemic policies aimed at planning the
massive companies who contro!l our
industry and trading activities, and the
financial overlords whose grip on the
eCONOIMY remains as supreme as ever',
Fighting talk, bul the point disappears
after cne mention; there is no elabor-
ation in the headlong rush to indict the
rollen foreigners and theirrotien exports
to Britain.

TASS is much more sophisticated, It
half recognises that impart controls on
their own mean nothing except propping
up the profits of the most backward
sectors of British capitalism. It admits
invesiment has been inadequate and that
import controls 1f anything but tempotr-
ary, would dangerously protect the in-
etlicient. So import controls are only a
lemporary tespite for manufacturing
while the government vastly expands
the public sector toexpand the economy
to full employment, bullies and bribes
businessmen to increase investment, and
clips the wings of the multinationals.
Expansion, TASS agrees, would entail
an increase in imports {the TGWU
must blanch at this admission), and this
would make it possible to protect third
world exporters to Britain and notl to
hit other exporters to Britain too hard,

s0 warding off the possibility that
they would retaliate by closing their
markets to British exports.

On the face of it, if seems a plausible
case:; the restoration of British capital-
ism without a revolution. Doubt begins
with bits of the case which are clearly
specious. For example, the expansion of
the public sector is possible without
increasing taxation because expansion
would ‘*pay for itself” — that is, the
revenue the state would employ to
expand would come as the result of
expansion! Or again, the United States
and the rest would not retaliate against
British import controls because ‘they’

(i.e. the rest of the world) export more
to Britain than Britain exports to them;
hut since Britain’s share in, for example,
US total imports is small, the US could
Tetaligte with impunity, if for no other
reason than to warn all the others not
to copy Britain (in 1980 there were some
importani examples of actual or threat-
ened retaliations — with I[ndonesia,
Australia and the US). Or again, prices
would not rise with import controls —
TASS quotes the Cambridge Economic
Policy Group in support — because
industry would expand, there would be
increasing returns to scale and costs
would fall: this is as charming 2 bit of
nonsense as you might find, for prices
are not governed by costs but by com-
petition, and it you excluae foreign
competition {imporls) then you give
British capitalists the advantagce of a
local monopoly and of monopoly prices.
These oddities apart, it 18 most
strange that neither pamphlet discusses
the burning issue of the hour world-
wide slump. [t 18 thus possible to discuss
British problems as if they were fairly
unique, and to suggest that this bit of a
world system could expand in isolation,
independently of the rest.

Lessons from the past

There are fairly few examples of the
independent expansion of a national bit
in a slump; {hree come to mind  in the
1930s, the Soviet Unjion and Narzi
Germany, and currently a handful of
hackward countries. They are awkward
examples. The Soviet Union expanded
on the basis of a relatively backward
gconomy with fully nationalised means
of production - an example to alarm
poor Moss Evans, Germany did it by
rebbing Eastern Furope and subordin-
ating all to the drive to war., TASS
wants to cwt deflence spending. And the
contemporary ‘Newly Industrialising
Countries’ have done it so far with a
relatively very small industrial base and
very low wages --again not a set of ideas
the trade union leaders can be seen to
embrace publicly.

However, the lack of a concrete
example of independent capitalist expan-
sion in the midst of world slump does
not invalidate the case. But 1t high-
lights another important evasion: capital-
ism 1tself. Fveryone Kknows capital
responds to different profit rates. At
the moment, as the TGWU rushes to
offer support to capital, large lumps of
it are fleeing the country. This 13 ot
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merely the mysterious evil, muiti-
national capital; it includes thousands
of little British capitalists, moving
finance into US or Japanese bonds, It
is not because the British food or clhimate
is poor, nor because British workers are
stroppy — would that they were — nor
hecause they are paid too much (British
wages are now the lowest per hour of
any advanced industrial country), nor
because capital is irrational. The TGWU

like the National Front is fond of
presenting the British as kindly dodos,
and foreigners as sharp crooks,

It is because the profit ratc is  and
in the past has been — lower than many
other places in the world. A cumulative
failure to invest is the result sa lowering
the capital per worker, lowering pro-
ductivity and creating poorly produced
goods at relatively higher prices. The
whole problem is now made extreme by
world slump, much fiercer resulting
competition, and an oil-huoyant pound
sterling.

So anyone concerned to restore
British capitalism  must direct their
attention not Lo imports which are
merely the result of this process, but to
the causes of low profit rates. [ndeed,
peopie who identify imports as the
problem are not merely looking at the
conseqguences rather than the causes,
they arc positively diveriing attention
from the real causes and thereby pro-
tecting Lhe position of capital.

And it we look to the question of
how profit rates are to be increased 50
that investment increases, so Lhat pro-
ductivity here can be used to smash
foreign manufacluring with cheap British
goods - an unprejudiced observer can-
not tail to be impressed with the efforts
of Mrs Thatcher' Here she s, slashing
the labour force, cutting public expen-
diture, keeping the pound mgh o
hammer British capitalists into etfici-
gncy, all so that in the end capital will
stay put here or be attracted in by
higher relative profits. Of course, you
might rightly doubt whether her gamble
will in the end succeed, but for capilal
it is certainly the best option currently
an offer,

By comparison, the import control-
lers appear as utopian daydreamers.
For there is no ‘British® caputal, no
‘British® manufacturing, There 18 capital,
some of which has a retationship with
this island which entails that, if profits
are tolerable, it will stay. Manufacturing
is an international creature, hinking pro-
duction in many different countries —
so-called ‘British® exports are merely the
processed results of ‘British’ imports,
themselves partly the result of earher
‘British’ exports, and so on.

Again, this is not just the internal
transaclions of mullinationals, ‘selling
Britain short’. Every little Birmingham
widget maker depends on imporis to
manufacture, and sends widgets to
Germany  or  elsewhere for further
manufacture, That is why, as 1mmports
rise. so do exports they are both
merely part of a continuous production
line spanning countries. In modern
advanced capitalism, only reactionaries
dream of tcaring one part ol a continu-
ous line out of the process and proclaim-
ing it ‘Britain’. They hold only the
bleeding limb of a hody that remains
‘ahroad’.

This is why the main source of in-
creasing imports is not the foolish
addiction of British consumers to
foreign-made goods, but British manu-
facturers searching to lower their costs
by finding the cheapest inputs. The
TGWU want workers (o inspect all
factory inputs to start a witch-hunt
against foreign goods {themselves involy-
ing British exports at an earlier stagel)

“T'he TGWU musl take the initialive,
through the collective bargaining
machinery, and look at raw matenals,
equipment, components. The em-
ployer must be made to sit down and
talk aboul finding substitutes for
imports.”

But this is dayvdreaming. It is the
nrice and quality of the input which is
decisive, not the last country of orgin.
British Steel Corporation wants {o cul
its losses - by using Australian coal
which is far cheaper ihan Brilish,

British Leyland wants to cut car prices
and must do so to survive, so it needs
to import ‘foreign’ steel. Meanwhile, the
National Cecal Board invests in South
Australian coal mines, Rhetoric --even
an earnest shop steward with a glint in
the eyes — 18 not going to prevent
capital trying to prevent its bankruptcy.

Reformist Natjonalism

All three pamiphlets thus dodge the
central issue. Import controls, on most
reasonable grounds, will twergase un-
employment and cut real wages. The
‘alternative economic case’ escapes the
problem by conjuring up ‘economic
expansion’ in the midst of world slump.
But if capitalism can be manipulated
into boom by the activity of socialists,
why the socialists are so powerful they
might as well abolish it,

If the perspective is so unrcalistic,
surely it doesn’t matter? It matters not
because the economic strategy can work

it capnot — but hecause it mmcoreases
loyalty to the existing ruling class; it
encourages chauvinism and class colla-
boration. Mrs Thatcher needs British
nationalism as the sedative Lo Keep
wotrkers quiet so that capital can be as
international as it likes. She needs
nationalism, but not the catastrophe of
fuil blooded import controls. The trade
union response ought to he, not a re-
treat into the British slit-trench, mouth-
ing the reactionary slogans of the lasi
decaying segments of the most back-
ward British capital; but pursuing capital
wherever it goes, buillding an inler-
national workers challenge from which
it cannot escape.

That is part of revolutionary politics,
nol reformist nationalism. [t thal were
the position, Mess Evans would have o
stop muttering darkly about ‘greater
social contrel’  using socialist rhetornc
as a4 threat Lo improve a weak hargain-
ing position — and start talking boldly
ahout the expropriation of capital. But
then thal would upturn the applecart,
make impossible the tact and politeness
required for an affignce with capilal,

Neither Moss Evans nor Ken (Gill
(who introduces the TASS pamphlet)
want a revolution. They want only stable
and prosperous trade unions within a
stable and prosperous captlalism. They
want things Lo stay as they are and
workers to be conteni - or, as Moss
Evans puls it, ‘social harmony’. Sacial-
ists however ought never 1o want things
to stay as they are.

Wigel Harris

WHY IMPORT
CONTROLS WON'T
SAVE JOBS ___

...i-.-rhllu-'-:-l'l-l'l
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The Socialist Case -
against

Import



B WRITERS REVIEWED: MAXIM GORKY NN

The lamb primed for sacrifice

been wvery
maiier

have always
important., No

Storytellers
special and

whether their stories are spoken or
written, they capture the histories, the
humour and even the fantasies of

ordinary people who love their story-
tellers in return,

What then of a storvteller whao
breathed the wvery air of the Russian
revoiution:; who was a personal friend
and a political opponent of Lenin, and
who was as popular in Russia at the
turn of the centurvy as a Hollvwood
star 15 today?

This was Alexei Maximovich Peshkov,
who hecause of his own suffering and
because of the world about him wrote
under the name of Gorky meaning The
Bitter ne,

Maxim Crorky said that his pain at
the world began as he witnessed the
death of his father when he was four,
and despite later fame and even relative
prosperity at Limes, he never really lost
an air of tragedy gained so young,

When Maxim was eleven his mother
died and his grandfather threw him out
to tend for himself. He began fourteen
years ol travels throughout Tsarist
Eussia,

He did two major things during these
vears: he taught himself to write and
also found the material for his stories in
his encounters. There were vagabonds,
convicts and even destitute gentry with
whom he tramped. There were sullen
and cruel peasants and dangerous but
exciling tribesmen, from whom he fled,
There were people who were generous,
like the girl prostitute; or those Volga
rivermen who taught him a pleasure in
an exhausting bout of work. Finally,
there were the scum of police spies, and
rogues like the town merchants who
disgusted him with a guzzling party
Lhat ended 1n a sex orgy with prostitutes,
And there were people of mystery who
inspired him  voung revolutionists.,

in 18492 his first short story appeared
in a local newspaper. Six vears later his
book Stories and Sketches sold a unique
100,000 copies on publication. Maxim
(rorkKy wias 4 national craze. His picture
appearcd cverywhere, on adverts, post-
cards and vigarette boxes. He appealed
to all classes but especially to workers
and peasants who could read,

What was Maxim Gorky writing about
that created such popularity? What was
in his writings that led to his arrest and
exile?

We can find answers in one of (Gorky’s
hest short stories. It 15 an adaptation of
one ot his  prandmother’s folktales
though 1t retates to the real people he
met on the road. The tale also reveals
Maxim Gorky’s polilical strengths and
weaknesses together with the source of
his later fights wath Lenin.

(rorky describes 3 brave and cheerful

tribe, forced by other warring tribes
deep nto a dark and swampy forest.
The people became desperate and were
on the verge of giving themselves up to
their enemies as slaves when Danko
appeared.

He told thein:

‘Stones are not to be removed by
thinking, He who does naught will
come to naught. Why should we
exhaust our energies thinking and
brooding? Arise, and let us go
through the forest until we come out
at the other end, after all, it must
have an end  everything has an end.
Come let us go forth!”

But the path was very hard. The
people hegan to murmur against Danko.
During a great storm they turned on
him; said that he was evil and that he
must die. Pank¢ looked on the people
and saw no humanity in their eyes and
knew he could expect no mercy. Yet he
was still filled with a yearning to lead
the tribe to safety.

‘Suddenly he ripped open his breast
and tore out his heart and held it
high above his head. It shone like the
sun, even brighter than the sun, and
the raging forest was subdued and
lighted by this terch, the torch of a
great love for the people.’

By the light of his burning heart,
Danko led the tribe through the forest
to sunlight. The tribe was so full of joy
that they did not notice Danko’s death,

This weird and beautiful tale sums up
much of Gorky’s philosophy, In it we
can find his contempt for those who sub-
mit to suftfering topether with his burn-
ing desire that people may cooperate
together tor the achievement of liberty.
Gorky felt the need to stress that a
path to f{reedom was difficult and
dangerous, and he feared that the
people would not match up to the
demands of the struggle., He saw them
simply slipping back inte their tradi-
tional cruelty, And in the midst of all
this was the glowing example of the selt-
sacrificing leadcr of great integrity...a
figure of pure romance.

I'here's a legend about Lenin’s first
meeting with Gorky. In 19207, Lenin 1s
said to have visited Gorky in his hotel
room during the London conterence of
the Social-Democratic Labour Party,
Barely stopping to shake hands, Lenin is
supposed to have rushed over o Gorky’s
bed and to have thrust f1is hand into the
hedclothes, *In London”, he
chmate is raw and we must see to it that
the bedding 1sn’t damp. And we must be
particularly careful in vour case since
you have just written Mother, a thing

said, ‘the

.....

useful for the Russian working man
which summons himm to hattle against
the Tsar.’

Gorky was said to have heen offen-
ded that he was being considered as an
mstrument of the revolution, and the
character of thewr relationship was set.

There i1s little evidence that Lenin
liked much of Gorky’s writings. He was,
however, enormously impressed by
Gorky’s reputation, and he respected
the wrniter's appeal to ordinary workers
and peasants. bven when asking him to
write tor Bolshevik papers, he urged him
not to interfere with anyvthing ‘big’ he
might be doing,

For Gorky, it was the strength of
Lenin’s personality that mattered. Gorky
never jained the Bolsheviks, or any other
party. He appears to have relaled lo
politicians more through their characters
than through their politics,

Gorky’s political standpoint meant
that he could not write a political novel
of any quality. In fact, it is significant
that all his novels are nowhere near as
good as his short storics — the greater
demands of the novel requiring a clear
world-view which Gorky lacked.

Mother, the famous ‘proletarian’
novel, is full of empty stereotypes. The
theme of the book - workers’ strupggle
and political orpganisation  was alien to
Crorky. The book’s hero, Pavel, suffers




re-writing of history. But he never wrote
the eulogy that Stalin wanted, and it
was probably for this that he died on
June 19, 1936. By the end of the year,

edited, ‘Rumours are spreading that on
October 20 a “Bolshevik attack™ will
begin...All the dark instincts of the
moh will be roused to a fury by the

. —_— e ————a—

arrest after attempting to lead a strike
over the unlikely issue of workers being
made (o pay for the draining of 3
swamp!. Needless to say, the workers
are not particularly grateful for the
sacrifices PPavel makces, while his mother
i$ an unbelievahle saint-like creature
who accepts as Inevitable her son’s
suflferings.

The book was written in New York
in 1906, after Garky fled Russia follow-
ing the defeat of the revolution. Looking
back, in 1927, on the writing of the
book, Gorky mirrored Lenin’s view that
he was in a state of despair at the time:
‘Mother s really a bad book, written
under the spell of bad temper and
irritation after the events of 1906,

In 1907, Gorky wrote a much better
political novel, The Life of a Useless
Man, This was, significantly, a story of
personal and pelitical defeat. The baok
was also semi-autobicgraphical, which
gave it a3 much more sclid basis than
Motper, Instead ot trying to cscape his
despair, CGeorky  allowed himself to
express it. At home with the theme and
material, Gorky drew some fine scenes
and characters; he also revealed with
wonderful clarity the motives and
actions of the characters of the story.

Maxim T:orky hitterly opposed the
Bolshevik October Revolution in 1917,
He wrote in New [Life, the paper he

deadly destructive lies and filth of

politics ., .(and in a later article) Lenin
and Trotsky and those who follow them
are already poisoned by the corrupting
poison of power...(and again later)...
We must recognise that Lenin 18 not an
omnipotent magician, but a cold-blooded
trickster, who spares neither the honour
nor lives of the proletariat.’

The romantic who feared the cruelty
of the mob could not face the character
of a revolution.

In 19272, Maxim Gorky left Russia
for eventual exile in [taly. He finally
returned to Russia in 1928, after Stalin
renamed Gorky’s home town after him,
To his horror he found himself working
for the glory of Stalin. Pathetically, he
even had to ‘forget’ the date of his first
meeting with Lenin as part of a Stalinist

all who attended his funeral wete also
dead,

The regime searched his home after
his death and found papers critical of
Stalin., This prompted the head of the
secret police to say of him, ‘no matter
how well you feed the wolf, he still
dreams of the woods’,

And it would be nice to leave it
there; to remember Gorky by this
comment and also through his wonder-
ful stories as a great writer.

But Gorky was also involved in
politics. Many things might have been
very different if this involvement had
truly been as a wolf and not as 1t was in
reality — the lamb primed for sacrifice
like the hero of his favourite story.

Sieve Faith

LETTERS

Too pessimistic

Congratulations to lan Birchall for the qual-
ity of his articles on France in recent 1ssues
of 'Socialist Review'. He is right
(S.R. 1980:11) 10 emphasise the weakness of
the French reformist and revolutionary left,
and the “shift to the right”in French politics.

Birchall's well-informed article argucs
from such evidence that the left has few
prospects, and has lost the initiative, thercby
creating the possibility of an {(undetined)
‘ltalian-type” sitnation. This may be true,
but [ believe his pessimism is dangerous,
and—perhaps—cxaggerated.

France is unique among bourgeois demo-
cracies in having had nght-wing govern-
ments continuously since 1958, The
hreakdown of the Union of the Lefuin 197§,
and the subsequent bickering between the
CP and Sccialists, indeed make probable
another seven-vear mandate tor Giscard.
Despite this disarray, recent polls suggest
that the election will be a lot closer than
predicted. France remains divided almost
50:50 in electoral terms {Chscard won the
last election by less than 1 per cent of the
popular vote).

In addition, the mutual hostitity ot the
party leaderships is not shared by the electo-
rale. [n a recent mini-election—seven parl:-
amentary by-elections held on the same
dav—not only did Giscard’s party lose no
less than three seats, but Communist volers
pave massive support to Socialists in the
second round. In one case clectors—and
even ane CP branch—gnored a CP call for
abstention, and actually voted in increased
numbers to elect a lett Radical (a sort of
[iberal).

Thus, despite its best eftorts, the left
could yet defeat Giscard. A Miuerand pre-
sidency, while not tobe welcomed in itsett as
a victory for French workers, would open
up a new and challenging period for the left.

As for the unions, Birchall’s analysis is
apain one-sided. In-fighting between the
CP-controlled CGT  and the Socalist-

leaning CFDT is unfortunately not new.
Such sectarianism breeds pessimism and
resignation, and the torces working for
rank-and-file umty n struggle dre weak—
but 15n’t it on such a militant minority that
the SWP in Britain bases its ‘rank-and-tile’
sirategy?

Union membership, as Birchall says, is
lower than in Britain, and declining. But this
may be misleading. First, because most
union members belong to the politicised
minoriiy—class consciousness and  mil-
itancy extend much wider. Strkes fre-
quently involve non-uniomsts (in 1968 they
were Llhe majority), who also often look to
elected urnion reps (non-members have the
right to vote) tor support in day-to-day dis-
putes. A number of indications show that
support tor the unions 1s an important fac-
tor in France— and a troublinig one for the
employers. One could quote the results of
lhe nationwide elections for workers™ repre-
sentatives on indusirial tribunals—a major
victary for bona fide workers” organisations
{CGT, CFDT, FO) over the take unions
sponsored by the bosses and the extreme
right, Or the recent elections in key plants of
Renaull and Peugcot, which strengthened
the the CP-dominated CGT.

To argue from membership statistics
alone would be verydangerous. Can one say
that in Britain—where most workers hold a
union card—<class consciousness s higher
than in France? Or that anti-union attitudes
arc weaker? Il anvihing. the reverse 1s true.
Birchall does not make this mistake, but his
article could lead to a talse pessimism, The
French working class may be discouraged
by the squabbles of its lcaders, but it 15 far
from a spent force—witness the Manuirance
workers who symbolically occupied the
dome ol Sacré Coeur {(during a Mass!), or
the dustcart drivers who biocked all the
roads leading to the Elysed Palace, or the
strike committees operating iegal pirate
radios.

To come fnatly o the revolutionary
lefil—or at least the tweo groups which it
closely our idea of what a4 revolutionary
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organisation should be, the LCR (a bigger

version of the IMG) and 1.0,

Lutte Ouvriere have a certain credit with
the left-wing, mamnly CP influenced, electo-
rate: a well-known candidate, Arlette
Lagutller: a paper and style of propaganda
which is much more readable and acceptable.
to workers than anvthing produced by the
LCR: a serious approach to the industrial
work. Yet their line on the election seems to
be that it doesn’t reatly matter whao wins the
elections (imagine saving that in Britain
after 22 vears of Tory rute!), or that it is lost
in advance. Mihtancy plus propaganda for
revoiutionary sccialism, withoul a medium-
term strategy, Or even concrele suggestions
for activity here and now—LOQ's formula is
more than a hitle ured.

The LOR are right to think the clection is
tmportant. But they give the impression of
gambling everything on a  lelt-wing
victory—presumably that of Mitterand—
opening up a '1936-1ype” stivation {in 1236
the Popular Front victory at the polls trig-
gered off a massive strike wave), This s the
sense of their candidate, Alain Kriving’s slo-
gan: ‘The key 1o all change i3 to beat Gis-
card’. What perspective could the LOCR offer
in the case of a deteat? A further campaign
to persuade the CP and Socialists to work
together for the 19%3 electuons?

. And what would be the consequences of a
Mitterand victory? For the LCR there 15
only one scenario;: the working class sooner
or later takes to the streets and occupies the
factories in order to lorce a reformist
government to sausfy ats demands. And
what tf Mitterand, exptoiing the iflusions of
large sections of 1the class, adopts a policy of
managing the crisis at the expense ot
workers—and gets away with it (and from
their past record there 18 no guarantee that
the CP would oppose such a policy)?

The only way to avold the latter possibil-
ity, and prevent Mitrerand doing a Wilson.
Schmidt or Souares 15 to build a strong, inde-
pendent, revolutionary workers” party, And
this 1s where our real eriticism of the LCR
comes 1n. Not, as Birchall says, that ‘many
workers will follow the logic and vote for
Mitterand in the first round’.

The electoral systen i Britain, where
gvery vote lor a revolutionary candidate
takes one away Irom the Labour Party—
thereby increasing the chances of a Tory
victory—makes it very ditticult for the SWP
to mount a credible election campaign, But
i France the clectors have two bites at the
cherry and are perfectly capable of leaving
their anti-Giscard vote to the second round.,
in order to express a prelerence for a revo-
lutonary candidate in the first,

The probilem with the LCR s that a per-
lectly correct tacticul posinon, calling on the
reformist leaders to adopt a unity pact tor
the sccond round, has become almost the
only plank of Ltheir clection programme.

11 the revelutionary left fails 1o grow—
and the 198! Presidential clection v one
opportunity Tor it o do so—rhe outdook will
indeed be bleak. [t not, the Tudian road’ —
please deline, lan Birchall—is one posstble

M

scenario. Presumably not the only one. Let
the debate continuc—and hopelully with
our French comradcs.

Colin Falconer

Paris,

Sex and socialism

I would like to add one or two comments of

my own 10 the points raiscd by Barbara
Finch's letter on paedophilia in S& 1981: I
She says that ** ., children, as a group. are
dependant on adults, as 4 group, for food.
shelter and education/socialisation that
enables them to achieve an intellectual and
behavioural status with which to cope with
society's demands and obligations,” She
says that this will be true under any society.

Surely, our starting point must be 1o exa-
mine the effects that capiralist sociery has on
people’s relationships. Under capitalism,
people are prevented, as a rule, enjoving or
understanding their own sexuality. Moreo-
ver, the capitalist system quite clearly benef-
its  from this ‘sexual alienation.” The
inhibitions, the tears, the guill that is associ-
ated with sexual desire very early on (right
from the first time a mother takes the childs
hand away from it’s genitals with the words
“don't do that, it’s dirty!”*) all make it
harder for people to respond rationally to
their situation later an in life.

As the Marxist psycheologist Wilhelm
Reich pointed out ** ... every social order
creates those character forms which it needs
for i's preservation. In class socicty, the
ruling class secures it's position with the aid
of education and the nstitution of the fam-
(ly, by making it’s ideology the ruling ideo-
logy of all members of society.”™ And so [
would argue that through their dependance
on adults, tar from helping children *‘to
cope with society’s demands and obliga-
Hons” in a rational, class-conscious way, it
does exactly the opposite,

Baurbara Finch also says . there s no
way Lhat socicty can or should cheek up on
individual relationships.” That is simply not
irue—society 1s dotng it all the time, through
the family., through the media, through the
awtul way sex education is taught in schools
] L

Surely, as revolutionaries, we musl make
It clear that we are in principle in support of
sexud] trecdom foradults and children —but
that of course this freedom can only be
recognised 1n a soctalist society, and that in
the here and now we should be fighting for
tree abortion on demand, freely available
cuontraception, for gay rights, against the age
ol consent etc .. and against the reactionary
moralistic show trials tike the one mentio-
ned in Dave Evans oniginal article,

Keith Copley
frunstable

L

Take the trouble

Anti-gay prejudice 15 disgusiing  and
reactionary, and any sign of 1t n a
revolutionary orgamisation should be firmly
stumped on. Butr betore the Manchester

SWP Gay Group (SR 1981:1) start kEcping
tiles on comrades’ alleged lapses, they
should take the rrouble o read wiiat was
actually written,

(DThey claim that in Secialist Weorker 711
I linked ‘sodomy i(and thercfore
homosexuality) with French capitalism,” [
inked nothing, | gweted a3 remark by
Coluche, a clown who is running for (he
French presidency. 1 don’t in fact bélieve
Coluche’s remark  was  anti-gay  (anal
Intercourse may be homosexual or
heterosexual), but 1n any case [ felt i1 was
quite legitimate to give a quotation—clearly
labelled as such—of a tvpical comment from
Coluche, After all. §W in the past has
quated Thatcher and Martin ‘Webster.

(e s claimed that in oy article on
Simon Raven (&R 1980:'5) 1 ‘¢ uated
homosexuality with seif-ir Julgence, 1 did
nothing of the sort. I stated that Raven was
gay and self-indulgent. {Anvone who reads
The  English  Geatlemier or  the  semi-
autobiographical Fielding Gray can check
the truth of this) I I had sad 1di Amin was
a brutal black dictator would [ be accused of
gencralising about all blacks? What 1 tried
to arguc in the article was that although
Ruven portrays his gay characters in a
sympathetic hight, their homosexuaiity is
never dllowed to challenge the structures of
the existing order,

(1 They have totatly nusinterpreted a
passing—and  perhaps  too flippant—
comment 1n my piece on Stalinism, {SKR
1980:1{) It was certaimly never my intention
to criticise masturbation as such. (1f ! had
reterred to people hanging pictures of Stalin
an their walls, would Manchester SWP Art-
Lovers Group have writlen o compliain |
was against pamnting?) Nor do 1 have any
desire to censure anyhody’s fantasies, But
do the tetter’s writers really belicve that all
Fantasies  are equally good? Surely we
condemn tantasies about, say, the Yorkshire
Ripper—and the porn merchants  and
miltienaire  publishers  who  get  rich
encouraging  such fantasies. And Stalin

~ killed lar more people than the Ripper. Aill

was seeking Lo criticise was the distortion of
sexuality that was one—small—component
of the fascination of Stalin for a generation
of the lett. The comment was not anu-gay—
stalin had s many lemale tans as male. And
1t was nat ageist: it's simply i fact that the
generation that loved Stahin are now getting
aon oin years—they were worse when they
WETe YOUTNRer,

There are a lot ol questions abour sexual
pohitics thut the SWPstill needs 1o work on.
The current debate on pacdophilia in
Socialist Review, lor example, has scarcely
scratched the surface of the problem. But
the kind of discussion we need will not be
helped by misquotation und unfounded
ACCIsAllen.

{an Birchall
Nerth London.
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Soggy chips

The Microelectronics Revolution

Ed Towm Farrester,

Blackwell.

Microelectronics

A Labowr Party Discussion Docunient 8fip.

Thé growth of the microelectronics industry
aver the last decade has only recently been
matched by a similar growth in literature
about the ‘micro-chip revolunon’. Cur-
rently we are being engulted by 4 flood of
books, pamphlets, conferences and media
programmes. The ‘chip’ has become socom-
monplace that it even features in the worst
Jjokes of TV comedians. Yet to most workers
both the microprocessor itsell and the social
imphcations of its use are at best a mystery
and at worst an irrelevance. The new antho-
logy of writings by ex-New Socfery industnal
carrespondent and Labour Party member
Tom Forrester, sets out to counter this con-
fusion and apathy,

In three parts, the first section of this
cotlection looks at the “chip’ uselt, the
industry which i has spawned and the many
uses of microprocessors, with articles rang-
ing from the onginal 1975 piece by Bylinsky
in the American Fortune magazineg, which
set off the media stampede, to Forrester’s
own entertaining report on the Sthicon Val-
ley people of California, home of an elee-
tronics industry  allegedly as ‘perfectly
competitive as any industry could get’ as 1t
thrives on lucrative defence/space
contracts.,

The second section deals with the cco-
nomic and social implications of the chip,
the area of most interest to workers. An
article on Pedigree Pettoods’ gutomated fac-
tory in Melton Mowbray, a non-union com-
pany. demonstrates how one workforce
were duped by a clever management nto
accepting job losses and increased work
measure.

Hazel Downing's piece on the ‘Revolu-
tion in the Qffice’ is one of only two articles
in the book which take an explicitly Marxist
approach. She argues that the rapid auto-
mation of the office is a direct outcome of
the current econormic climate, which has
challenged capital’s tradnional sphere of
accumulation. Capital now secks to extend

its control aver hitherto peripheral areas of

the labour process such as the admimstra-
tive tasks, in an effort to cut costs and
increase efficiency. As Downing savs, new
technology 18 not part of some ‘inexorable
law of technological progress’ but ‘part of
capital’s strategy to continually realise
itself.” Her article refers at length to Braver-
man’s Labour and Monapoly Capital a clas-
sic text on technical change from a Marxist
perspective, and it seems strange that no
part of his work 15 included 1n this book.
The articles on industrial relations impli-
cations inchade a piece by Barry Sherman of
ASTMS, an APEX pamphlet ¢xtract and

surprisingly. in a book supported by the
Department ol Industry, an extract from
Chnis Harmans SWP pamphlet, & a
muachine after vouwr job? The official union
response, as  reiterated 1n each union
pamphlet on the subject 1s rather like a vic-
tim laying his head on the block in the belief
that it will cure a headache. New technology
1y welcomed as the saviour of Britain's ailing
cconomy and, lii;lk_cd 1o the usual demands
for import controls, is scen as (he means to
rebuild British capitalism.

Of course the unions want safeguards,
such as no enlorced redundancies or at least
redundancy pay or improved pay for the
survivors, or consultiation, etc. The main
thrust is for new technology agreements, the
latest trendy topic for indusirial relations
commentators {following planning agree-
ments. alternative plans, health and safety
agreements, participation plans, etc) which
in effeet are an old friends, in disguise—the

productivity agreement. However the num-

ber of such deals 15 wildly over-esvmated-—
they arc chiefly a white coliar strategy, and
rarely 1s there such an agreement covering
manials,

The last part ol this book discusses the
sei-fr “Information Society” ol the tuture,
with the prospect of a technocratic elite rul-
ing a world of de-skilled uncemployed.
Duaniel Bell's view 1s that all will be hunky-
dory while Welzenbaum asks the important
questian, ‘who 15 the henehiciary of our
much advertised technological progress and
who are 1ts vicums? Forrester's book does
nat answer this question, nor any others. As
a4 compendium ol views on technology the
book 15 a2 useful distllation of the arguments
but the editor’s briet introduction offers no
answers, only Questions, nor any sirategy
for workers actually facimg the threat.

The wviews of Forrester's own Labour
Party are laid down i1 a new pamphlet on
mictoelectronics produced by a working
party of MPs| trade unmon rescarch officers,

INustration: Sophie Grillet

etc. The main theme of this is that themagor
problem facing Britain is the re dllquﬁliﬁiﬂ“

adoption of new technology. This §s dug,lo
the failure of the private sector Lo anvest

adequately in new plant. Their ¢ 1nbm|1 1{=’J
major programme of public inv estrpenl cmd
public research and development 1o eufqu—
rage the growth -of a home- I:ms?dﬁ(l};p
industry. rdl o
Under a Labour government the, re Tgﬁe
ration of British industry will takc- plage
behind a wall of import controts dnq mth
state control over the mavement of Ld[[{;uL&il
Moreover this state controlled new T[t:t.,ll‘u.nu—
logy explosion will be 1 Lhe 1nle;cqt of
working people. Heard this qnn;r;uhere
before? Wisely the pamphlet does not luu
at previous examples of allempts by Ir*ﬂ:)
administrations to {oster techno) g ca
change nor the effects on emplmem ‘» Jhdt

happened after technological change: ”1 fl'_ht,
rLrry

steel industry? What will be the long gern
ettects on miners’ jobs of the NCH’ HFHII'II{JJH
automaled pit project? Whal plans Coes
British Rail have for using new lechm:: Pgw
to cut railwaymen’s jobs? Is the pub]u: squur
any more humane 1in its use, {_Jf
microprocessors? L

The real answers for workers lic ‘m rl:h;,
tvpe of strategy outhined in Harman's ‘%“WP
pamphlet, in workers’ own imposed Lﬂ[‘l-
trols over change, and in the inate |Lli‘ldrg‘r
of British capitalism to adapt to Lhdn;;:e [Aa
Nigel Harris has quipped, the best prutec—
tion against new technology at the ITIUITLEI‘I[
is the dearth of investment funds fﬂ“r new
plant). -

Most important s the realmauun lh.clt
technical change 1s nothing new—unr[\crq
nave been on the recciving end of I‘I‘Jdﬂ.ij:,l:-
ment attempts to de-skill, work mcasure,
automaite, ete for over two centuries. ]ndt‘:ed
it was those changes which helped form a
working class with 1ts own {Jrgdl'llbdll{}nb
and 1dcology. Workers have L{'J'I'!‘-rl*-.tﬂﬂll‘-r
adjusted to every move L0 INCrease f.,m.tml
over their working lives by creating ncw
forms of struggle. Despite the much publl—
cised use of robots at Longbridge and H;ill—
wood, BL and Ford still have drastic
problems of control over their workers.

Maoreover the new skills being created by
new technology will give some workers
immense power aver production. A ;b{md
example of this was the experience ol W"hu—
bread, who built a new brewery on a gr::;,n
field site in rural Wales with the Ei:[j:t'EHH
intention ot avoiding labour troubles. [I{m-
ever, once built they they had to nfﬁ_r the
electrical maintenance jobs to the’ . aub—
contractors' employees because there m.n:
no skilled workers in the arca. The flCCtI'l*
citans accepted and then promptly w;*_nt on
strike and retused to make the final u‘mr'ién,-
tions necessary to srart pmduumn_rmml
management agreed to a hefty pay settictent
and job security. Only orgamsed resistance
at shop and office floor level can ensure real
prolection from new technology, bur then
that's an old story!

Keith Brown
3



Between war and revolution

The Blood of Spain
Ronafd Fraser
Penguin £4. 93

It would be dilficult to praise this book too
highly. 1t 1s probably the best book yei to be
written on the Spanish Civil War. And it 1s
written from a revolutionary standpoint.,

Fraser shows how the Civit War was not
just a struggle between those who stood fora
demaocratic republic on the one side and
those who wanted an aothoritanian regime
on the other. It was the culminalion of class
tensions that had been growing for decades.
And these tensions were, 1in both town and
counliry, capitaiist tensions, between on the
one hand a bourgeoisie that owned both
industry and the land, and on the other,
workers, landless labourers and some of the
poor peasants. The picture was complicated
by the republican sentiments of sections of
the petty bourgeoisie, and by the reactio-
nary, religious attitudes of the peasantry in
parts of Northern Spain. But the central
1Ssues were ofass 1ssues,

IMscussion on the war at the time {(and
since) was dominated by one major argu-
ment: the argument defined by Frascr as
‘between war and revolution’. Was it neces-
sary for the workers to abandon the making
of a revolution tn order to win the war? This
was the contention of the Communist Party,
the right wing socialists, the Socialist-led
povernmert formed in Madrid in the second
month of the war, the Catalan natonahst
party and, eventually, the main stream
anarcho-syndicalist leadership. Or was it
necessary to lorget about the war and simply
concentrate on the revolution? This was
gffectively the attitude of much of the rank
and filc in the CNT, thc anarcho-syndicalist
umon that dominated the key sections of the
working class.

Fraser insists that both positions were
wrong. It was impaossible to torget the revo-
lution while waiting lor victory in the war.
Interms ol conventional warfare, the repub-
lic was bound o lose, given that Germany
and lialy supported Franco and that Britain
and France were happy (o see the left detea-
ted. What 15 more. the revoluton was
already underway, with the enthusiastic
backing of the vast mass of rank and file
workers, To “postpone’ 10 meant attacking
the conquests of these workers physically.
demobilising them and destroying their
enthusiasm for the strugele against Franco,

This was, in tact, what happened. In the
lirst months of the war, Madnd could be
delended against apparently overwhelming
odds because, at the last minute, the people
In arms were aroused to g revoluhionary
defence,

By contrast the cities where the revolution
never really got ot the ground (Trun, San
Sebastian, Bitbao) or where it had been rol-
led back 1n the interests of "“winmng the war’
{Barcelona at the beginming of 1939 Madnd
andd” Valencia two months later), mass pas-
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sivity enabled the Francoist troops to march
In against very little resistance.

The other alternauve, ol making the revo-
lution and ignoring the needs of the war was
equally doomed. Fraser shows the anarcho-
syndicalist masses fighting heroically to
almost defcat the mitial fascist coup, and
then going back 1o their factories and locali-
ties to build {ecaf revolutionary structures,
giving the fascists a chance to strike back.

War 1s the highest form of class siruggle.
And it cannot be won without a single army
fighting the enemy’s single army, a single
slrategy countering the enemy's single strat-
egy. The failure of fhe great mass organisa-
ton of Spain’s workers to sec this meant
that 1n the hrst months of the war, the revo-
lutionary nitiative n the locahiies wias not
translated into any national revelutionary
strategy  against the armed troops of
counter-revolution. Even 1n the jocalitics,
the individual nucler of revolutionary initia-
tive and power were not transtated into
coherent structures,

The result, inevitably, after a couple of
months was victory tor those who argued
for postponing the revolution until the war
was won. It only took a few mititary defeats
for the republican forces to make the
anarcho-syndicalist leaders sec that a natio-
nal strategy was needed. And since they
rctused a national strategy based upon a
revolutionary state, they had to opt lor one
based on a non-revolutionary state.

[n Catalonia, where (he anarcho-
syndicalists were  strongest, their leaders
(including Durruti) refused an ofter ai the
very beginning of the war tfrom the lecader of
the Catalan government Company’s that
they should take power; from that point
onwards 1t was tnevitable that they should
end up coliaborating in structures of bour-
2E018 POWET,

The lirebrands of the 1berian Anarchist
Federation became mimsters just hike any
olher ministers,

Fraser contends there was an aliernanve

1o the false chotce of war or revolution—
revolutionary war. This could have been
waged, with success, he suggests. Bul 11
would have reguired the working class to
have begun 1o buld 1ts own centralised
structure of power.

The varnous revolotionary commnutices
that had been thrown up maore or less spon-
Lancously couid have been linked together
into a national structure, providing the basis
for a national strategy that was both revolu-
tionary and military.

Everything then would have been diffe-
rent. The sefzure of the factories by the wor-
kers could have been an aid to war
production, not the diversion it often was.
The enthusiasm of the militias could have
been directed into the discipline an army
needs if 1t 15 not to [allapart the first time 1t’s
oflensive w checked. The necessary repres-
sion against the many reactionary sympathi-
sers wilthin the republican held areas could
have been organiscd more thoroughly, with-
out the elements of undirected randomness
which drove many non-gxplotting sections
of the middle class into the enemy camp.
The necessary struggle against the reactio-
nary structures ot the church need not have
taken on crude torms that strengthened the
hold of the rnight over the more relipious
sections of the peasantry. Above alt, the best
fighters 1n the war would have been seen to
be the revolutionaries, not those in the Com-
munist Party who argued against
revolution,

The positions Fraser ArgUes are very sim-
Har to those presenled al the time by the
dissident communists of the POUM. Bu
Fraser 1s prepared to criticise these as well
Oft OCCasIions.,

The power ot Fraser's book does not,
howcver, come from the bare bones of his
argument alone. It comes from the way it 15
argued and justified. The technigue 15 as
revolutionary as the argument. For the
book takes the torm of extracts trom hun-
dreds of interviews with participants in all
the movements on both sides in the war,
This enables you to feel the class issues
underlving the struggle as they were
reflected—and distorted—in the conscious-
ness of dilterent socral groups and political
formations. Fhe struggle 1s seen from the
point of view of the anarchist worker, the
reactionary Catholic peasant, the Stalintst
commissar, the Basgue priest, the fascist
idcotogue, the right wing socialist, the lett
recpublican, the fitth columnist in Madrid,
the conscript who deserts from Franco's
army to the republic. Tt s this interaction of
perspectives that enables you to grasp what
held together (the lorces on either side —and
tor see how a genuinely revalutionary policy
from the workers” erganisations could have
changed the balance of forces.

The book 15 a very tong read (although 1
had ditficulty putting it down), and people
with no knowledge at all about the civil war
may hind it takes a littie Loo much for granted
(1f 5o ook Niest al George Orwell’s Flomage
ro Caralonia or Prerre Broue and Emile Ter-
mime's FThe War and the Revolution in
Spainy. But 1t you get the chance, read it
Chris Harman
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enormous arms expenditure of the Warsaw
Pact.

A minor criticism s of the out of dateness,
somc of which could have been avoided by
using national sources as well as the mterna-
tional ycarbooks. The potes at the back
should be read. All in all, an excellent £5.95
worth.

Sue Cockerill

Missing workers

The state of the world atlas
Michael Kidron & Ronald Segal
FPan £3. 95

A book of maps from a soclalist perspective
has to be winner, and Pluto Press have done
an excellent job in producing this atlas,
which covers a very large range of subjectsin
an accessible and imaginatve way. [0 15
impossible to list the aspects of the state of
the world which are dealt with: just take a
look yourself in a bookshop. What is worth
saying is that it isn't just the obvious [acts of
wealth differences in the world which are
illustrated. There are maps ol class strug-
gles, showing major urban upheavals in the
tast two decades, and the state of trade unio-
nism worldwide. And maps of nationahst
and reglious movements, women workers’
importance in the workforce, abortion
rights, pollution.

One of my favourites illustrates the battle
against nuclear power, with symbols for stri-
kes, sabotage and contlicts with the police.
A far cry from the average school atlas.

The advantage of this form of presenta-
tion is, firstly, it allows facts and stanstcs
which can seem very boring to be looked al
in an exciting way: tor example, the [act that
Angola’s Gross National Product is lower
than the income of Coca-Cola Ing, 1s much
more likely to grab the attenlion on a4 map
than in text or lables. A book containming all
the facts in this atias in any other form
would be as boring as the Guiness Buok of
Records, Secondly, maps give an internatio-
nalist perspective on the facts naturally,
which is difficult to equal inanother format.
Any atlas encourages thoughts about what
the rest of the world 1s like: this ane gives a
lot of answers, and must raise more pohtical
questions in the readers’ head about how it
came to be like this, and what can be done
about it. Obviocusly a very useful book for
teachers, but also fascinating to almost
anvbody. |

Some eriticisms though: while accepting
the enormous difficulties in collecting and
makingcomparable the statistics used {cspe-
cially as bias is built-in to many of them, and
governments and international bodies are
the only source available for most), the pol-
itical impact of some of the maps presents a
problem.

For cxample, the map showing exploita-
tion rates takes as a measure payroll relative
to output, which produces the (absurd)
result that exploitation appears to be much
higher in, say. Mauritania, than in Japan or
the United States. Absurd from a Marxist

standpoint. that is (as Mike Kidron himselt

has shown). The note in the back of the book
acknowledges this: ‘Exploitation in nch sta-
tes appears to be lower than in poor states,
when the opposite may well be the case’
Given that producing a proper mgasure 1y
probably tmpossible with the information
available. it would have been wiser to omit
the map. The authors decided against pro-
ducing a map showing unemployment tor
just the reason that official figures lor most
of the world were completely useless, so 1t s
odd that they chose otherwise m this case.

There is also a general problem when it
comes to dealing with the ‘sociahist’ coun-
trics: reliable figures are just not available.
On many of the maps, these areas are lelt
blank. On the other hand, some of the maps
do show measures of the standard of hiving
in these countries, tigures which naturally,
the governments do make available. The
[igurcs are nat in themselves necessarily dis-
torted, but perhaps the overall eflect 1s: for
example. Russia is shown to have high levels
of education and medical provision. while
the *Slumland’ map is blank for almost all of
the FRastern bloc. The debt map 15 also mar-
ked “data not available' although in tact
information is available on the debt of the
Eastern bloc countries. On a political level
the maps are better, showing repression of
workers and national minorities, and the

The Soviet Union since Stalin

Fdited by Stephen F Cohen, Alexander
Rabinowitch, Robert Sharfet.
MacMiltan (Indiana University Press)
£4.95

On Soviet Dissent

Royv Medvedev interviewed by Prero
Cereéfine.

Constable £5. 95

The working class 1 the most important
element in Soviet society. [t is the only class
which will bring about change in the Sovict
Union. Events in Poland have made this
clear. Yet. the working class is completely
omitted from The Sovier Union since Stafin,
though its editors are ‘trendy lefty’ academ-
ics. The book covers almost every other con-
ceivable aspect of Soviet lile. As in all
compilations, some of the articles are good,
(on Krushchev, on the Soviet middle class)
some are bad (on agriculture and econom-
ics) and the majority fall in between, They
all, however, have a unifving theme—how
much has the Soviet Union changed since
Stalin? Some very interesting conclusions
can be drawn from them.

Stalin dragged Russia into the modern
age by her hair. He virtually created Soviet
industry, he consolidaled the regime and
made the Sovict Union a superpower, This
might have been done in several ways. Stalin
did it through the concentration of all power
and resources in the country inte a gigantic,
hrutal, grossly over-centralised siate
machine, under hus personal command.

His successors faced a different task—
developing the Soviet Union o a more
compheated, highly-skilled, diversitied
industrial society. Essential for this were
economic decentralisation, higher living
standards. political hberalisation. The
Sovict Union has progressed in this diree-
tion since Stalin, but not nearly fast or lar
enough. Change has been severely impeded
by the necd to maintain military priontes
(because of mivalry with the West), and by
the continued existence of the monstrous
state bureaucracy, stafled by officials witha
vested imterest in the status guo.

Whenever the leadership (Krushchey,
Kosygin) have attempted change. the
bureaucrats silently made sure that their
etforts came to nothing. As a result the
Saviet system is shuddering to a hall. Stag-
nation prevails in the ideological, economic
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and poliucal sphere. The ideology of
Marxism-Leninism 15 set and static. The
middle class {the intelligensia) has become
dissaftected and cynical. Industry is clogged
down by red tape andis absurdly inefficient,
agriculture 15 1n a crisis which no amounnt of
mvestment seems able to mitigate. There1s a
drastic shortage of housing, consumer
goods, and, increasingly, of food. Wages are
low. The working class is gradually turning
to the strike weapon in protest, The political
system 15 headed by a group of doddery old
men, chinging obstinately to the old ways. So
tar, with the help ot the state machine, they
have dealt successfully with outbursts of
discontent.

The dissidents (mostly middle class) have
been shut up in psychiatric hospitals,
thrown into labour camps, or forced to emi-
grate. Almeoest all the leading figures have
been silenced.

The excepuon is Roy Medvedev. And he
15 still at large, stll writing, still allowed
mterviews with Western jounalists, only
because, when it comes to the crunch, he
takes the side of the Sowviet regime rather
than the dissidents. He is incessantly prai-
sed, almost venerated, by Marxist circles in
the West (for example, New Lefr Review), as
the leading Marxist dissident. [ myself had a
great respect Tor him—until 1 read what he
has 1o sav in On Sovietr Dissent.

Here hg reveals his true colours—that his
Marxism, tor all its democratic varnish, is
essentially that ol Soviet (ie Stalinist) Marx-
isn1. Not only does he believe inthe capacity
and desire of the Soviet rulers to introduce
change from above, he also states that cen-
sorship and repression are good for writers
because it stimulates them to produce better
stuff. he says that most of the people sent to
camps are ‘persons of weak character”;, he
delends the government’s refusal to allow
sakharov 1o collect his Nobel prize, on the
cxcuse that he knows military secrcts; he
side-steps the ssue ol psychiatric abuse; he
declares that the Soviet Union has no natio-
nality problem and that ‘the Soviet citizen is
dllowed more latitude to state his grievances
than he s inclined to utilise™ All this shows
that Mcdvedev has become another Yeviu-
shenko, a person who abuses his reputation
as a dissident and prohits from his interna-
tional lame, while taking care 1o remain
acceptable 1o the Soviel bureaucrats and
preserve o comtortable existence,

Working class discontent, like intellectual
discontent, has been stitled by individual
repression. Those who complain at work are
instantly dismissed. There is no collective
working class organisution, only puppet
unians run by the state, The Soviet working
class has long been cowed, Bul now things
are changing. Adempts to Form free trade
unpons and strikes in Soviet car factories in
Crorky and Toghattipgrad preceded the mass
upsurges in Poland. Strikes all over the bor-

derlunds tollowed theny. The 21 demands of

the Podish workers are now circulating in
samizdat i the Soviet Union. Tt may not be
long betore Soviet workers are ivllowing
therr example.

Claire Herschield

RE

Looking behind
the wire

Television has at last cottoned on o the

problems concerming a little colony west of

[iverpool called Ireland—or so Robert Kee
in conjuction with BBC/RTE would have us
beheve. On the other hand 1TV's froubles
pointed out that if anty British capitalism
did not exist there would be no problem at
all.

Such 1s the approach to the question by
the sparring nctworks, However, as far as it
goes, anything that s shown on the main-
land about the 32 counties 1s more than
welcome, and it is with this thought in mind
that I viewed both series.

Nerther have been radical, which is to he
expected, bur in a reformist context The
Troubles has oflered a move postive res-
ponse, 1T has taken as its base year 1968 and
has traced the history back ttom there—an
important value judgement since the British
public have by and large been kept tgnorant
ol the realities across the water, BBC howe-
ver takes 1ts principles from the exact time
and birth of one Robert Kee, the David
Attenborough of the peat bogs.

The difterence of approach is well illus-
trated by the treatment afforded to the 1845
tamine. 4 Televivion Histerv although impli-
cating Westminster, ended up blaming the
civil servant Trevelyan because he bungled
the reliet and poor liws, One man alone
could cause so much hungere? I'TV at least
had the decency to pose the guestion of mass
genoaide as Brinsh government policy. An
cditorial in the Times of the day had wel-
comed the deaths and entorced emigration
as going some way tosolving the Irish ‘prob-
fem”, But dear Robert would not be likely o
mention that, would he? Tt might affect his
academic credo.

IE ever a televised history plodded, the
BBC production does: Tanet and  John
baoks in waoodcus,

LET oug FLAG
RUN Oyt STRAIGHT
IN THE winp
T™E o1p Rep
SHALL BF
FLOATED:
AGAN

But it A4 TV History is turgid and long
winded then The Troubles has suflered from
what can only be described as terminul brev-
ity Qbviously one cannot encompass ail the
intricacies in only five programmes, but
having poscd a question why nol answer it?
To ithustrate the point: in the fourth episode.
some unique documentary footage was used
including the Civii Rights march being led
intex @an ambush by loyalists with the conni-
vance ol the police. who had promised to
protect the demonstrators. But apart from a
brief appearance of People’s Democracy
person Michael Farrell and a2 cameo of Ber-
nadette there was no [urther explanation.
No “Free Derry —where are vyou
McCann?—none of the Provo rompings by
O'Connell and O°Brady to embarrass the
British government. Especially no insight
inte the IRA sphit, or the nise of militant
Protestants, not the likes of Paisley, but
those of the 1lk of Glen Barr and Andy
Tyrie who were later to become the Ieaders
of the Lilster Workers Council strike of 1974
and the UDA,

The conclusions both programmes are
working towuards are a long way from a
umited Ireland. [TV comes nearest, buc it is
hampered by s own caution. The BBC does
not appear 1n the Teast embarrassed by its
openly parusan views, We must be cautious
about heaping praise on the 1TV series
simply because is competitor is so abysmal.
More media coverage ol the Insh question is
certainly ta be welcomed—but with open
arms?

John Caveney




Chicago had nothing on this

Everyone knows Hackney in East London is the o = ¢ __
centre of the universe. That sacred spot on the M
map from whence, each Wednesday morn-
ing, as the sun rises over the crumbling
tenements, fresh new copics of Socialist
Worker roll hot off the press to be
dispersed to all corners of the
vlobe. Now Hackney has another
claim to fame: it was the setting
for a new cops and robhbers TV

saga called Wolcort.

Piloted in mid-Fanuary in the ITY Bext
Setfer slot, Befeott 1s being considered Tor 4
luture weekly series. In the context of British
telesision ot is o cop saza with o difference: ils
hero is black, Written by 1w o Americans resi-
dent in Britain, Frafeort is an attempt o relo-
cale the conventional Hollywoeod torgh copin
a4 realistic British setting  complete  with
British-stvle police corruption and British-
stvie racism, A pood deal of cHorl s put into
conveying The “sociolpwecal” details in ithe
hackyeround.

In case you missed the pilot episodes,
Fachuard Cirthbwn Fills in the story so Tar:

I'pisode T begnes with Walcott kickng
ot felon m the meeuth and throwing ano-
ther tlrough o plate glass window, Such
dedication to duty st recesve os righthul
reas e, amed the man s duly promoted to
detectis e, For the Lst wme e pecls off the
deah blue untoran ol the Mt

COLEl 1oy 1Ten L soette s wy e hnn, snazzaly
attired inome of the twenty Five wlute <o
wlich 11l s winrdrobe, Bouandimg up the
steps ol bs new ek, WalootUs warkmutes
are L from oserpoved when thev discover
the vithmie orgems of ther new colleague. but
agick fles of the muscles and asternglare
sends these Foroes ot regcthion seuattling tor

COVCT

A briel encounter with the police <luct
whe tells him thuat he hus ned been prometed
hociuse he s black bat becanse ol his remar-

kable taleny Tor throwime sviblais throash
windows, and Waolcott woready 1o sgp outon

bis reew mvssion: moking Hackney o place
where decent people can hve oo slums with-
ol the constant fear ol beineg mueeed as
they come vut o the dole odlee,

Arded rather rebuctantly by i chiess play-
ing black vourh club leader aod o vadical-
sl Amuerican journabist —FTV 'S iswer o
Latren Bacall—Waolgont [hil
compaired b Hackney 1930~ Chicago wis

Jiscovers

dabout as nwless s the Vabwean ity Agaanst
i hick-ground peopled by Sacrafisg Hovkoer
sellers and NE thogs vwo rival gangs, one
Black . vme white, are enpaeed na bioody
feud as 1o who should extort prolection
money Irean the Tocal baked bean wholes-
aler, The black aung ace impelled o ever
masticr devds as a0 means of bringing
Babyvlon toats koees, whole the white gang
need no such deological prompting. They
beat up people for the tun of it

By epinode three Hacknes has become Lhe
world centre tor rhe tratficking o) hwerom,
The gangs blast one another bloodily mnto
cteratly, Mre Big of the whire gang s lell
mmpaled onoan Alrican spear, while his
opposite number shools the vouth clob lea-
der and takes WolcotCs mon hostiage, Now
dehadeed, Wolcott rushes to the scene but
tails to prevent his mother and the villam
plummetting 1o an ugly death. Wolcott'™s
reputation s at stake. e must turn hos
ATFCATIONS T COrrEpUion 1 s awn ranks,
The hinad frame fteezes as Wolcorto and the
koy wvillain of the force contronl une ano-
ther, shooters in hand, Will our hero sur-
vive? . lune 1n nest time,

Nol much different from the familiar Hol-
lywood pothboiler, you might argue. But
clearly it was intended (o be. Interviewed by

the Craardian, producer Jacky Stoller identi-
ficd Wolcott as a programme with a mission

Ithunk that somenmes deamo can cdu-
caate mre ettectively than documentary,
Certainiy it has the epportunity o educate
morye people because s gudienee sowdor,
BBut i also has the fagihity o omake people
tdenudy with characters troun an alien and
previowsly misunderstood gooup gnd that
can lead to svympathy tor groap)”

The best ol liberal intentions, But is il pos-
sible 1o deal effectively with the problem of
racism in this wav? [s Wolcort the kind of
programme that will have prople arguing the
issues in their workplace nest morning? Does
it make people think about the police i the
wiay the Law and Ovrder series did?

Bippin Patel comments an the programme:

The Metropalitan police were said to be
el unliappy aboul Baofeoss wluch surels
must boe g parnt o s lavour, The pro-
gramme showed the police foree as racist
and corrupt. buat there wis nothing toomake
Chivse wlio hiave read the stories about bBlack
hids e hurassed but don’i believe 1t
really happens, actually think dgan. Basi-
cally the writers don't understand the prob-
lems faced by vounye blacks in Britain today,
They were more at home portravimge the
fime Onid set. The Dlacks didn’t come across
as real people, Bven the Language  was
wrong—peaple don’c talk “muan this”, man
that” any maore, that™s strasght cut of Ameri-
can movies ke Naafr. Phe only message lor
Black  kids was don™t get nvolved in
crime—you got blown awav.” Hopelully'
aticr Woleott any black kid who had
thoupht about jommng the police force
would think again!




THE SOCIALIST ABC

is for the

Union of Workers,
the union that lasts to the end

in all countries the wrath of the workers
first ook the form of solated revolts,

In all countries these isolated revolfs
gave rise to more or less peaceful
strikes.

W Whal significance have strikes (or
stoppages) for the struggle of the work-
ing class? T'o answer this quesiion, wo
must first have a fuller view of strikes.
The wages of a worker are determincd
by an agreement belween the employer
and the worker, and 1f. under these
circumstances, the individual worker is
completely powerless, it 15 obvious that
workers must fight jointly lor their
demands, they are compelled to organise
strikes either to prevent the employers
from redicing wages or to ohtain higher
wages, [t 15 a4 tact that 1n every country
with a capitalist system there are strikes
of workers,

< As capitalism develops, as big facto-
ries arc more rapidly opened, as the
pelty  capitalists are more and more
ousted by the hig capilalists, the more
urgent hecomes the need for the joint
resistance of the workers, because un-
employment  increases,  competition
sharpens beilween (he capitalists who
strive to produce their wares at the
cheapest and the fluctuations ot industry
become more accenluated and crises
More acuie,

W Sirikes, which arise out of the very
nature of capitalist society, signify the
besinning of the working-class struggle
againgt that system of socicty, When
the rich capitalists are confronted by
individual, propertyless workers. this
signifies tte wutter enstavement of the
workers, But when the workers state
their demands jointly and refuse to sub-
mit to the money-bags, Lthey cease to be
slaves, they become human beings, they
hegin 1o demand that their labour should
nol only serve to cnrich a handiul of
idlers, hui should also enable those who
work to live like human beings.

3 [n normal, peaceful times the worker
does his job wilhout a murmur, does
not contradict the employer, and does
not discuss his condition. In times of
strikes he states his demands in a loud
voice, he reminds the employers of all
their abuses, he claims his rights, he docs
not think of himselfand his wages alone,
he thinks of all his workmates who have

downed tools together with him and
who stand up for the workers’ cause,
fearing no privations.

< Every sirike means many privations
ior Lhe working people, terrible pri-
vations that can be compared only to
the calamities of war  hungry famihes,
logs of wapes, often arrests, banishment
from the towns where they have thewr
homes and their employment. Despite
all these sullerings, the workers despise
those who desert their fellow workers
and make deals with the employers.
‘People who endure so much {o bend
one single bourgeols will be able to break
the power of the whole bourpeoisie,
said one  great teacher ot souvualism,
Tingels, speaking of the strikes of the
English workers.

+r Fvery sirike brings thoughts of social-
ism very foreibly to the worker’s mind,
thought of the struggle of the entire
working class for emancipation from ihe
oppression of  capital, Tt has ofien
happened that belore a big strike the
workers of a ceriamn factory ora certain
branch of industry or of a certain fown
knew hardly anyihing and scarcely ever
thought about socialism; bui alier the
strike, study circles and  associations
become much more widespread among
(hem and more and more workers
hecome socialists,

9 A strike teaches workers to under-
stand what the streagth of {he em-
plovers and whai the sirength of the
workers consists i it teaches them
nol to think of their own employer
alone and not of their own immediale
woThkmates  alone  but  of all  the
employers, the whaole c¢lass of capitalists
and the whole class ol workers.

J The government itself knows tfull
well that strikes open the eyes of the
workers and for this reason il has such
a fear of sirikes and does everything Lo
stop them as yuickly as possible. One
German Minister ol the Interior, one
who was notorious for the persistent
persecution  of  socialists  and  class-

conscious  workers, stated before the
people’s represeniatives: ‘Behind every
strike lurks the hydra [monstert of

revolution.’ Every strike strengthens and
develops in the waorkers the understand-
ing 1that the government is (heir enemy
and Lhat the working class must prepare

itself o strugele againsi the government
for the people’s nghts.

W This is the reason that socialists call
strikes ‘a school of war’, a school in
which the workers learn to make war
on their enemies for the liberation of
the whole people, of all who lahour.

‘A schoal of var’ s, however, not
war itself. When strikes are widespread
amaong the workers, some ol the workers
(including  some  soclalists)y begin 1o
believe thut the working class can contine
itself to sinkes, stnke funds. or strike
associations alone; that hy stnkes alone
Llhe working class can aclueve a con-
siderable improvement 1n its conditions
or cven itsemancipation, it s o mistaken
ide. Strikes are owme of the ways in
which the working class struggles for
its emancipation. but they are not the
only way. and i the workers do not
lurn thetr atlention to other means of
conducting the struggle, they will slow
down the growth and the successes of
the working class.

< Tiven in those countries  where
workers' unions exist openly and have
huge funds at their disposal, the working
class can still not conline ilself Lo strikes
as a mcans ol struggle, All that 15 neces-
sary is a hitch in the affairs of industry
(a crisis} and the factory owners waill
even deliberately causc strikes, hecause
it is to their advantage to cease work for
a time and to deplete the workers” funds,
The workers, theretore, cannol, under
any circumstances, confine themselves
to strike aciions and strike associations,
Tt is strikes that have gradually taught
the working <lass of all countries o
stripggle  apainsi Lhe governments for
workers” nights and for the rights of the
people as a whole., Only a socialisi
workers' party can carry on Lhis struggle
by spreading among the workers a true
conception ol the government and of
ihe working-class canse.

L]

J Strikes are, as we said above, ‘a
of war® and not the war itsell, strikes are
only one means of struggle, only one aspect
of the working-class movement. From
individual strikes the workers can and must
go over, as indeed they rac actually doing in
all countries, 1o a struggle of the entre
working class for the emancipation of all
who labour.

V.[. Lenin [5%3




