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6 MONTHS ON

The miners’ strike has now reached a crocial
stage. At the time of writing the outcome of
the TUC conference isn't known. But it is
clear that if the right wing block support for
the miners at the TUC it will be a major blow
1o the strike.

Aflter six months on strike the muners now
find themselves fighting on home ground.
The focus is no longer round steel or the
power stations. The emphasis now s
stopping the Coal Board’s attempts to
prompt a drift back to work,

Some evidence for the depth of support for
the strike was shown by the failure of the
Coal Board’s back to work push in August.
Despite all the press propaganda and all the
inducements only a few solated scabs
responded.

The miners succeeded 1n holding the line.
But they now find themselves fighting a
defensive battle. A battle, however, that is
st1ill there 10 be won.. _

The Tories have been helped in their deter-
mination to crush the minersby Terry Dufty,
Bill Sirs and Neil Kinnock. But
unfortunately the left wing controlled unions
have ensured the miners fight on n
isolation. The transport workers n
particular settled the docks strike in July,
having made no effort to go on the otfensive
by fighting to extend the National Dock
Labour Scheme,

The turning point

The leadership of the NUM —particularly
the arca leaderstups—who have led the
dispute haven't taken the sirike forward. The
rank and file took the picketing into Notting-
hamshire in the first week. But it took the
NUM's national leadership six weeks to
faorce the Notts arca to call for those pickets
to be respected.

The shift to hitting steel production came
late and was blunted by the area leaderships
granting dispensations to local steel works.,

The turning point ot the strike was the
battle of Orgreave. Scargill joined the picket
lines but the Yorkshire area leadership
blocked the kind of mobilisation both in and
out of the pus which could have shut the
coke works. Since then there have naot been
mass pickets of key targets bike steel plants.
We've seen large scale picketing but 11 has
usually been of the pits themselves, trying 10
stop any back 1o work campaign succeeding.,

The strike 1s now on the defensive. But
there 15 no sign of 1t collapsing. The best
response 1o Coal Board attempts to achieve
large scale scabbing is to organise regular
visits by activists o every striker. That
wouldn’t only help maintain the strike but
could increase the numbers available tor
picketing.

The best way to build solidarity cutside
the pits 1s through g weekly levy. The very
Lrocess of collecting in the cash allows the
arguments to be had ahout the sirike. In

severdl workplaces pits have been adapied
and cash 15 taken directly there by those
workers who've given it.

Six months ago the Tornies provoked the
strike expecting a quick victory, Despite all
their etforts they’ve lailed to undermine the
strike. But lack of leadership has meant the
strikers have continually found themselves
pushed back on (o the detensive.

Y

Scargill’s strike

It's mpossible 1o talk abour the strike
withoul mentioming  Arthur Scargili, the
mast  hated union  leader in Britain,
according to the press {and thut was betore
the strike began). He has casta giant shadow
over the last six months, The Tories and
MacGregor depict him as a power mad
extremist tearing at the tabric of civilisatuon.
He 15 clearly extremely popular with the
miners. Even for socialists eritical of the role
of all umon leaders, there 1s something abourt
Scargidl which seems 1o be different.

And the tact s, Scargill s difterent. Anv-
one familiar with the Len Murray or Alastr
Graham style of umon leader cant only
delight in watching Scargill arcue with
reporters, get drrested on picket lines and
reluse 1o condemn picket violence. But there
are lmportant reasans w Ay Scargali acts as he
does. And there are important Limitations on
his aclivity.

Firstly he comes from a background of
rank and file organtsation m the Yorkshire
coallield. Although a crinicisim of Scargilt s
that he has {orgotten many of the lessons he
[earnt 1n those days, nonetheless e <ull
rellects 1t to some extent, That 15 why he s
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prepared to ptcket in certain circumstances
and why he appears 1o have much more teel
tor the strikers on the ground thana number
of the arca leaderships,

But it 1s tor that reason as well that the
Tories want to make an example ot Scargill
and the way he 1s running the strike. They
preter their trade union leaders more tame
and distant trom the members they claim
1o represent.

Secondly, Scargill has hittle chowce but to
fight, A stake for him s s whole future asa
uniin leader. Certainly there are those
within the NUM leadership itsell wlho would
Iike to see the back of hun, That 15 why on
occasions he has atempted to appeal over
the heads of the arca leaderships. Certainly
the latter don't all feel 5o threatened. Jack
Tavlor knows that the massive Selby com-
plex assures a tuture tor the unton in York-
shire whether this strike wins or loscs,

These tfuctors force Scargil] o act 1o the
lett ot the leaders but with Little room to
manaeuvre. He cannot break tully trom the
otlier NUM leaders, or from the straegy
mapped out, Although m the early duss, he
was Quite an cnlilusiastic supporter o iiss
pickeung, since Orgreave he has moved
miuch closer to the other bureaucrats, There
s not beenany attempd 1o repeat the sortal
miss picketing  which  took  place  at
Orgreave.

Organising rank and file

The Clyde Workers” Computtee 1o 1915
gave cxcellent guidelines on how o treat
leaders like Scargill: “We wall support the
cHi1cnels just s long as they rightly represent
the workers, but we will act independent]y
tmmediately they misrepresent them.”

Ln other wordsosocuslisis should recognise
the impurtant ditterences berween Scargll
and s number ot cther wmon leaders, and ry
Lov use those difterences 1o the advantage of
the rank and file. But we should nat have any
Hiusions.

I owas Scargill whoe wanted to set up o
puper trade union anternational  swth
countries hike Poland—a country which now
is breakimg the strike by supplying scab coal.
[rwas Scareill who betore the steike pat -uch
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faith in1 the Triple Alliance from above, with-
out talkimg aboul building the rank and file
inks from below between different unions
which alone could have ensured 1ts success.
And it is Scargill who still keeps the argu-
ments within the executive hehind closed
doors, mmstcad of taking them o the
meimbers.

His pracutice can be extremely good on
accasions. Butitissull ued to his pohitics and
position asa union leader—and that 1s where
his weakness lies. ®

Upholding
British
rule

THE police not on the anniversary of intern-
ment brought down a howt of criticism on
the Roval Ulster Constabulary., Labour,
Liberal and SDP politicians criticised the
RUC for their ‘excess’ which lett one man
dead after being shat at point blank range by
a plastic bullet.

To many the incident seemed to be
evidence of another move towards a Tory
pelice state. But the truth 1s that on both
sides of the Irish border the police have
always held far greater powers than the
police in Britain. That has been the direct
legacy of British colonial rule.

In 1922 as the two Irish states came nto
existence two new police forces were created
— the RUC and the Garda Siochiana (the
Civil Guards). Both were created in a
situation in which the new states were under
attack. In the south of Treland a ctvil war was
breaking out between those who supported
the treaty with Britain and those who
cppased 1t. In the North the new siate,
solidly  Unionist, faced the permanent
opposition of the Catholic minonty,

Both new police torces were built in the
mould of the old Royal Insh Constabulary.
For nearly a century the RIC had upheld
Bnitish rule in Ireland. Dhirectly controlled hy
the British colonmial admimistratuen the RIC
was an armed, paramilitary body stauoned

|

RUC —paramilitary police

RIC’s
Lhose

in barracks around Ireland. The
priority  was in dediing  with
republicans apposed to British rule.

Both the RUC and the Garda inherited
that concern with repubhlicanism. Both new
states  saw  republicanism as  the main
opposition.

Enforcmg sectarianism

The RUC was set up by legislaton which
simply copied the statutes governing the
RIC. The new force wore the same dark uni-
forms with a cap badge modelled on the RIC.
it was permanently armed, centrally con-
trolled by the new Stormont government and
stationed tn specially constructed barracks
inherited from the RIC,

Prefcrence in recruttment was given to
RIC officers and members of the A Specials
— the full ume equivalent of the infamous B
Specials, the armed Protestant  milina.
Supposedly the RUC would have Catholics
as a third of its force. The best proportion
ever reached was cleven percent.

In 1969 people were shocked (0 discover
this situation still existed. Nightly they saw
the RUC attack Catholics demanding civil
rights. When the 1 abour government scnt
British troops into Northern Ircland it pro-
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mised the RUC would be retormed. The
Hunt Commuission produced a report out--
lining s1eps o make a pohice torce "*more
civiltan in nature’. Central to that was the
disarmament of the RUC,

All of this was simply ignored — even
Hunt’s suggestion that the RUCs umitorm
be changed to biue 10 make 1t more "Britsh™,
The B Specials were abolished bur the
Lntonist government ensured 300 of them
were hurriedly recruned 1o the RUC, Since
1969 the RUC has increased in strength by
26X poreent.

To the South the Garda was set up by
lemslation which ssimply deleted reterence to
the RIC and inserted the new name. The
massive  recruitment of  RIC members
brought about a mutiny in the new lorce
among pro-republican members. The new
government quickly moved Lo enlorce the
ex-RIC clements who formed many of the
Garda's alficers and instructors. Today the
Garda operates Itom barracks similar to the
RUC and us record is  scarcely less
distinguished.

On both sides of the Insh border two
police forces exist with a fierce record of
repression  against those challenging the
stale. Both share the legacy of the RTC and
British colonial rule =
Chris Bambery



Biting the hand

Dummy bites Ventriloguist, Well, notguite.
But the arguments which have broken out
between Bast Germany and Russtalook a bir
like 1t

The causc of contention 1s a new DMI5)
{abowr £300m) loan which a consortun of
West German banks have raised for the East
German government. The East Germansare
tor repay the loan. and 7.0 poreent mterest,
over 4 period of Five years, O top ol ths a
condition for the loan were a number of con-
about things hke visits fo Fast
Crermany by Woest Germans and access (o
West German TV in LEast Crermany,

There 15 nothing parucuiarly new about
any of this, Eust Germany has borrowed a
total of 10 billion dollars from Weswemn
banks and governments 1n orecent years, A
similar loan last yvear created no problems
with Moscow, cven though a key tole in the
negouations was plaved by the night wing
Bavarian polinician, Franz Joseph Strauss.
Inter-German  trade  has  been o vital
ingredient tor the East German economy for
decades and now totals more than £2 ballion
every yoar.

Yet articles have appeared in the Russian
press which are clearty criucal ot rhe Jatest
loan and which imply that the Fast Grerman
leader Hoenecker should cancel this month’s
vislt to Woest Grermidny,

And the East German government has
deliberately scemed 1o snub the Krenmilin, It
has broken with tradion by tailing 1o
reprint the Russian articles in s own press,
instead publishing articles from Hungary
and  elsewhere which praise  Fast/West
SCONANIIC Lles,

Cesslons

Russia’s economic dominance

Articles appearing or not appearing in the
official press may not, on the tace ob g seem
4 big issue bul on occasions in the past such
shadow boxing has been the prelude o
mujor bust-ups in the Eastern bloc tlor
imstance. the Sino-Soviet sphiv 1 the carly
1960 and the Czechoslovak crisis of [96K]).
S0 inevitably there s speculatuon about &
major rift berween Russia and its most faith-
tul client state.

Iowever, speculation apart, there arg
imporiant points to be made about the
squabble,

Russia’s rulers huave been tollowimg a
policy 1n the tast few vears ol getuing the
Fastern bloc 1o cut back on its tes with the
rest of the world economy. Instead., the srress
is on trving 1o avoeid the etfects ot the world
crisis by inegrating the economies ol
Eastern states with cach other.

This policy appeals to Russia’s rulers
because the overwhelming weight ol then
own economy compared to the others meuns
that they are bound to dominaw such an
arrangement. At the same time, they helieve
they have sufficient resources inside Russta
to be able to keep the economy expanding
into the 1990s despite losing the advantages

i terms of dccess Lo new teehnigues and
economics of scale which integration with
the rest of the world would give.

This does not mean they do notwantdeals
with individual Western states or Companies
(like the gas pipeline into Western Europe}.
But they want those deals to be under their
own centralised control, believing this will
crable them to enforce terins luvourable w
themselves, So they have wanted moereased
economic links between West and  East
Germany o be dependent on the West
{rermans making concessioms o rthemselves
over the question of mussile deployment,

The policy harks back to that pursued by

atl the great capitalist powersin the [930s of

responding w world slump by bualding up
militartsed, economically selt-contamed
blocs. The Russians think their size enables

them 1o get away with a modern version of

this policy (Just as Reagan thinks the &'
size cnables 1t to get away with a Keynes-
stvle armaments-led boom).

But this approach cannot appeal o the
smaller fry in the Russian bloc, They belicve
that thewr economies will stagnate and even
decline unless they can get access to the mosi
modern technology. East Grerman’s Binks
with West Germany have been animportant
ingredient tnthe formulia that has made it the
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most econamically successtul of the Lastern
bloc states 1n recent years. s rulers cannot
be happy about having o abandon that
tormula under Russian pressure. And the
raulers o other countries like Hungary,

Bulgaria. and Poland feel very much the
SA1UE,
The present disdagreements between

Russin and East Germany dare important nol
because a magoer nft between  the two
countries is lHkely but because they pointtoa
source of diovision between Russia and the
other East European states which we can
cxpect to come to the tore againand agamn
the next few vears,

They are an cxpression of a world
capitalist vrises that individual states cannot
simply turn their backs on.m
Chris Harman
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Disunity at
the unit

The GLC has been trying to smooth over a
riow which could prove embarrassing in the
months to come. [t concerns the much
vaunted women's unit — set up under the
GLC women'’s committee only two years
ago. The head of the unit, one Louise Pank-
hurst, is leaving with a pay-off of £30,000 on
condition she doesn’t talk about the unit’s
internal rows. She s being defended by a
Tory councillor. Meanwhile GLC Labour
members are equaily tughthipped.

Behind 1t all fly vague accusations of
mstitwtionalised racism on the one hand, of
btack nationalism on the other. Chief villain
of the piece according (o the press s
councillor Valeric Wise. She is accused of
being ‘ambitious” and of ¢xpanding the unit
(¢r a far larger size than Louwse Pankhurst
ever expected (it1s cumoured to be reaching a
staff of 70 soon).

But the dilferences do appear more
political than personal. [T was never at ail
clear what Pankhurst’s feminist credenuals
were, apart from her name (although she
1sn’t and never claimed to be related to the
sutfragette family). Some of the allegations
of racism appcar (o have becn dirccted at
her, and it 15 thought that she was con-
sidering legal action to ciear her name at one
point, The job ol £20,000 a year
dadministrator probably didn’t sit
comfortably with the radical ideas coming
from the women’s committee and 1ts strong
ferminist supponers.

The job s now being shared amongst two
women, but this doesn’t appear to hawve
solved any problems. Allegations of old pals’
acts and complaimnts from trade unions about
job  appointments .have added to the
problems. Indeed 1t appears that some of the
senitor staft in the unit see little need for a
union at all, and at least one shop steward
has been vicoimised for campaigning about
some ol the unit’s practices. Aftempts to
solve some of these tensions seem only to
have created new ones. A two day gatherning
im  Brighton for all statf to discuss the
lensions only led to more problems. With

£

complaints about the lack of cluldcare
provision, and failure to pay overtime and
out of town allowances for the weekend.
This in turn led to a row about the unit’s
management failure to inform and consult
with the unions.

The allegations of a black scparatist
takeover would {1t with a lot of the pohtics
dominant in what's lett o the women’s
movement today. The only two regular
publications, Spare Rib and Outwrite both
have a strong emphasis on black women,
third worldist politics and the racism of
white teminists. It would be surprising it
these 1dea didn't have some impact on the
women's committee and so on the statfing of
the women's unit,

The allegations of racism are vague, bul
appear to have involved stalling and
prometion disputes as well as complaints
that black women’s groups and organisa-

Population
politics

The US government has further restricted
the right of women to abortion by stopping
money which might go towards lunding
them. Although the American team at the
Mexico City population conference {ast
month backed off from their onginal com-
plete freeze on abortion funding, they have
still dealt a severe blow 1o agencies wymg Lo
provide contraception and abortion in
various parts of the world.

They are now saving thattunds tor contra-
ception can still continue—us long as they
are scgregated from abortion funds. But this
‘concession’  does not apply 1o non-
government organisations—which stand o
losc all their money.

Contraception 1s much bigger pobtics
than it often appears. For women in many
parts of the world contracepueon and
abortion are not freely available. In Ireland

both are i1llegal. But in other
parts—particuarly the third world—

contraception and ahortion are used a means
of forcing the poor peasantry and working
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tions had less aceess to tunding becausc of a
tack of knowledege as to thetravailabiliny, An
allegation which would certainly apply to
working class women. All in all 1t 15 a sad
picture for those that started off with good
INTENTEONS.

No doubt Pankhurst’s departure will
allow the argument to blow over. And with
the threat of abolition facing the GL.C, there
will no doubt be more pressing problems.
What the arguments show 1s that the whole
basis of the unit is fairly dubious. A
genuinely socialist council would surely have
employed women active and concerned over
waomnmen's Issues on the same salary as the
people they worked with. And n would have
attempted 1o raise issues which benefitted
working women in London as & whole. The
raow at the women's umit doesn’t appear,
unfortunately, o have moved 1t in that
direction.m

classes to restrict the number of children they
hawve.

The contrasts show the relevance of the old
abortion campalign slogan “a woman's right
to choose’, The right (o choose 1s already
dented ro millions of women.

There seem to be two reasons {or the US
arpument. One 15 that they want to restore
the ‘natural balapce’ between the size of
population in a country and the state of its
eCconomy.

The other 15 pressure from the Amcerican
anti-abortion lobby in clection year. The
hardlinge anti-abortion Moral Majority has
little support (rom the mass of the American
population {a recent opiion polt showed
only 5 percent shared their views). But that
doesn’t stop the Reagan admimistration
panderning to them. The fact that the US tcam
in Mexico was headed by well known right
winger James Buckley can only have given
them pleasure.

The consequences of this policy are
serious enongh n the nited States. They
can be catastrophic elsewhere. Asitis, onlva
pitiful £1.500 million a year 1s being spent
throughour the world on contraception.
Withdrawal of IS aid will dent this figure.
The Planned Parenthood Federauon could
lose d {1fth of its annual budget.

As usual, the real bosers will be the count-
less women denied the right to have children,
or nol, when and as they decide.m




INDUSTRIAL

Onc of the most remarkiable and remarked
on features of the miners’ strike has been the
involvement of the miners” wives, fn mosl
arcas, the wives have been instrumental in
setting up food centres, providing meals for
strikers and their families. They have jmned
local demonstrations, and up to 20,000
marched in London in support of the strike.
A minority of the wives have gone picketing
and some have travelled the country raising
money, speaking at support meetings and
arguing their case.

It has been a very positive and
encouraging step in a sirtke which hasn’t
always seemed encouraging. A bistory of
even the last ten vears shows a number of
strikes where the male strikers have been
apposed by a number of their wives, often
with serions effects on the strike itself,

On the face of it, the present miners’ strike
should have bgen one where press,
emplovers and government appealed 10 the
wives 1o ‘see reason’ and get the men back to
work. This is especially the case since a
sizeable minority of miners themselves have
been scabbing throughout the strike. Bur
that didn’t happen.

Action and passivity

Instead the wives have been solidly behind
the sirike. Even in the divided arcas like
Nottinghamshire, the striking miners” wives
appear to be tully in support. The [act that
the women's support has been turned into
activity shows the depth-of bitterness and
determination 1n the mining areds.

But the wives' involvement has (s negative
side as well. There are many difficuities for
those women who want to go picketing
regularly. There is a shortage of money,
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Miners’

wives

which leads some women 1o think they
should give priority to the men. Many of the
women have jobs—obviously a  crucial
source of income—which  restrict  therr
ability to picket, And there are family tiesfor
many of the women, 5o they tend todo work
around the strike that reproduces their
normal work—cooking meats, runming the
canteens, playing a backup role o the
prekets.

This leads to massive contradictions, On
the une hand, the women sece thar role as a
positive step forward which allows them to
act collectively with other women and men,
being forced to argue against the ideas in the
press and so on.

On the other hand, they sulter from
cxactly the same problems as their husbands,
The strike remains at 4 passive level. There s
virtually no action independent ol the
burcaucracy. Pickets have been curtailed.
All that bas 4 spin-off interms of the wdeas of
the miners and their wives.

it means the wives’ organtsation remains
very much nnder the influence ot the bureau-
cracy. This has seemed particularly truc over
the last two months, when the emphasis of
the strike has turned more towards winning
public support, rather than adopting
militant tactics which can win. Women and
children are wusually regarded as more
sympathetic figures than pickets fighting the
police. 5o it the main aim s to build
sympathy among the general public, the
women’s orgamsalion can play a  very
important role. In practice this mcans the
notion of women's organisation has never
broken with the wraditional deas about the
robe of women.

This was cvident on the wives' march in
London durning August. It was led by Betty
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Heathtield and Ann Scargill. Why? Because
they are the wives of the union’s president
and general secretary. It presented @ petition
to the Queen, because the march deliberately
tried 1o avoid politics. The tops of Socialist
Worker placards were removed on the
orders of female burcaucrats [rom the South
[Fast TUC. Sociahists were discouraged from
selling papers or putting across their ideas.

Some people might conclude from this
that the wives are less pohtcal than their
hushbands. That isn’t so. A number disagreed
with the stewirds and with the lack of
politics, Whal it points to, rather, is the way
in which the whole strike has been run.

Few people have been involved. decisions
have remained firmlyinthe hands of the area
feaderships. So the potenual for building a
strong confident rank and file who can act
despite the bureaucracy hasn't been realised.
What is true of the men 1s even more (rue of
the women who have had even less
opportunity to picket, to travel or to speak.
That means accepting a demonstration
which deliberately plays down class politics,
and plays up the traditional role of women.

That 1s precisely the politics of the bureau-
cracy. They may talk about the importance
of women's involvement, but they still see 1t
as a token. All this makes the claim by many
feminists that the miners’ wives arc an
example of a new women's movement a bit
thin.

Challenging the old ideas

The women's organisation mirrors the
passivity and weaknesses of the strike. Italso
shows  what potential can  exist  when
working class women orgamse. But the
potential and the actuality are two different
thines.

Peoples ideas change in struggle. By
taking action tochange the world, they begin
to perceive a view of the world which con-
flicts with their old one. But people don’t all
change in the same way or al the same pace.

In particular they don't necessarily look to
ideas which challenge the whole system. So
someone  can  argue  against  Thalcher,
MucGregor and so on, but still accept the
idcas of the trade union bureaucracy.

There are very few people who challenge
these ideas at present. Certainly most
feminists do not. The wives' demonstration
was an intersting indication of that. The
trade union bureaucracy was gquite happy to
allow certain feminists to organise the
demonstration, so long as there was no
serious challenge 1o the bureaucrats’ control.

And the feminists-——often the very same
people who have spent vears attacking sexist
language, women being treated as the
property of men and so on—were lappy to
oblige. None of those issues have been raised
when il comes to the miners' wives, nor have
any of the backward ideas beenchallenged in
ANy SeriQus way.

The explanation for this lies in many
feminists' acceptance of reformist poliics.
Far from helping the wives to organise, they
will like their male counterparts, use themus
a stage army—useftul at times, but a bargain-
ing counter rather than a strength in their
awn right.®



Portugal ten years on

Ten years after the Portuguese
Revolution of the Flowers, many
of 1ts gains are being rolled back.
Paul McGarr reports.

On 25 Aprl 1974, the 48 year old fascist
dictatorship in Portugal was averthrown ina
coup led by junior officers in the army. With
the regime bogged down in costly colonial
wars In Africa the coup was supporned by
maoast sections of Portuguese society. This
ranged from industrialists who wanted 1o
move towards the EEC and modernise
Portuguese industry, the conscript army
tured of fighting wars they knew they
couldn't win, ta the working class who had
suffered nearly half a century of low wages
and pohlice repression.

Owver the next year and a half a revolution-
ary c¢risis of immense proportions unfolded
it Portugal and in the summer of 1973
workers® power was sericusly on theagenda.
For many reasons this possibility was never
realised.

Following a right wing offensive on 25
November 1975 the gamns made by the
working class have been slowly but system-
atically eroded as the Portuguese ruling class
re-established i1s hold on power.

One of the most vivid symbols of the
revolutionary period in Portugal was the
figure of Otelo Saraiva de Carvalho. Otelo
was one of the army officers who organised
the imitial coup which overthrew the
dictatorship and who, under the impact of
the social upheavals and workers” struggles,
moved close to the revolutionary lett in
1975, though the dlusions of the revolution-
ary lett in Otelo and other ‘progressive’
officers was one of their central weaknesses.

The Portuguese economy

Ten years on, as if to underline the defeat
of the revolutionary possibiiities and the
restoration of ‘normality’, Otelo is in jail on
trumped up charges of ‘terrorism’ (amongst
the evidence 1s the possession of
‘revolutionary books'!) and the Socialist
Party-led government is pushing through an
Internal Security Law which seeks to con-
struct a new secret police.

The government, led by Mario Soares of
the Sacialist Party (PS) in coalition with the
Popular Democratic Party (PPD), is faced
with a world economic crisis which is hitting
Portugal particularly viciously. Iis
economy, with the partial exception of

textiles, 15 unable to compete effectively on

the world market and promised foreign
Investment has not maternialised. Last yeara
£l billhion Ford plant, intended to be the
centrepiece of the Sines industrial complex,
was indefinmitely shelved. '
The scale of Portugal’s foreign debt is
immense. In 1982 it was over £13 billion,
which at 58 percent of GDP is one of the
highest, proportionately, in the world.

The ruling class have responded in the
usudi tashron by attempting 10 make the
working class pay by increasing the com-
petitiveness of Paortuguese industry,

The ‘sociahst’ Soares has taken to this
task with a relish that must make him a
prime contender tor a place in the ruling
class’s hall of tame. He and his party plaved
a key role n defusing the revolutionary
situatton of the mid [970s and are now
pushing through one of the severest austerity
programmes In Western Furope.

The ruling class oftensive has rolled hack
many of the ‘gains of the revelution'. The
previously nationalised hanking system has
been reopened to private capital. and the law
has been changed 10 allow lay offs in
industry, which were previously banned.
However these measures have been insuf-
ficicnt and in the last year the offensive has
been stepped up. There have been massive
price increases 1n basic foodstutts and in
public ransport charges. But the higgest
altack has come on the wages front,

Whole sections of workers have simply
not been patd lor monthsonend. At the time
of writing this aflects something like 150,000
workers. In some cases they have not been
pard for over 14 months and at the giant

lasnave shipyard in Lishon workers are
owed two months wapes. Many workers hawve
been forced (o rely on loans {rom relatives
but as the amount they are owed and the
number of workers affected increases real
hardship 1s large and growing.

SE e

The Communist Party (PCP). which is the

mai working class party and which has a
monolithic grip on the main union feder-
ation, the CGTP—has not provided apy
Focus Tor a serious fightback.
Despite its ferocious verbal attacks on the
government i1 pragtice it Limees its activilies
to token demonstrations and calls for the
PCP to be in the government.

[n these circumstances, although there is
growing anger among many workers, there
15 also an attnude of resignation among
many others. When the boss says he can't
attard 1o pay this month many waorkers sce
no alternatve but to keep working in the
hope they may be paid next month, and with
ne coordinated fightback many fear to rigk
fighting on their own in case the tactory
simply closes altogether,

The internal security law

Nevertheless the demonstrations this vear
on 23 Aprid, to mark the wenth anniversary of
the owverthrow of the dictatorship, and on
Muoy Day were large and the ruling ¢lass (s
clearly aware of the possibility that this
passivity may not continue indefinitely in
the tace of attacks. The Internal Security
Law being pushed through is an attempt to
reassure domesiic and foreign capital and to
be ready to meet any concerted fightback by
the working class.

The supposed pretext for the law s (he
need o crack down on a wave of ‘left wing
teerorism’, In reality the law has little to do
with this. The law proposed to create a
special police force to coordinate ‘anti-
terrorist’ acuvities with powers 1o open mail
and tap telephones (both cxplicity banned
by the constitutiorrdrafled in the revolution-

Portuguese scldiers and sailors join with workers on the verge of revolufion
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More importantly the law  gives the
government the power in ‘special
circumstances” (to be decided by the govern-
ment of course) to ban strikes in ‘essental’
industries {again the government deoides
what it considers ‘essential’) and 1o
‘temporanily’ close workplaces it the needs
of Internal Security demand—mn  other
words to impose lockouts. The law also gives
the government the power to ban
demonstrations and meetings.

The ruling class and Soarcs will continue
their offensive to try and solve ther
cconomic crisis and are preparnng Lo meet
working class resistance head on. The
problem for the left 1s whether they can turn
the undoubted anger which exists among
many workers into o real fightback. It
cannot be ruled out that the PCP {as it has
olten done in the past) will make a lefu urn
and lead some kind of fight. But this will
primarily be @ manoeuyre o get influence In
the povernment and to guard its working
chirss hase,

The decline of the left

But, more importanily, what ot the
revolutionary left which en vears ago was
the most powertful in Furope?

Uinfortunately, the picture s gloomy. The
PRP., with whom the SWP had Iinksin [¥74
and 1973 and who were unguestionably the
best organisation in Portugal at the time, no
longer exist. The PRP’s politics had many
weaknesses, principally a tendency towards
ilfusions in the acuons of small armed
groups and in Cleft’ army atlicers.

These weahnesses meant that they tuled
to measure up to the harsh test posed tor
revolutionarics by the situation in 1975 and
have proved even more fatal in the period of
retreat since then,

When the leadership of the PRP were
jailed for ftour years in 1978 the party
disintegrated and clements were imvolved 1n
the formation of FUP {Forces of Popular
Unity), the party led by Owelo, The politics ot
FUP (who have something bLke 150
members) are not Marxist in any sense and
represent the worst elements of the PRP
tradition.

Their open support of FP25, the alleged
‘left wing terrorists” had led o the closing
down of their headguarters in Lisbon and
the arrest of Otelo and much of their leader-
ship, along with others who are not In
FUP—though this could turn out (o be a
political blunder by the government it they
can't produce any hard cvidence, especially
in the case of Otelo.

The only organisations of the revolution-
ary left are the Maoists of the Reconstructed
Communist Party (PCP-R)—the name says
enough—and the Revolutionary Soclalist
Party (PSR}, the Portuguese section of the
tourth International. Both have a couple ot
hundred mecmbers at best and lormed &
curious electoral alliance (of Maoists and
Trotskyists!) in the elections last year. The
PSR headgquarters in Lisbon is a poignant
symbol of the decline of the revolutionary
left. A large building, formerly a hive of
activily, 15 now half derelict with the PSR
running a cate in a side streel round the

hack.

Nevertheless at least the PSR produce a
regular paper which s the only scrious
revolutionary paper produced n Portugal
toduy. The paper, and the organisauon, 1s
obscssed with “politics in the targe’—huge
articles on the presidential elections, which
are over a yvear away, the trade union leader-
ship and international issues, with hitle
attention paid to day o day workers’
struggles—not one strike report 1n the last

three 1ssues of the paper.

Ot the thousands who were around the
revolutionary left ten vears 2go many, seeing
no alternative, have drifted back into the
orbit of the Communist Party or out of
political activity aliogether.

It remains 1o be seen whether any
individuals, from the remnants of the PRP
or other organisations, can draw the lessons
and begin to rebuild @ serious revolutionary
current 1in Portugal.

Divided
Cyprus

Cyprus remains a divided 1sland
ten vears atter the Turkish coup.
Ali Saffet reports.

Ten vears agoe, on 22 July. the Turkish
armed Torees landed on the northern shores
of Cyprus. Within a month 40 percent of the
island wus occupied, thousands were dead
and the independent Republic of Cyprus was
divided. Over a thousand Cireek Cypriots

died in the tirst days of the invasion: 2,000,

are still missing. Fifty thousand houses were
dgemolished and 145 Greek Cypriot centres
of habitation turncd into ghost towns as the
population were lorced (o migrale o the
south, Twenty thousand Greek Cypriots are
now refugees n the south, unable even Lo
visit their homes and land in the Turkish-
occupicd north,

The division of the isiand had been con-
solidated over the past ten years. It s now
argued that Greek and Turkish Cypnots
cannol possibly live together in prace and
never could. 1U's worth seemng what lies
behind this drgument,

Cyprus became part of the Briosh Empire
in 1914, The sland’s tmportance was
mititary and strategic: 1t was scen by
imperialist powers as a huge naval base
within easy reach of south-cast Europe,
North Altica and., most inportantly, the
Middle Last.

With one of the largest Communist
Purtivs in Western Furope (AKEL)L strong
(rade union organisation und a tradinion of
anu-imperialist struggle, the 1sland has not
been casy 1o rule. The Brituish ruled it with
their mosi time-honoured method: divide
and rule. In the inter-war peniowd, as Greek
Cypriots  struggled  tor independence,
Turkish Cypriots {18 pereent of the island’s
population} were used against them. The
legislature was rigged in such a way tha
Gireck Cypriots were unable to legislate any-
thing at ally the judiciary and pohee foree
were packed with Turkish Cyvpriots,

When hopes ot independence were agdin
dashed by the British sifter the War, anti-
imperialist teelings were channelled into
EOR A, a nationalistorgamation founded by
Oieneral Grivas.

EOKA arged [ur Farosis (union with
Greece), rather than independence, and
soon gained the support of the Greek
Cyptiot bourgeoisie and the Church (which
controlled 20 percent of the arable land on
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the island. as well as numerous profitabic
businesses). AKEL's fatlure to adopt a prin-
cipled stand also enabled EOKA (0 gain
large-scale working class suppart,

Throughout EQKA’'s struggle against the
British, the Turkish Cypriot bourgeoisie
supported the latter, spawning their own
terronist organisation (VOLKAN]) which
fought alongside the 30,000 British troops
on the sland.

The island pained its independence In
1960: Britain, Greece and Turkey were the
guarantors of its independcnce. British
military bases remained on Cypriot soil.
Imperialist interests were not, however satis-
fied by this arrangement. The seeds of inter-
communal enmity were therctore con-
tinually fostered. EOKA was replaced by
EOKA-B. VOLKAN by the Turkish
Resistance Organisation (TMT).

Throughout the post-war period AKEL
has becn the largest party on the island in
terms of the popular vote. It has, however,
refused to take power, preferring to play
second fiddle 10 Archbishop Makanos.

When, in 1974, a well known Cypriot
fascist, Nikos Samson, attempted a coup
with the support of the Greek colonels’ junta
of the time, the Turkish government had a
perfect excuse to invade and partition the
island. The Cypriot working class, CGreek

Makarlos:
represented
wealth
church

and state

and Turkish, thus sutfered a great blow.
They have borne the ¢onsequences over the
past ten years.

This makes the re-unitication of Cyprus
extremely difficult. It is true that Turkish
Cypriots have no illusions in (and certainiy
no love tor) the Turkish army. They do,
however, see it as the lesser of two evils: they
are a small minority and feel threatened both
economically and by the talk of *union with
Greece’. Unpleasant as it is, therefore, the
army is seen as protection. Greek Cypriots,
on the other hand, see the Turkish army as
invaders of their land and homes. This
further pushes 1hem towards desperate
nationalism, towards the idea of unity with
Oreece,

Clearly, there is only one realistic solution
in Cyprus. This lies in the struggle of Cypriot
workers against «/f foreign wroops on the
island and against the Cypriot ruling class,

G



Agitation
and
propaganda

Toagitate is "to excite or stiritup’, according
to the Oxtord dictionary whereas
propaganda 1s a ‘systematic scheme or
concerted movement, {or the propagation of
some crecd or r:l::n.,mne .

These definitions are not a bad starting
point. Agnration focusses on an immediate
Issue, seeking to ‘stir up’ action around that
issue. Propaganda is concerned with the
more systematic exposition of 1deas.

The pioneer Russian marxist Plekhanov
pointed out an important consequence ol
this distinction. ‘A propagandist presents
many ldecas 1o one or a few persons; an
agitator presents only one or a few ideas, but
presents them to a mass of people’. Like all
such peneralisations this one should not be
taken too hterally, Propaganda can, in
favourable circumstances, reach thousands
and tens of thousands, And the 'mass of
people* treached by agitation is a highly
variable quaniity. Nevertheless, the general
poInt is sound.

Many ideas to the few

Lenin, in What iy te be done develops this
idea:

“T'he propagandist, dealing with, say, the

question of unemployment, must explain

the capitalistic nature of crises, the cause

ot their inevitability in modern society,

the necessity for the transformation of

this society 1nto 4 socialist sociely, ete. In
a word, he must present “many ideas™, so
many indeed, that they will be under-
stood as an integral whole by a
(comparatively} few persons. The agit-
ator however,
subject, will take as an illustration the
death of an unemployed worker's family
trom starvation, the growing impoverish-
ment etc and utilising this fact, known to
all, will direct his efforts to presenting a
single idea 10 the "misses*, Consequently
the propagandist operates chiefly by
means of the printed word; the agitatorby
mecans of the spoken word.'
On this last point Lenin

Was wrang,

becausc he was too one-sided. As he himself
had argued, before and atter he wrote the
statement above, the revolutionary paper

can angd must be a most cffective agitator.
But this 1s a secondary matter. The

10

speaking on the same

important thing is that agitation, spoken or
written, docs aof try to explain everything.
So wesay and must say that those individual
miners who resort to the capitalist courts
against the NUM are scabs, villains, interms
ol the struggles today: quite apart from the
general argument about the nature of the
capitaiisg stute. F course we make the
argument but we seek to "exeite®, 'stir up’,
rouse discontent and indignation' against
the courts among as many working people as
possible. This includes those (a big majority)
who do ner yetaccept that the state, any state
and its courts, is recessarify an instrument of
class rule,

Or take another example. Lenin speaks of
‘crying injustice’. Yet as a profound student
of Marx he knew very well that there is no
Jusuce® or Cinjustice’ independent of class
Interest. He Is pointing to, and appealing to,
here. the conrradiction between the notions
of Jjustice® or 'fairness’ which are promoted
by the ideologists of capitalist society und the
reglities exposed in the course ol the class
struggle. And thatis absolutely right from an
agitationaf point of vicw,

The propagandist, of course, must probe
deeper, must examine the notion of justice,
its development and transformation through
ditferent class societies, 1ts inevitable class
content,
agiation. Those ‘marxists® who do not
understand this are themselves victims of
bourgeois ideology, of timeless
generalisations which reflect an idealised
class society. Most important, they do not
grasp concretely the way in which working
class attitudes actually change. They do not
understand the role of expericnce * for

“example the cxperience ot the role of the

police in the miners' strike. They do not
understand the ditference between agitation
and propaganda.

Both ure necessary, indispensible, but
both are not always possible. Agitation
requires bigger forces. Of course an in-
dividual can sometimes agitate effectively
against a parficular grievance, say. lack of
soap, or decent toilet paper in a particular
workplace, but a widespread agitaeion with a
general focus 15 not possible without 4 signi-
ficant number of people who are suitably
placed to carry it, without a party,

So what 15 the importance 'of the dis-
tinction today? For the most part socialists
in Britain are not talking to thousands or
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But that 15 ot the main thrust of

tens of thousands. We are talking to smali
numbers of people, usually trying to win
them through general socialist politics,
rather than on the basis of mass agitation. So
what we are arguing is basically propaganda.
But i1 1s here that the confusion ariscs.
Because there is more than one sort of
propaganda. There 15 a distinction between
abstract propaganda, and that propaganda
which can hopelully lead to activity, concreie
or realistic propaganda.

Abstract propaganda raise ideas which are
formally correct, but which do not relate to
strugele or to the level of conscigusness
which exists among those to whom the ideas
are being put. For example to argue that
under socialism the wages system will be
abolished is absolutely correct to place such
a demand o workers today 1s not agitation,
but propaganda of the most abstract form.
Similarly constant demands for a general
strike regardless of whether the prospect isa
real one in the present situation leads not to
dagitation but to abstaining from the real
struggle in the here and now,

Realistic propaganda on the other hand
starts from the assumption that tiny groups
of socialists cannot decisively influence large
groups of workers at present in most circum-
stances. But 1t dlso assumes that there are
arguments over specifics around which
sociahists can attempt to build, So the realis-
tic propagandist in a factory will not argue
lor abolition of the wages system. He or she
wifl argue for a set of demands which hope-
fully can lead the struggle to victory, and
certainly beyond the tokens of the trade
unton burcaucracy. So they will argue, for
example, for a flat rate increase, the full
claum, all out rather than selective strike, etc.

Getting the balance right

None of this is agitation in the sense that
Lenin talked about it” it is one or two
socialists raising a set of ideas about how to
win, But neither is it abstract propaganda’

because it relates toa real struggle and so can
relate to a sizeable minoniy of the work-
torce. This means that realistic propaganda
can strike a chord with a much larger group
ol people than those who are fully open to
sociahst 1deas. That™ at present very small’
group of people will be open to all the ideas
of socialism. The larger group will not b€ but
may still accept much of the propaganda of
socialists about not trusting the officials,
organmising among the rank and file and so
QT

‘The imporiance of the distinction is
twofold., Those socuilists who believe that
they make propaganda in their smali
discussion groups, and agitate in their work-
ptace, are very likely to overestimate their
influgnce among the mass of workers and
therefore miss the opportunity to build a
basc among a tiny number of supporters,
'Those who believe they just raise abstract
propaganda in their discussions with other
socialists and in their workplace are likely to
adopt an abstentionist attitude when real
struggles do break out.

By raising realistic propaganda in a period
when mass agitation is not generally possible
socialists are much more likely to be able to
avold both traps.m
Duncan Hallas



The attention of the press and the left
focuses on the annual Trades Union Con-
press this month, amid much speculation
as to the fTate of the so-called *big bang’.
Lindsey German and Andy Zebrowski look
at the TUC's record of opposing the Tories
and what are the prospects for this vear’s
CONEress.

ost years, the annual TUC Congress
is a non-cvent, It is fine for thosc
bureaucrals who want an ¢xpenscs-
paid junket in Blackpool or
Brighton — but to rank and file activists
inside the unions it has usually appeared as an
irrelevant charade.

This vear it will be different. For the
‘Congress will take place against a dramatic
backdrop. The miners will have been onstrike
for six months. The NUM delegatian and the
left-led unicns will be calling for sohdarity
action to be stepped up. They will do sotothe
acute embarrassment of the right in the TUC.
The right would no doubt like the strike to end
and Arthur Scargill to disappear — but that s
clearly not going to happen before |
September. And that means the right wing will
have to pay lip-service 10 the need 1o win the
strikc.

The situation is even more embarrassing for
Neil Kinnock. He has made strenuous etforts
to distance himself from the strike since 1l
began, sceing it as harmful to Labour’s
election chances and its new trendy image. But
even he doesn’t have that much room io

manouevre. (iven Thatcher’s all-out
confrontation and her refusal to givein toany
of the miners® demands, even the Labour right
wing is forced to at least give the appearance
of supporting the strike. There is no doubt the

abhangor a whimper?

miners’ strike will be the central i1ssue at
Congress. The left will be (rying to turn
Congress into a miners’ support rally.

The fact that the strike will be six months
old when Congress meets will force the right
effectively to sit on its hands and silently pray
for the strike to end.

They will point to the expense of alevy, and
the 1nadvisability ol breaking the law on
picketing. They will also criticise Scargill’s
intransigence, although most will do so in very
muled terms. A an Tutfin of the UCW has
called for a one- .-y special conference to take
the heat out of .2 situation. But they will be
able to do hittle « ore.

Whereas the le' . will feel far more confident
about raising th.ir ideas and pohicies than a
vear ago. They know there are massive
weaknesses with the miners’ strike and with
the levels of soodarity, But they also know
there has beer a changed mood among a
sizeable minor « of their members. The halt-
hearted call by Murray to strike in support of
GCHQ had a resonance few of them expected
and showed a growing bitterness with Tory
policies.

The level of passive sympathy and support
for the miners 1s also extremely high. This
altered mood has been suffictent to give the
left more confidence. But while they feel more
confident than a year ago {after all the 1983
Congress was a mussive victory for the nght
and the ‘new realism’), they are stll on the
detensive as a whole.

The manual unions in particutar are losmg
members and theretore in the long term
influence and money. More importantly, the
TUC left and night has been singularly 1n-
cilective in opposing the successive anti-union
laws of the last five years. The fight of the
NG A against them last year was sabotaged by
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Five
years of
Tory rule

JANUARY 1980 In line with the
Ridley plan to pick fights with

weaker but significant sections
of workers Thatcher attacks the
steelworkers. The strike |asts for

13 weeks during which time an
emotional Bill Sirs ¢laims he is
ready to go to prison. Instead he
sells his members outina deal
that will cut steelworkears’ jobs
inhalfinthe next couple of
YEATS.

The judges rule that solidarity
strikes, flying pickets and
blacking areillegal. Len
Murray's contribution 1s to offer
money 5o the ISTC can appeal
to the Lords.

Mass Evans waits until week
nine of the strike before
instructing TGWLU drivers notto
Cross picket lines. the TUC
officially supports the strike. In
practice this maans a total
donation of £80,000. In
comparison Fleet Street AUEW
algne gives £12.000.
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Lenin Murray!

5 MARCH 1980 A huge
demonstration called by the
TUC takes place in Landon
against the Prior Employment
Biil. Len Murray uses this focus
of militant opposition to the
Tory law to proclaim our
willingness to sit down with the
government and put any
problems on the talile

14 MAY 1880 A million workers
strike against the governmentin
the first of the days ofaction.
During the hystencal press
campaign. the Daily Express
brands the TUC general
secretary 'Lenin’ Murray. The
massive build up 1o the day
meant it was seen asaflop. This
was ensured as the TUC played
down the idea of strike action as
the day approached.



MAY 1981 North West Region
TUC organises the People's
March for Jabs. Aptly summed
up by the Morning Starasa
march to ‘unite the bishop and
the brickie’. Mo politics were
aliowed on the Sheffield leg of
the march,

28 NOVEMBER 1981 Only 5.000
turn up to greet the 'Jobs
Express'—375 young people
had been shunted around the
country ina TUG effort to chase
public opinion.

16/17 JULY 1982 The Finance
and General Purposes
Committee (inner cabinet) of
the TUC stabs the ASLEF train
driversin the back, The dispute
lasts three weeks and receives
solid support from the drivers,
Far the first time since 1926 a
whole union is threatened with
the sack. The TUC response?
ASLEF is threaterned with
expulsion from the TUC unless
the strike 15 called off. & relieved
Ray Buckton accedes saying
that uniess a general strike is
called his members will have to
return (o work.

A myth grows up about the
role of the lefts on the
treacherous Finance and
General Purposes Committee.
The decision to sell out is
urnanimous despite the
presence of Moss Evans and
Alan Sapper at the meating,

SAPRIL 1982 TUC special
conference against the Tehbit
Bill. Controt of any future fight-
back is placed firmly in the
hands of the general council,
the TUC leadership. Most
delegates, with the notable
exception of Arthur Scargill,
accept the argument that small
battles over the law should he
avoided,

The conference takes place
the week after the TGWU
instructs shop stewards to cross
dockers picket lines in London
since they represent iliegal
secondary picketing,

14 APRIL 1982 Health Service
wages dispute is launched with
a one-holr stoppage called for
2.30in the afternoon—the least
disruptive time.

26 APRIL 1982 Two hour
stoppage called by COHSE well
supported in a sertes of pickets
and railies up and down the
country.

19 MAY 1882 The biggest ever
health workers’ strike takes
place. as the TUC cati fora 24-
hour stoppage gets a massive
respone. Miners at threg

Y orkshire pits come outin
sSUpport.

27 MAY 1982 The first of the
weekly two-hour stoppages
takes place.

8 JUNE 1982 Hundreds ¢f
thousands of health workers
support a further strike. They
are joined on picket lines by
thousands of workers from al
industries indefiance of the law.
10 JUNE 1982 'Union Day’
Leaflets against the Tebbit Bill
2
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the TUC — semethnig which wiil be raised
with bitter acrimony at this vear’s Congress.
And Nnes and scquestrations scem to be
things that the trade union bureaucracy is
accepting as a fact of hife. Yet the anti-union
laws can threaten not just the right to picket
but — much more important tor the burcau-
crat — the assets, headquarters and very
existence of the union Jrself.

That s why some sections of the bureau-
cracy sce a limited (usually very iimited) fight
aganst the laws, Tory policy and so on as
important, cven though they will all try to
confine the action to tokens. And that is why
the divisions between right and lelt — which
in broad terms have always existed — have
taken on a greater importance inside the TUC
in recent years. In particular since the defeat
of the NGA, the left leaders have tended (o
cohere together much more, attempting (o
provide an alternative pole to the right wing
majority round Len Murrav,

he key lett-led unions are the TGWL,
the NUM, NUR, NUPE, ACTT,
TASS, ASLEF and the Bakers'
Union. The right leads the AULW,
EEPTU. ISTC, 1RSI, FEngineers and
Muanagers and the TSSA. The leader of last
year's new realism, Alastair Graham, is being
replaced onthe General Council by a left from
the CPSA executive. The balunce is about
three to two to the night at present. There are
two lists of candidates for the 11 General
Council scats (o be contested by the 77 unions
who do not get on automatically because they
have under 100,000 members.
The differences between left and right are
IMPoOrtant.
It is easy to tall into two traps when talking
about the splits inside the trade union bureau-
cracy. The frst s to assume that the onfy fight
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15 that between lett and right. Papers like the
Morning Star and the Militan: make this
mistake. Class struggle and the fight to build a
base mside the unions 1s often reduced (o
winnng votes mside a particular executive or
on the TUC General Council, regardiess of
whether this 1s rellected in an increased level
of struggle and conlidence on the shoptloor,

The other trap is to believe that both the lett
and right trade union leaders arc exactly the
same. They are not. It does make a ditference
whether a umon leader calls on his members
to support the minery” strike or not to support
11.

[t might mean little on 1ts own, but it gives
the opportunity to militants on the ground to
argue for levies, collections, refusals to cross
picket hines, solidarity action or whatever. It
can make a huge ditference in particular
workplaces where the arguments are taken up,

But while it 1s important to take advantage
of the differences between ditfercnt sets of
bureaucrals it s even more important to
understand why they arise, The trade union
burcaucracy occupics a unique position in
capitalist society. It is neither completely inte-
grated nor completely separate from the
systent. Its job is (o negotiate belween capital
and labour, so it vacillates.

In a period like today when the ruling class
1 trving to shift the balance of class forces in
therr favour, this vacillation becomes more
acute. The trade unmon leaders alternate
between resisting and running away. It is this
which explains the deeper division between
left and right.

The pressures are on certain sections of the
burcaucracy tostand and fight (the alternative
may olten be the decimation of a whole

imdustry and so of the union itself). On the
other hand fear of what can be lost by the
major
compromise and

machmne 1f there 15 a
leads to

UnNion
controntation



concession i the face of massive Tory attacks.
Hence the contradictory atotudes towards
major assues ke the miners’ sinke and
OCHQ

It also explams the emphasis on token
action that the left leaders i particular have
tahen e the past few vears. But even though
the Tett beaders will usualls be very umid 1n
putting forward action. and even thouagh ther
politics will usually be,as Trotsky said, "dis-
tinptished by complete deological
the outcome of the TUC
shoutd not be a matter of inditterence nany

shapelessness’™.
LI AR

Hothe right wing is suceessiunl at playimg
down the miners’ strike, arguaing  agaimnst
solidarity action, justitying the sell-out to the
anti-unien laws and so oon they will have
striek aomassive blow tothe nners strike and
will give Thatcher and McGregor much nmore
contidence to stick the boot i, That s why 1t
s erucially important that the right don’t win
anrtd that the lett are victorious,

But neither should anyone have illusions

that such i victory will solve the problems ol

the miners strike.

Ne dedt at the TUC wall call Tor a 10p
lewy per member tosupport the nuners
— proposed by the NUR. No doubt
Hhere will also be catls to respect preket
lines, But the reality behind the calls — atrery
the experienee of six nionths strike — 18 noLso

v
As The Financiad Tines pointed out on 9
August, the nght:
“wilt be mided by the private view of many
bett wing leaders that there s hittle they can
otfer i the wayv ol solidarity through
dustrial action, and that a 10p Tevy onall
members will cost them dear, especially it
the strike 15 prolonged.”

Simiidarly the T&G has lormally respected
picket-lines sice the early days of the dispute.
Yel T&G drivers are daily crossing picket
lines. All the iron ore and a lot ot the coal that
has been feeding the steel plants throughout
the strike as been coming through registered
purts emploving registered dockers who are
TOGWLH members.

Ron lodd can claim he is trying to gel
maximum  solidarity  from  dockers  and
drivers. Ray Buckton can make disapproving
noises about Shirebrook (minety percent of the
coul moving by train Lo the power stations 13
coming trom the North Derbyshire arca). Yet
neither will campagn aggressively among
thir own most militant rank and hile members
1o plug these holes in the support,

At the end of May Jimmy Knapp and Ray
Buckton setiled tor a wage increasc ol
between 4.9 and 5.6 percent for  their
members, This amounted to a halt per cent
increase on Brinsh Rat's onginai oller. The
Maoraing Star hailed this as a victory at a time
when  Thatcher desperate to avod
another powertul group of workers joining
the miners.

Wihen the dock strike broke out over the
sste of blackimg iron ore at Immingham, the
TGWU was content to tlex s muscles tortwo
weeks and then pull back. They did not take
the opportunity of extending the National
Dock Labour Scheme to non-registered ports,
And they emphasized that the dispute was
nothing to do with the miners’ strike.

Even the lett ofticials in the NUM uselt have
been a barrier to victory: Mick MceGahey in
Scotland. Limlvn Willianis m South Wales and
Jack Tavler in Yorkshire have all gone along
with the argument that steel production must
continte to pro ect jobs. Tt 1s this gap between
the lert's word  nd deeds which presents the
higgest problen. cor those who want Lo seec Lhe

Wl

strih e suceeed.
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are handed out by trade union
leaders cutside Waterloo
station. Other action
included. . leafigtting in other
parts of the country. A truly
pathehc display

19 JULY 1982 First three-day
strike occurs. The leve| of
heaith worker participation is
htgh but the numbers of other
waorkers visiting picket lines
begins to dwindle,

23 JUNE 1982 Three quarters of
a million health workers strike
fora day. NUPE officials tell
Yorkshire miners not 1o support
the stoppage because their help
will be needed tater onin the
dispute.

4 AUGUST 1982 In the middle
of the health workears' week of
action, s¢uthern editions of the
daily papers fail to appear. The
Fleet Street electricians have
come out on strike, taking the
call for solidarity sernously.
Albert Spanswick of COHSE
and Len Murray have already
told SOGAT printworkers not to
come out. Sean Geraghty, the
electricians branch secretary.
is fined a pitifu! £350 which s
paid anonymously,

22 SEPTEMBER 1982 Two
miliion workers strike in sUpport
of the health workers in the
biggest Day of Action yet. The
Congress meeting earlier in the
month pointedly avaids calling
for a 24-hour general strike.
QCTOBER 1982 Reqgional days
of Action are called all over the
country. The TUG's
inventiveness, incalling for
anything but the all-out strike
that can win the dispute. knows
no bounds.

8 NOVEMBER 1982 Nothing
happens. The Day of Action for
transport workers to show
solidarity with the NHS workers
iscalled off by the TUC. The
reasen? The Tories have added
half a percent extra to their
offer.

15 DECEMBER 1982 The health
workers are finatly sold out as
the TUC Health Service
Committeg accepts a two-year
deal. The biggest ever actionin
the hospitais and the biggest
ever solidarity by other workers
is poured down the drain.
JUNE-JULY 1883 The nine
week strike by 24 NGA machine
minders at the Financial Times
ends invictory. The workers win
£13 increase having demanded
£17. Murray had threatened to
suspend the NGA from the TUC
ifthey didn’t go back on
management s terms.

18 AUGUST 1983 TUC prepares
for the 'new realism’ by talking
toc Tebbit. Len Murray talks of
the minister's ‘constructive and
serious attitude’.

SEPTEMBER 1983 Biackpool
TLC represents a massive shift
to the right among the union
leaders. Len Murray speaks of
the need to talk to government,
whoever 15 in power There are
moves {0 weaken the links with

| 3



the Labour Party. The effect of
this is clearly to pushb Labour
evan further to the right.
scargiltis treated as a laughing
stock by Alastair Graham of the
CPSA. He derides Scargill for
his farlure to lead his members
inindustrial action. Graham
launches the ‘new mood of
realism’.

T DECEMBER 1983 The TUC
EPOC (employment policy)
committee meets and decides
to back the NGA in fiouting the
law in the Stockport Messenger
dispute. The left accidentally
won a majority. Len Murray
Spares everyone's
embarrassment. He walks
straight out to the waiting TV
cameras and revarses the
decision. Even the NGA
leadership seem retieved. The
Financiaf Times reports, ‘Many
members of the committee were
privately amazed that Mr Wadae
(almost apenly) and Mr
Dubbins {less gvertly) wanted
tofind a way out.’
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28 FEBRUARY 1984 TUC Day
of Actian gver the ban on
unions at Chettenham GCHQO . |t
15 the biggest single day of
political strike actian for ten
years. Len Murray calls for
strikes in a fit of bureaucratic
pigue after Thatcher dismiszes
him in only eight minutes.
Thatcher remains intransigent
even though Alastair Graham

The response to the call
marks a ‘new mood'in the
working class. The stoppages
are organised on the ground by
activisis, since there is no time
for the union machines to get
iNto gear. Gver a million
workers strike including
hundreds of factories in
engineering and the car
industry which have not
responded so well to such a call
for ten years.

29 MARCH 1984 Democracy
Day. A Day of Action calied by
the T against Tory attacks
on jobs and services in local
government and local transport.
The TUGC still wants to taik to
the CBIL it withdrew from the
‘National Economic
Development Council in March
over the unicon ban at GCHO.
‘Neddy’is the forum for unions,
government and employers’
Grgarsations. On 11 July, in the
middle of both the miners' and
dockers strikes, the economic
committee of the TUC decided
on further tatks with the CBI.

14

NO STRIKE DEALS

The LETPU s negotiation of a no strike deal
with Hitachi at Hirwaun in South Wales was
all set Lo make the union into a scapegoat [or
the left. The EETPU has negotiated a handlul
aof such deals since 1981, But the Hitachi
deal 1s different. Previously therc were four
other munornty unions, of which the AUEW
was the largest. But now the company and the
EETPLI have pushed the others out.

And a similar strategy is being pursued by
management and the EETPU at a
Thorn/EMI subsidiary in High Wycombe,
Elco Plastics.

The other unions will find 1t difficult to
pulory the electricians.

First, other unions have got in on the no-
strike  act notably the AUEW  the
GMBATU, and of course, the c¢ivil service
unions at GCHQ. Seccond, the AULW 15
negoualing a single union no-strike deal with
Nissan i Sunderland. Third, the EETPU has
now decided there will be recognition of shop
stewards  from  other unions at Hitachi,
although 1t maintains sole negotiating rights.

The AULEW's outrage at the EETPU's
behaviour has been largely for public
consumption. The longer term strategy of the
right wing s to lorce an amalgamation with
the Lbiectricians. They can argue that the
divisions caused by the single union deals
would be overcome by a merger.

THE MINIMUM WAGE

The natton of a ‘new improved” Social
Contract resurfaced recently at the TUC
Consultative Conference on Low Pay held at
Congress Housc on 26 July. Theline up of left
and right-led unions was interesting.

The problem was how to deal with the
deterntoration in the position of the low paid
since the late seventies. One in six male

manual workers were low paid m 1943,
compared with one 1n ten in 1979, 80 percent
of women are today low paid as opposed 1o 66
pereent five years ago.

Only one delegate, Jack Dromey of the
TGWU, argued for the use ol industrial
muscle toraise wages in all sectors of industry,

Unions offered no-sirike deal at Gd
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There was an unholy alhance between right
and icft. Both Alastawr Graham of the CPSA
and Rodney Bickerstatte of NUPE supported
the ides of the statutory minimum,.

Crraham has many low paid clericals in his
union. He 1s always keen to exploit the
possibilities of avoirding industrial action. But
Bickerstaffe believes that his members simply
do not have the strength to fight. What better
then but to have a nice {riendly Labour
governnicnt up your wages wilth no necessity
for struggle?

MURRAY'S SUCCESSOR

Len Murray’s successor is now almast certain
to be Norman Willis, the current deputy
general secretary. The candidate of the right,
David Leca, (one of two assistant general sec-
retaries) now scems to have no chance.

Willis was a research director for the
TGWIU and has been pushed by his former
union. His election will be seen by other union
bureaucrals as a sign of the TWGU again
cxerting 118 influence. In fact 1t is likely to
make little or no difference to the general
Congress Housc strategy.

TALKS WITH GOVERNMENT AND
EMPLOYERS

Despite the talk of breaking off relations with
the Government after the union ban at
GCHQ., the TUC economic committee
(clearly right wing this year) has been holding
private talks with the CBI and looking for
every opportunty to get back inte the
corridors of power,

The left bureaucrats have occasionally
muttered about this, but there has been no
attempt lo challenge 1t. Trade vnion leaders
enjoy comiorting themseclves with the notion
that if they can’t horsetrade with the Torics, at
least they can snuggle up with the employers.
Yet these are the same people who backed
Eddie Shah at Warrington, who have
applauded every stage of the government’s
slep-by-step approach on anti-union laws,
and who are now financially supporting the
scabhs 1n the miners” strike.




100 YEARS ON

THE ORIGINS OF
THE FAMILY

rederick Engels spent the peniod after
Marx’s death in 1883 ina tranticlabour of
love. He took notebooks which Marx had
lilied with notes on ‘ethnography’ (what
today i1s usually called cultural
anthropology—the study of non-civilised
peoples) and wrote, on the basis of them The
Origins of the Family, Private Property and the
State, which was published for the first time 1n
1884,

The book has been one of the moest abused in
the Marxist canon. Anyone who has studied
sociology or anthropoelogy in the last 20 years
will have been teld that it is *out of date rubbish’,
not to be taken sericusly,

The book has faults. As Engels himself noted,
it was based on ethnographical material ‘now
available® in 1884: much more such material has
become available since, This means there arc
bound to be limitations to Engels’ argument,
What 15 more, he projected backwards from
periods of early history about which there was
same, hmited knowledge, to draw conclusions
about pre-historic periods about which there was
virtually no knowledge at all.

But Engels’ real *offence’ 1s that he made three
arguments of tmmense importance:

{a) Women's oppression 15 not a general feature
of *human nature’, but has material roots 1n the
sort of family which prevails.

(b} The family 1tself is not invariant, and we can
look back to socicties in which the sort of famly
we know did not cxist, and nor did women's
oppression.

(c} The move to the oppressive family comncrded
with the rise of class society.

The three contentions have revolutionary
implications. It follows from them that women’s
oppression is not a result of biology or of the
hehaviour of individual men, but of class society.
Women's liberation 18 then a very real
possibility. But it cannot be achieved either by
reforming the present system or by women
cutting themselves off from men. It requires,
instead, socialist revolution.

How do these contentions stand up against the
evidence which is available to us today?

We have two main sorts of evidence: from
archaeology and from anthropology. Both are
limited in what they can tell us.

rchaeological evidence 1s based upon the
matertal remains of societies that existed
many thousands, or even millions of years
ago. This can tell us something about the
physiology of the earliest human beings; it also
provides us with some of their tools, ritual
artefacts and the remnants of some of the food
thcy consumed.

But of certain Key elements in their hives there
s little trace; any wooden or woven 10ols or arte-
facls; any vegetarian food; their language and
mythology.

So from the scannest of cvidence we have to
make guesses as to their relations with nature
and each other.

However, there are certain limuted things we
can conclude with some certainty. The most
important concerns the ways in which human
beings have provided for themselves maternally.

Until about ten thousand vears ago all human
societies were based upon gathering and hunting.
Tools were used to collect, cook and if necessary
kill sources of food, shelier and clothing which
were to be found ‘wild’ in the locality: nuts. wild
fruit and tubers on the one hand, wild animals on
the other. Because the supplies of both vegetable
and animal foodstuffs in any locality would be
limited, the size of the groupings humans lived 1n
were Jimited too. And because the supplies
would be exhausted after a certain period ot
time, the groupings were {orced to move trom
place to place at fairly frequent intervals. Under
such circumstances they could not accumulate
more than a very small number of tools or
foodstocks.

This was the period of pre-history which
Engels, following Morgan and other nineteenth
century writers called ‘savagery’. Tt accounted
for something like 90 percent of the span of
existence of human beings with a biclogical
makeup identical with our own {rather more
than 99.5 percent if vou include those of our
earlier ancestors who were human rather than
apelike in characteristics).

If there is a biological ‘human nature’, 1ts
features must have been latd down in this pertod
(which is why the form of social organisation and
the relationships between the sexes in that period
has a bearing on all sorts of present day
arguments),

Then, about 10,000 years ago peoples in some
parts of the world discovered how to produce
regular crops through burning off the wild
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The evidence from
archaeology

vegetation, and then planting seeds 1n ground
which had been scratched with a hoe-like tool or
had holes made m it with a digging stick. The
inttial techniques might have been rudimentary,
but they ing¢reased the producuvity of the
particular locality enormously,

The human grouping now only had to move
when the fertitity of the soil was
cxhausted—every few years rather than every
few months. [t made sense to put a lot of labour
imto making relatively sophisticated artefacts,
even 1if they were quite heavy, So now human
heings devoted a lot of effort to the manufacture
ot clay pots: that in turn allowed them to store
foodstuffs in a way which had not been possible
previously. The increcased and more sccure
supplics of food enabled them, in turn, to attract
t¢ them., and tame, relatively large animals
(sheep, goats, pigs. cattle etc).

The average size of the groupings in which
pecople lived was now much greater: it was not
restricted by the locally available supplies of wild
tood; on the contrary, a bigger population could,
up to a certain point, increase the amount of
labour applied 1o the land and the output of
food.

rchaecology provides evidence of one
other important change which takes place
at this point as well. For the first time
there are stocks of weapons deliberately
designed for killing other human beings. [t be-
comes worth the while of one group of humans
waging war on another in order to get control of
their fertile land and their stores of food and
artetacts.

These societies (known to present day
anthropologists as ‘horticultural’ societies and to
those who used the Morgan-Engels terminology
as 'lower barbarism’)in turn underwent a further
development in some places. People discovered
how to apply the muscle power of certain of their
domesticated animals (especially the ox) to an
improved wooden tooel for tilling the soil, the
plough. The result was a further massive
improvement in agricultural productivity, the
provision of enough food both to allow a much
larger human population to live in the locality,
much greater herds of animals to be bred, and
many more human resources to be put into the
production of tools and artefacts as opposed
simply to food.

This stage of -agriculturc proper (or ‘higher
barbarism’ in the Morgan-Engels terminology)
provided a material basis on which was possible
the development of towns, non-agricultural
crafts, the first forms of writing, professional
armies and priesthoods—in short, the stage of
agriculture proper {or ‘higher barbarism’ in the
Morgan-Lngels terminclogy) provided a
matcrial basis on which was possible the
development of towns, non-agricultural crafts,
the first forms of writing, professional armies
and priesthoods—in short, the stage of
‘civilisation’.

The transitions from gathering-hunting to
horticulture, from horticulture to agriculture
proper and from agriculutre to civilisation did
not take place everywhere. Indeed, until capital-
ism spread out from Western Europe to sink its
tentacles into all pre-existing socicties, a very

large portion of the world's peoples lived under

matertal conditions very littie different from
those which preceded the nise of civilisation.
Anthropology has been the attempt to develop
a ‘science’ based upon observing these so-called
‘primitive’ societics and drawing general

‘theoretical’ conclusions about them.

These observations and conclusions have then
been used to make assertions about the nature of
pre-historic societies existing in similar material
conditions.

Although Engels and the American
ethnologist Morgan who influenced him were
among the first to usc this approach, most people
who have done so in the last half century have
claimed the evidence refutes Engels” arguments
about women’'s oppression and the family.

Thus the American anthropologist Linton
claimed the family was an invariant of all
societies, even existing among the higher
monkeys. The most influential British anthro-
pologists, Malinowski and Evans Pritchard tried
to prove the same thing, with Evans Pritchard
msisting, ‘regardless of forms of social structure,
men are alwaysin the ascendancy (over women)’.
The French anthropologist, Levi-Strauss,
despite claiming in his earlier writings that he
owed a debt to Marx, asserts the universality of
male dominance by seeing the complex incest
rules you find in many pre-civilised societies as
‘rule for the reciprocal exchange of women by
men’,

Some Marxists have taken these assertions as
proof that Engels was wrong. Godelier argues,
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‘we can assume that in any soctety men’s labour
is evaluated more highly than women’s’ and
Maurice Bloc denies there were ever societies in
which ‘women were equal to men, or in which
classes did not exist’.

Finally, separatist feminists like Firestone,
Ortner and Rosaldo have accepted thc same
basic argument. They accept that men have
always becn and will always tend to
dominate——unless women separate themselves
off.

Yet this use of the evidence from anthropology
falls down on two counts.

Firstly, the ‘primitive® societies which exist

today cannot simply be assumed to be the same
as those which existed everywhere until 3,000 or
10,000 years ago. They have gone on changingin
periods since. Some of the gatherer-hunter
societies that now exist {for instance, in parts of
the Amazon region) were once horticultural
societies that regressed; some of the peoples who
live in agricultural societics are the descendanis
of civilisations which cellapsed.
" The existence alongside them of societies
based on more developed forms of production
has necessarily influenced all of the *primitive’
socicties. Gathering-hunting peoples have
usually only been able to maintain themselves in
the face of pressures from horticulturalists, agri-
culturalists and, above all the ‘civilised’ in the
most marginal areas—the Arctic, the Kalahan
and Australian deserts, the tropical forests.

What is more all three sorts of pre-civilised
society have been to a greater or lesser degrec
integrated into the world market: hunters sell
animals’ skins to capitalist traders; horti-
culturalists produce seeds or fibres for the
Western multinationals; agriculturalists are part
of the world's biggest single industry.

th the bourgeois market has come the
bourgeois state and boutgeois rehgion,
consciously setting out te change
norms of behaviour to fit in with their
own notions of morality.

It would hardly be surprising, then, to find
imprinted on these societics today features of
male dominance, which may not have existed in
the past.

The second problem is that there 1s no doubt
that the great majority of anthropological ob-
servers have expected to find these features. For
all of their pretence at being ‘scientists’, they
have been little more than individuals from
established bourgeois societies who have gone to
look at ‘primitive’ societies from the outside,
often not even speaking the language, and taking
with them all the prejudices of bourgeois society.

Such anthropologists have gone out to look at
primitive societies in the expectation of finding
exactly the features which capitalism has been
imprinting on them. They have then used their
cbservations to draw the conclusion that these
features have always existed and must always
gxist!

It has only been in recent years, as some non-
separatist feminists influenced by Marxism have
looked again at their evidence that its faults have

been revealed. Malinowski, for instance, was
able to claim that women played very hitle
economic role in the Trobriand society he ob-
served because he completely ignored the role of
women in the collecting of banana leaves—even
though he was photographed in front of a pile of
them.

Other anthropologists have asserted that
women play no rele in certain Australian
aborigine rituals: failing to observe a key point in
the ritual in which the men {including,
presumably, the male anthropologists) turn their
backs while the women make vital ritual
gestures.

So if we want to use the evidence of antrho-
pology 1n order to understand the development
of human society, we have to treat 1t very
cautiously and very critically. We must not make
the mistake of those who simply parrot the words
of Malinowski, Evans Pritchard or Levi-Strauss,
Nor should we follow certain would-be Marxists
(especially Evelyn Reid) by indulging in specu-
lations which no evidence can support.

Nevertheless, there are a few conclusions we
can draw.

Existing gathering-hunting peoples live in
bands 20 or 30 strong. There is little in the way of
a formal authority structure in these bands and
nc division mto classes. People enter the bands
quite freely, and if there is a dispute one or other
party to it simply leaves and joins another band.

Women and men live within the band as
couples, and there 15 a sexual division of labour
between them, with women mainly involved in
gathering and men in hunting (although some
women may choose to take part in this).

This has led many writers to the view that the
men dominate the women in an early version of
the patriarchal family, But, in fact, this 1s not so.
In most (if not all) surviving gathering-hunting
societies women and men both take part in
decision-making (for 1instance, as to whether to
leave the band and join another), and either
member of the couple can break the liaison if
they wish to.

he view that men must dominate 1s nsually

based on the myth of ‘man the hunter”.

that somehow gathering tubers, berries

and nuts must be intrinsically less 1m-
portant than hunting. In fact, gathering provides
for a much greater proportion of the diet than
hunting. Meat rarely accounts for more than 30
percent of the diet, and it is a much less reliable
source of feod than gathering.

The sexual division of labour in these societies
is not something imposed on women by men,
but fits in with the needs of the band. It cannot
survive uness a certain minimal number of
children are born and reared, which mmvolves
breast feeding in infancy. The band is continually
on the move in search of new food supplies, and
so a woman who is rearing a child has to carry it
about with her until it is about four years old.
Under those circumstances, she cannot have
children more than once every four years and,
since about half of the children die in infancy, the
average woman has to be either pregnant or
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rearing a child throughout almost all of her adult
lite if the band 15 to survive.

This does not mean that women alone bear a
responsibiiity for child raising. Men play an
increasing role from the age of four onwards. But
it does make it difficult for women to be involved
i huntmng.

Flunting for larger ammals involves rapid
movement, hardly compatible with carrying a
child. What 1s more, it 15 usually a precarious,
gven dangerous occupation. The band can alford
the risk ot losing a tew of 11s men: 1t cannot atford
(o lose those of 11s members who alone can give
birth to the next generation.

The 1mportant point, however, 15 that
although the division of labour darises out of the
biological differences between the sexes, it does
not gutomatically lead 1o the domination of onc
sex by another.

The American anthreopologist Ernestine
friedl has argued that 1n those gathering-
hunting socicties where hunting 15 of most
importance in terms of supplyving the diet {in the
Arcuc and Austraha, for example) men have
greater prestige and power. But even she insists
that this is nothing Llike the systematic
domination of men over women you get tn class
soc1eties.

Fleanor l.eacock and Karen Sacks both go
further than this. They argue that it vou look
critically at the ewidence, vou find a rough
equality of men and women in all gatherer-
hunter societies,

But in either case, we are a long way from the
‘untversal domination of men’ that so many
people claim to exist. If a basic *human nature’
was produced in the huge period ot time our
ancestors lived 1n such socicties, there 15 no
reason to believe it involved any innate tendency
of men to oppress women or of women to accept
such oppression.

f there 1s room for some argument about the
relative contribution of men and women to
malcrial produciion in gatherer-hunter
sociefies, there 15 no such room in the next
stage of devclopment, horticultural socictics.

The tilling of the soi1l with the hoe and digging
stick developed out of the gathering of vegetabie
foodstufts, and i1s almost everywhere a female
occupation (although men are likely to be
responsible for clearing the land). These are
soctenies in which women arc the main providers
of food and clothing, and women’s social
standing 15 correspondingly high.

The division into classes 1s necessarily accom-
panied by the rise of the state—ot a body of
armed men cut off from the rest of society. The
new exploning class needs this in order to protect
its own position and to extend it through con-
quest, the taking of slaves and so on.

The changes that occur with the rise of agri-
culture, class society and the state have very
important implications for the position of
women. Ploughing and the herding of animals
involves labour which is not comparable, on a
continuous basis, with bearing and breastfeeding
children. In this sense agricultural labour proper

differs from the preceding horticultural labour.

In these societics, women help appoint war
chiefs, 1ake part in decisions as to who marrics
whom, decide for how long prisoners will be
tortured.

it was one of these societies, the Irogquois of
New York state that Morgan studied. It was on
the basis of these studies that Engels claimed
there had been a stage in human society of
mother right, or matnarchy.

The Iroquois 1s one of a number of societies
based upon what anthropologists today call
‘matrilineality’ and ‘matrilocality’. By these
terms they mean that descent s reckoned
through the female line and that men go to live at
the homes of their wife’s mother. Women's
standing in such societics is especially high: the
man 1s always a stranger in the house in which he
lives, along with his wife, her mother, her sisters,
and the assortment of men to whom they are
married.

However, it s wrong to apply the term
‘matnarchy’: that implies that women dominate
men In the same way that men dominate women
in class societies. But such domination of one
group in society over another cannot cxist until
you get class soclety.

What 15 more, most surviving horticultural
socleties are not ‘matrilineal-matrilocal’.
Descent 1s often reckoned through the male line,
and residence 1s usually at the male home.

Nevertheless, these are sull societies in which
women's standing 1s high. The reason, as Engels
noted, 1s the key role plaved in them by kin-
groups {(what he called the *gens’ or the ‘clan’).

In all these societies the key element of social
organisation (s the line of descent in which some-
one finds themselves {(in patrilineal socictics their
relattonships to their {ather, their siblings, their
uncles and aunts on their father’s sides, and so
on; 1 matrilineal societies their mother,
mother's brother, mother’s sister and her
children and so on), Marriage is always outside
this line, but its ties remain all important for the
individual-——more imporiant in many ways than
their ties to their spouse. Marriage is not just an
individual relationship, but a relationship be-
tween lineages mediated by individuals.

S0 although the woman 18 a ‘wife’, she is also,
more importantly a ‘sister’—and any oppression
of her by her spouse would rapidly lead to the
intervention of her lineage in her defence. And
within her own lineage, decisions are taken not
simply by the men, but by the elder women as
well (for a fuller elaboration of these arguments,
see Karen Sacks’ Sisters and Wives).

he systematic exploitation of one section
of the population by another is not pos-
sible in gatherer-hunter and horticultural
socleties. The productivity of human
labour 1s simply not great encugh to produce
such an excess of food and clothing over and
above what is needed to keep the mass of people
alive so as to aliow a minority of the population
either to devote themselves to non-productive
tasks or to live in 1dleness. No significant surplus

exists in these socleties.
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This only comes into being with the great leap
forward in productivity which resuits from the
transition from horucubiure Lo agriculture. It is
this change which allows embryoenic class
divisions to begin to emerge.

A stratum of rulers, priests or merchants who
are not tied to contingal agricultural labour
begin to develop. This provides certain benefits
tor the community as a whole: the stratum can
devote some of therr ume to studving how
further to tmprove its productivily, 1O INCICASINg,
s trade with neighbouring communities, to
buliding regular armed forces for raiding the
neighbours. However, the benefits are mono-
polised by the rising class {so whiie in gatherer-
hunter societies the average working dav 1s about
tour hours, m agriculiural societies 1t 15 much
longer).

As C Gordon Childe has noted:

“The plough changed larming from plot
culttvation to agriculture and welded indis-
solubly cultivation and stock breeding, It
relieved women ol the most exacting drudgery
but deprived them of their monopoly over the
cereal crops and the social status that inferred.
Among the barbarians, although women nor-
mally hoc plots, it 1s men who plough fieids.
Andevenin the oldest Sumertan and Egvptian
documents, the ploughmen really are males.”
(What happened in history p 72)

Women continued to do productive, as well as
repraoductive tasks. But the production of the
main means of hvelthood—and the source of the
new, growing surplus—was in the hands ot men,

Two of the other changes also tended to
enhance the position of men at the expense of
women. The (rading of surpluses between dil-
terent communities could involve long and
arduous journeys, not casily carrted oul by
women burdened with voung children; that trade
often (although not alwavs) became a male
monopaly. And the demands of child rearing
also meant the new full time armies tended to be
all male institutions (therc are some societics
which have female warriors, but they are few and
far hetween).

The people who came to control the new sur-
plus tended to be men. For them. male
dominance was one aspect of their overall
domination of the rest of societv. Women
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became for them playthings, ormaments, or
means of establishing alliances with other rulers;
they ceased in any sensc to be regarded as human
heings of the same standing as men.

What is more, the polarisation into classes
undermined the kinship lineages. As class and
state replaced the clan or gens, the woman lost
the last vestiges of protection from the man in the
houschold.

This had its impact on the exploited peasants
(or occassionally artisans) as well as on the new
ruling class. The cxploited class was now
organised not in lncage groups, but in house-
holds where one male would come to control the
main productive activity and where most of the
men (his sons and servants or slaves) and all the
women would play a subordinate role.

The rise of class society and the disintegration
of the old lineage groups produced the
patriarchal family and the oppression of women.

s account allows us 10 se¢ how relevant

remains the central, revolutionary core

of Engels’ argument. His account was

not perfect. But he was absolutely right
to Insist that women’s oppression does not
follow from human nature but from a particular
family form; that the family form depends upon
the material production and reproduction of
soclety; and that the oppression of women was
assoclated with the rise of ¢lass society and the
state.

The argument continues to have revolutionary
implications today. Through most of humanity’s
time on the earth, women's biclogical differences
trom men did not condemn them to oppressions,
although there was a certain sexnal division of
labour. It was only at a very late stage in human
history with the rise of class society, that biology
and oppression became associated. Finally, the
most recent stage of class society, capitalism, has
increased the productive potential of humanity
s0 much that there 1s no longer any material
reason for women to be cxcluded from the most
productive processes.

Their oppression today is not a product of
human nature or of their own biology. It is a pro-
duct of a class soctety which has to be over-
thrown if the whole of humanity is not to face a

return to something much worse than barbarism.
-

Engels today
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LABOUR COUNCILS

A tale of two cities

Lett Labour counctls continue to
make the headlines. Here Alan
(:ibbons looks at the recent
Liverpeol budget crisis and
Gearceth Jenkins examines Ken
Livingsione's by-clection
strategy.

LIVERPOOL city council’s campaign
dganst Loy spending corbs ended  at
A4dpmoon 1L uly . when the Labour budger
was passed, It was greeted with miners-styie
chitmting of "Here we go, here we go.” by
ciiphone Labour supparters in the gallery.,
sutee then the claims for the budget passed
art 11y have grown and grown. The
Milrrant of 27 July saw it as a miajor arning
pointan the cliass struggle:
st Liverpood workers showed the way
to the mmers; then the miners moved into
action lifting and strengrhening the bartle
in Liverpool: then victory in Liverpoaol

Iired the nuners, Thatcher had been

heaten,”

The subpect of all this euphoria? The
Labour group had passed & massive 17 per-
ceitt rate nise and withdrawn its decoration
allowance tor council wenants, worth £7.2
mdlien. Wihilst they had preserved counil
Jobs, extracting  some  new  government
money, tiwe 8.5 midhon conceded amounts
tr o wond deal less, than the Liverpool
Labour Party's mmaginative claim of £60)
million,

The Harancial Fiemes analysed the situation
i the following sober termes:

“The Iinanvial package which will allow

Liverpoul ta pass o legal budger today

contains several significant Government

CONCESSLONS and some compromises on

the part ot the ruling Mailitant-intfiuenced

Lubrour group!”

This realistic assessment of (he agreement
by the house journal ot the Britsh ruling
class s o goodd, odd-tashioned compromise iy
M marked contrast to the Mifirant’s claim
that “Nmetv-lise per cent of the council
demands were conceded.”

But the key to a sociadisi assessment of the
settlerent lies in locating itin the context of
the clivws struggle, 'rom this standpoint, the
conclusion of Liverpool’s campaign can anly
be seen ds o miserable sell out of its original
AT,

A gencralised fightback

The Milirans editorial of 13 Julyis alive o
the assies invalved but quite oblivious to the
prospect of a gencrabised class fight againsi
the Torles:

‘The Tory government are in a mess, The
nuners are slowly but surcly grinding the
Tornes” noses an the dirt. The dockers
have taken up the struggle.

2}

The Tory government was facing a major
crists. The dockers were opening up a second
[ront in the industrial siruggle alongside the
miners. But what conclusion should a
socialist draw in this situation? Cut vour
losses and accept the first compromise offer
made by the Tories? Accept a few con-
cessions ott the backs of the miners and give
in? Thatis what the railwaymen’s teaders did
and what the dockers were to do ten days
later. It is also precisely what the Liverpool
Liabour Party chose to do. For three months
Liverpool put off passing an illegal budget
and squandered the chance of linking up
with the miners.

The Militant-led councif used token
demonstrations as substitutes tor the all-out
industrial action, which, in concert with the
miners' strike could have put the Tory
government under real pressure.

The politics of the Labour left in general
and Miluant in particular. finally did lead
the campaign down a blind alley. Next vear
the Tories will be back for mare councils,
encourdged by their success this nme. There
15 already talk of a 45 percent rate rise,

But next yvear there will not be a miners’
strike, Liverpool have wasted a golden
apportunicy ta roll back the Tory oifensive.

[N A wel-publicised move, Ken Livingstone
and three other GLC councillors have
resigned their seats so as to give the volers of
London {av least, some of them) an
opportunity to exercise their democratic
rights—rights which, with abolition, the
government plans (o take away. Thistoliows
the Lords® decision to scrap the Paving Bill,
which would have appointed commissioners
to run the GLC and the six Metropolitan
Counties atter their elected terms of office
had ¢xpired.

Will this new initiative carry the anti-
abolition campaign torward?

No doubt there wili be widespread interest
generated by the campaign and the media
coverage that goes wih it. In many
workplaces the guestion of whether the
seven councils should be retained will be the
subject of intense argument.

While we are clear that they should not be
abolished (because of the threart to jobs and
services) we part company with the argu-
ments being pushed by Ken Livingstone and
others, These stress only the need for an
alliance of all sincere democrats as a way to
beal the reactionary Tory government.
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Livingstone scems 1o have developed an

almost mystical taith o the power of the

Batlot box:
‘Despite Mrs Thawher's predeliction Lor
Churchill guotes she has apparentlsy for-
gotten the words of another
Churchill—-1.0rd Randolph—who oneg
told the party to *Trust the People™.
‘Bur in the end no opinion polls, no
matier how accurate, no petition however
large. and no march, however long, his
the validity of the ballin box. Labour 1s
prepared to trust the people and submit
to the verdier ot the soters L ( Craardian.
6 August [984),

The relerence to Randolph Churchill s
grotesque. Bur there has alwavs been o
populist strain o Tory polities {(indecd.
Thatcher skilfully exploited 1t in the 1979
clection). An appeal to the people invariubly
mealls @& mampitlation of the backward.
deferential, reactionary and racist elements
in the population in orvder o delest the
struggles ot the workers” movement,

Not that [abour has shown anyv real
imchination e "trust the people’. The Svalidity
ol the ballor box™ in the sense of abiding by
promises o improve the lot of working
peaple, has alwiays come o very poor sevond
to the validity” of running the *democratic’
svster that assures the bosses’ profis.

Popular front politics

But the wuorst aspect of Livingsrone’s
arguments 1s the way he wants specitically to
exchude any considerution of the ssues that
really alfecet our lives:

‘Voters will not be asked their views on

defence  policies, unemployment, the

cconomy  or the TV performances of

different party leaders |

The recason for their exciusion s his
popular front politics. The stress on the
lowest common denominator—democracy
in the abstract—is designed 1o blur the
cssential differences o cliss interests that
any atention to these issues (all escept the
Last) would bring out.

The guestion of, sav, jobs not hombs

wouid bring into tocus the reat content of

local democraey: whether or not there are
lunds to finance adequite social services, an
effective transport system, ¢te, And that tn
turn woukd bring into tocus how we get these
things.

The one weapon that workers huave to
defend thetr lvelihoods and so defend
services 1s strike action. Butl that is one that
would trighten voters. Yot there s no other
power—and  certamly no  power 1n
vating—ta stop the Tores™ aboblition plans.

Livingstone would undoubtediy say that
he 15 not against industrial action as 4 last
resort. but in etfect he v asking workers o
renounce any independent action ot their
own for fear of antagomsing potential allies.

These pohitics, which appear so attractive
because they promise broad popular
support, are a trap. Of course, vote Labour,
But we should have no tllusions that there 15
any other way 1o stop abolition, protect jobs,
and defend scrvices, cxeept through the
hard, narrow, and not particularly popular
politics  of arguing tor uaction i the
workplace.m
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CANDY UDWIN is a NUPL shop steward af
University  College  Hospital in Central
London. En the first of a series about organ-
ising in the workplace Socialist Review talked
to her about her experiences,

['ve worked in UCH for four years. I was
elecled as a shop steward aftter just six
montihs. 1 was elected at a branch mecting
but there were vittually no NUPE members
oy sectien, Medical Records—I1 was vir-
tually appomnted and [ had (o recruit people
mto the wion,

The only people 1In a4 union were 1n
NALGO which had meetings once every six
months with cheese and wine to dscuss, say,
the pay claam. The last ume anyone tried o
orpanisc clerical statt into NUPLE was
1976,

With lutle record of union activity we had
to take up those smaller 1ssues which alfected
peaple. One of the first was that women
weren't allowed to wear trousers o work.
Management were also trymng to force us to
wear overalls, 1 personally argucd against
wearing overalls. In the ¢nd we won a
compromise. Women could wear trousers as
fong as they were neat and we only had to
wear overalls in recepuon.

Understaffing and overtime

It was something which concerned people
in their day-to-day activity. After that the
most important 1ssue was staifing levels.
Medical Records was badly understaffed.
For years people had worked extra hours
without booking overtime. The first stage
way getting people to book overtime.

Then we started demanding extra stall
wilh a campaign involving a certain level of
industrial acrion—an  overtime ban, no
covering of vacant posts and a work to rule,

Management tried to brinig in a work study
clatrming that was the only waywe'd getextra
staft. 1 argued agatnst it and won opposition
lo 1t but then management insisted on a
ballot, That was accepted but [ managed (o
make sure 10 wasn’t secral.

People said we'd never win but we per-
suaded people by simply going round
arguing and hinking the ssue to cuts which
were looming on the horizon, We caused
quite a stir, We won the ballot and the end
result was a sort of stalemate, We didn’t win
extra statt but we ensured our department
wasn'Lcut at a time when the Health Dhistrict
cut staff in similar departments in other
hospitals,

This was betore and durning the 1982 pay
dispute. NUPE in UCH voted for strike
action on each one of the one day stoppages
dunng the dispute. That didn’t mean the
strikes were solid. The level ot scabbing went
up and down with the dispute, On 22 Sep-
ternber the action was strongest. The porters
wheo'd worked till then came out. Peole were
hoping that with the extra support we were
gelting we'd be successful. Even non-union
workers came out,

In Medical Records NUPE members were
in 4 minority but we came out every time,
But when you go back 1o work after just a
one day strike and find an extra day’™s work
piled up vou feel very 1solated,

[t was quite ditticult building the one day
strikes while arguing the need for an all-out
strike. We had a half-day stoppage to lobby
the TUC calling for an all-out strike. At the
end of the dispute no one thought we could
win with one-day strikes but people didn’t
really believe in all-out strike either. Right at
the end we won a vote for all-out strike but
maost people who voted tor it didn’t believe it
would happen.

1 joined the SWP n the middle of the
dispute. I dido't feel I was organising at work
ied developing the political ideas of those |
was In contact with, I'd been involved n
various anti-cuts commitiees and hospital
closure campaigns but they were
increasingly involving the same handful of
people. Now we've a small group of SWP
members 1n the hospital.

As SWP members we try to organise
around 1ssucs aftecting our sections.

Recently i've been pushing for a rest room
[or Medical Records and clenical staff. Atthe
same time we take up outside issues like the
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mingrs, and the sirtkes at Hammersmuach ancd
Barking hospitals by orpanising support tor
the demonstrations, onc dayv stnkes and
mass pickets.

We've had speakers 1mito the rest roomns
and canteens trom all three strikes, Every
week we have a collection at the clock cards
which we split three wavs, At the moment ity
down to 60 people giving S0p a week, The
teeling of collective solidarity that's built up
is important. You find some surprising
people who give money and we meel prople
we didn’t know.

Using Socialist Worker

We sell Socialist Worker at 1hie collections
to people who stop to taltk about the miners.
The combination of selittg Sociafiss Worker
and developing union activity s vital. Some
people get active and we can then sell them a
paper. Others buy the paper because they
want 1o read and discuss pohitcs. Through
selling them Sociafisi Waorker we've drawn
them o activity,

The people who are involved in backing
the strikes are the people we can sell the
paper to. They're a minonty but theyv're
important. Many ol them now buy Sociafiss
Warker. Over time Pve seen people who
wouldn’t buy it or wouldn’t ¢ven argue drop
out af activity. That shows it yvou don't have
some understanding of a political alternative
you can become very cynical with the hittle
nitty gricty battles.

What we do best is finding peaple we ¢an
talk 1o by combining actmaty and using
Seciglist Worker to talk and arguc with
people. The paper 1s often an advert that
we're around and  that we're  serious
militants.

We've managed to draw a group of people
around us in this activity. When we had a
one-day strike in support of Barking it wasn't
tatally solid but we got 25 down to the mass
picket. Those people got a lot out of it and
now recognise each other. When people find
they're not on their own and there’s other
people with similar idcas that helps them get
active.

One of the interesting things 1s that peaple
who came out over Barking weren’l just
from the traditionally well-orgunised
sections. Often people who've beenin NUPE
for years think it equals one-day strikes and
are a bit cynical. Peopie in less well argamsed
sections aren't held back by that.

If you're a nurse and want to fight you
immediately have to argue pohtically. In a
central London teaching hospttal you've no
choice over, say, the mingrs!

It’s also true that people who've been
imvolved in union activity are the oncs who'll
back the miners and take solidariy action.

We have regular scction meetings on top
of branch mectings—usualiy  every  sIx
weeks. You need to campaign among the
membership for them. I 1t's only me who's
pushing for a seclion meerning they're not
successful so 1 have 1o involve uther people,
Those people and those who come have to
face up to the fact they're a minority.
Stopping people getting demoralised by that
fact is one of my crucial activities as a shop
steward and a revolutionary. Yoo have to
seek out the arguments all the time. ®
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LABOUR PARTY

TIHE big issue at this year's Labour party

conference is going to be the re-selection of

b Ps. This was the issue that caused so much
trictton between 1879 and 1981, Then
however it was the policy of the feftattempt-
g o exercese some demaocratic control over
MPs, this time 1t s Neil Kinnock, and the
Labour might who are raising the queston,
With the aid of the trade union block vote
they will aimost certainty win the day.

What ditference will the new rules make?
Surprisingly cnough, probably very little.

JBut the ssue s guite revealing about the
present <late of the Labour Party.

Up until inow the Labour parhamentary
candidate Vor a constitucncy  has  been
selected by the General Management
Commitice of the Constituency  Labour
Party. This Committee is the governing body
ot the Consutuency Party. 1t consists mainly
oA delegates from the ward branches ol the
party and locally attiliated trade union
branches and meets monthly with anaverage
attendance ot perhaps 30 to 40,

One man, one vote

Belore 1980 it the candidate then went on
o be clected MP they were virtually
impossible to remove. 50 a Labour MP ina
sate seat had a meal ticket tor life. Now of
coursc, with reselection evenan MP has togo
through the same selection process again
between  every election, something  still
bitterly resented by many right wing Labour
M P,

Despite the move to the night since the
Bennite highpoint of 1981 the old styie
Labour right wing is not tn a position to
simply turn back the clock and get rid of re-
selectnion. So they are pushing for what they
call *one man, one vote’. This means that
instead of the General Committee choosing
the candidate, the choice will be made by
some sort of ballot of all the individuzal
members of the constituency  party (on

The right and reselection

average 4-500 per comstituenoy ).

Forall their hypocriteal wlk ot extending
democracy’ rthe night’s read tunking 1s tal
the imndividual memhbership as a whole arc
more right wing and more castly mane-
pudated by the press and the local MIP than
the activists on the General Committec.

That thinking 1s correct, but only up to a
pomnt. Eist of  atl when 1t comes 1o
resclection General Committees  are
nowhere near the sohd bastions of the hard
lett that Fleer Street hikes to pretend or that
they themselves sametimes like to believe
they are. We have the experience of one (ull
round o reselections between 19¥[-83 to

Judge them on,

'EFEN £ THE VO TE whAs
EXTENDED T LABSUR FARTY

MEMBERS A TS ANVD BUDKE BRIt ARS
Torty Lol wovtD sTee BE
THREATENED Witwt esfLECTION

Then only halt a dozen Labour MPs were
deselected, and probably another halt a
dozen of the SDP defectors would have been
deselected had they stayved on in thie Labour
Partv. A dozen deselections out of morg than
200 sitting Labour MPs who wanted 1o go
into the 1983 General Election 1s not all that
dramatic.

It was a particularly fechle pertormance
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trom the lett when vou consider that about
one  hundred dectared opponents  of
unilateral nuclear disarmament (nearly halt
the present parhbamentary Labour Party)
were resclected—muost of them, presumably,
By General Comnuttees composed of an
overwhelming majority of unilateralists.

The expenience ol reselections last 11me,
then, was that virtually any right wing MP
who took the trouble 1o cultzvate his or her
lecal party had Litle difficulty 1n being
reselected. There 15 no reason 1o beileve that
thimgs would be any ditferent this time
round, especially when yvou remember that
some of the most outrageous of the right
wingers have already gone while those that
remain have mostly learned a bit more over
the past tew years about Keeping sweet their
local General Commiattees.

So despite the headlines about *25 Lahour
MPs tace lelt takeover' it would be surprising
il even half that number were
deselected—ceven 1f the present system s
maintamned.

But will the new “one man, onc volte’
svslem moved by Kinnock’s lieutenant John
Eyvans stop even these deselections?

No. A few heads will roll anvway, First,
because it 1s going to be optional for cach
General Committee whether 1t goes tor fone
man. one vote” or not. They will be under
some pressure from the media and the party
leadership to take that option. Butsome that
are really determined to deselect may well
restst the pressure.

The Fleet Street lobby

Second, even 1f they do opt for *one man,
one  wote' this 1s no guarantee that an
unppopular local MP will survive. The
reccommended  procedure 1 the new
proposals 1s for voting at branch meetings
open only to those who have attended at feast
one branch meeting in the past vear. That
stops wheeling out the dead men. And the
one to two hundred in ¢ach constituency
who would vote in such a poll may well be
just as left wing as the General Commitice
members and just as fed up with a par-
ticularly stand-oftish locai MP,

To take one example ot an MP who s
seriously  under threat of deselection:
shadow cabinet member John Silkin an
Deptford. The general feeling seems to be
that Sukin's devouon to his parliamentary
dutics whether 1in Deptford or Westminster
i5 now so mirimal that even extending the
franchise for reselection to the cats and
budgerigars ot Labour Party members
would not save him.

Forr all the tuss, then, the new ruoles on
reselection are going W make hictle difference
il they are passed.

But the fuss is important, Kinnock has
shown once again that he 1s willing 10
desecrate some of the hallowed ground of the
Labour Left sumply in order 1o get a few
temmporary plaudis trom Flect Street and to
keep a few right wing Labour MPs 1n the
style to which they are accustomed. The tact
that he 1sdong that twoe or three years before
an electon should be a very clear pointer to
what Neit Kinnock, Prime Minister, will be
like.

Pete Goodwin B
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One party states

Why does bourgeois democracy hardly exist
in the Third World? Why 1s political power
so frequently exercised in the form of a one
party state? These questions are raised by the
recent second congress of the ruling party in
Zimbabwe, ZANU-PF.

The c¢ongress’s main theme was the
establishment of a one-party state, This
would invelve the suppression both of the
remnants of the old white supremacist
Rhodesian Front, still headed by Tan Smith,
and more seriously, of ZAPU. whose
enduring popular base 1 the westemn
provinces of Matabeleland has called fortha
large-scale military operation aganst the
local peasantry.

Two reasons are usually given to justify
the creation of one-party states. One 1s an
appeal to traditional, pre-capitalist values.
African society before the white conquest
was based on consensus, one is often told in
Zimbabwe; the one-party state involves a
return to such a cendition. [ doubt if anyone
takes this sort of nostalgic hogwash
seriously.

The second, more sericus, argument for a
one-party state is that made for example, by
Zimbabwean prime mnister Robert
Mugabe, Naticnal unity, he says, is required
to build socialism. This seems to suggest that
capital can be expropriated with its own
consent, without class struggle. This 15 a
rather strange idea coming from someone
who led a bloody seven year peasant war 1o
wrest political power from white hands. Is
economic power likely to come any easier?

The president’s power

In any case, there 15 not the shightest pros-
pect of socialism being bullt under the
present Zimbabwean regime.

As Dawvid Caute, covering the congress for
the New Statesman, put it: |

‘Four years after he {(Mugabe) took

power Zimbabwe's cconomy, whether

industrial, financial, commercial or
agriculturai, closely resembles that of
white Rhodesia ... What lies ahead for

Zimbabwe 1is not socialism but

presidential power.’

So Zimbabwe looks headed to join the
long line of bourgeois regimes, especially in
Africa, where power 1s concentrated in the
hands of a president, who heads a single
mass party organised on lnes formally
simnilar to the structure of the *Communist’
Parties of the eastern bloc (politburo, central
commuittee etc), and proclaiming a commit-
ment to socialism. Yet, unlike the state
capitalist countries, one-party states usually
have a sizeable private sector. How did this
pecular political form arise?

One way of answering this question is to
consider the conditions under which multi-
party systems evolved in countries such as
Britain. Ther¢ seem to be three crucial
factors.

First, the ruling class broadly accept the

lemtimacy of the existing state. This can't be
taken for granted — in England, for
example, 1t tock a hundred years for the
capitalist political regime established by the
revolution of 1640 to be stabilised. It took a
stmilar length of time for the bourgeois
republic to consolidate itself 1n France.

From the standpoint of the Third
World ruling classes the one-party
state has been a success. Many
one-party regimes have shown
remarkable stability

Second, cconomic and political power
have become to some degree separated.
Under feudalism, the landowner’s control of
the means of production was bound up with
his coercive power. Capitalism, because it
sgparates the workers from the means of
production, and places them under
economic pressure 1o submit to expleitation,
doesn't require the same sort of continuous
apphcation of force. The state can become
an arena in which the different sections of the
capitalist class seck to hammer out a unified
strategy, with the party system acting as a
mechanism through which the bourgeoisie’s
internal conflicts are expressed.

Thard, it 15 both necessary and possible to

incorporate the working class in the political
system — necessary because of the strength
of workers” organisations, possible because
the ruling class of imperialist countries find
themselves in a position, for long periods of
time, to make economic CONCessions to
workers, This provides the material base on
which bourgeols democracy, and in
particular the emergence of the trade union
bureaucracy and the reformist parties as
intermediaries between labour and capital,
can flourish.

it is the absence of these three conditions
which gives rise to one-party states 1o the
Third World. To take the third, and most
obvious factor — few ruling c¢lasses in the
pooOr countries are in a position to make
significant maienal concessions to the mass
of workers, Repression takes visible and
daily forms which are comparatively rare in
the impenalist countries.

However, the lack of a maternal basis for
reformism is not the decisive factor In
explamning the existence of one-party states.
Thus India combines a brutal, highly
coercive state apparatus, and a multiparty
system whose divisions are largely a
reflection of conflicts within the propertied
classes. The one-party state is a function of
the weakness of the ruling class stself.

Thus, one cannot in many Third World
countries take acceptance of the legitimacy
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of the state for granted. So many ex-colonies
were simply arbitrarily carved out by one or
other imperial power, and often contain
within them different ethnic groups united
only by subjugation to the same master.

Post-colomial states usually undertake a
process of ‘nation-buillding’ which seek to
create a national identity where none existed
before. Usually this process involves. the
dominance of ane ethnic group over others
— thus the creation of a nation state in
Zimbabwe involves the subordination of the
Ndebele-speaking minority 1o a Shona-
speaking nationheod.

Even where ethnic divisions are not so
important, local ties undermine the power of
the central government. In pre-conguest
African societies, kinship plaved a crucial
part 1o the distributton of economic and
political power. The persistence of kin
relations today creates local networks 1n
which people seek to become clients of a
powerful relative whose economic and
political influence will get them jobs and
government favours. The strength of local
loyalties, the weakness of commitment to the
nation state make it difficult for a party
system to evolve in which conflicts within the
ruling elite are openly expressed.

To this 15 added the fact that state power is
often in the Third World the main instru-
ment 1n creating a local capitalist class. The
development of a *national’ bourgeoisie was
penerally stunted by colonialism. Those
holding power in the new independent states
generally belonged to the petty bourgecisie,
Often where a local bourgeoisie did exist at
the time of independence it was regarded as
‘alien’ by the new ruling parties — the Asians
in ¢ast Africa, the overseas Chinese in
Malayasia, the English-speaking bosses of
the mining finance houses in South Africa.

The new bourgeoisie

The state inherited from the colonial days
had often played a malor economic role in
any case — usuallythis hasbeenexpanded in
an effort to create an authentically ‘national’
bourgeoisie. But the importance of the state
in bringing into existence a bourgeois ruling
class makes it virtnally impossible for a
multiparty system to be permitted to evolve
— very often 1t 15 1n the ruling party that the
new bourgeoisie ¢rystallises.

Major conthets do occur within the ruling
party, frequently under ethnic labels. But the
one-party system helps tc prevent splits
within what 1s still a weak ruling class from
acquiring open expression, and thereby
drawing the masses of workers and peasants
into political life. At the same time the party
cadres act as intermediaries between the
ruling class and the masses, permitting some
degree of popular mobilisation when it suits
those at the top.

From the standpoint of the Third World
ruling classes, the one-party state has been a
success. Many one-party regimes have
shown remarkable stability.

When one-party states have fatlen, it has
been to a military coup, not a mass uprising.
But whether this will remain the case, given
the depths of the crisis in much of the Third
World, 15 another gquestion,

Alex Callinicos
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RACISM

The last few months have seen a
number of incidents inspired by
the Nationat Front or stmilar
tascist organisations: the
campaign around Patrick
Harrington at North London
Polytechnic; the attack on an
anti-racist band at a GLC
festival in June; the NF march in
Maidstone. These, plus the
major success the fascists scored
in the French EEC elections in
June, have led some on the left
to question what sort of response
we should adopt to the fascists,
Here Paul Holborow looks at the
experiences of the 1970s, and the
tessons for today.

The decade of the scventics saw a gradual
growth in the size and intluence of the far
right, especially the National Front. Despite
a number of confrontations with the lefi—the
most famous being that of Red Lion Square
in 1974—ithis growth accelerated as the
[Labour government's policies led to
disilusionment among large scctions of
workers.

By 1977, the NF could seriously claim in
some parts of the country to be challenging
the Liberals for third place in British politics.
In the GLC elections of that vear the NF
contested 91 out of 92 seats, palled 119,000
votes and pushed the Liberals into fourth
place n 23 seats. The East London
constituencies proved (o be the most
responsive. In Bethnal Green and Bow they
polled nearly 20 percent of the vote,
Hackney South and Shoreditch 19 percent,
Stepney and Poplar 16.4 percent, Hackney
Central over 15 percent.

Becoming a force

But they did well elsewhere too. In
[.eicester, the NF beat the Liberals in 13 out
of 16 wards, pulling 22,526 votes (13.2
percent). In the county council elections on
the West Midlands, they stood 33 candidates
who pufled out a total of 30,296 vores. In
West Yorkshire and Bradford they came
within an ace of winning council scats.

This electoral progress was achieved by
pursuing a carcfully conceived strategy that
reached the height of its success durning the
last Labour government. The Front had been
formed in the late "60s from a varicty of neo-
fascist and extreme right wing (mainly anti-
immigraton) groups. Its joint leadership
was provided by John Tvndall and Martn
Webster who between them combined the
traditional “hard’ fascist tactics of mlitary
style marches and rallies with a ‘soft’
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electoral strategy appealing to a wider if less
committed laver of supporters. 1n this way,
they hoped to disguise their Nazicore behind
4 veneer ot electoral respectabtality.

This strategy appearcd to be working. In
1974 Webster stood in the West Bromwich
bye-clection and polled 15 percent of the
vole, saving his deposit, A couple of months
after the 1977 council elections the Front telt
confident c¢nough to announce that they
would be standing over 300 candidatesin the
next peneral election. This meant free
election literature, television ume and ex-
tensive press coverage. The scale of propa-
ganda was greater than anything achieved by
Mosley in the 1930s,

All these factors meant that the Front was
polsed to become a real toree politrealiyv. But
at  the same time  there was  growing
opposition to their ideas. Repeated
mobilisations against them showed that
sizeable numbers of sociabists, trade
unicnlsts, students and—when they
marched in the black arcus—considerable
numbers of young blacks and Asians, could
be orgamsed to drive the tascisis off the
strects, [t was after a major batule where the
fascists were humiliaied at one of these

clubs, and 1n numerous counter demaon-
strations and marches. It prodouced literaily
nullions of leatlets taking on the arguments
ot the racists. Hundreds of thousands of
posters proclaiming Never again over a
piclure of 4 concentration Camp Wwere
printed.

In 1978 four major carnivals against the
Nazns—twoe 1n London, one cach in
Manchester and Leeds-—arttracted tens of
thovwsands of working class vouth who
parucipated in a mixwure of political
speeches, huge marches and massive anti-
racist concerts. The campaign culminated in
the general clection of 1979 with
demonstrations against the NEF in Lewcester
and Southall.

T'he result was that a horse and cart was
driven through the caretully planned
electoral strategy ot the Front, Even their
supposed  strongholds 1n Tast London,
where ‘Webster and Tyndal stood  as
candidates, their vote declined by 20 percent
comparcd not 1o their highpoint of 1977 but
tey their much more modest results of 1974,
On the same basis, in Leicester it declined by
51 percent and in Bolton by 63 percent. Since
thetr clectoral humiiation, the Front has
splintered three ways. There 1s no evidence of
growth in either membership or votes, their
mobilisations are tiny. In short they are
demoralised, tocahised and tfragmented.

A major role 1n this was plaved by the
ANL.

There are a number of points which are
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ANL organised Egatnst NF

mobilisations in Lewisham, that the Anti-
Nazi League was formed.

Lewisham marked a real turning point. It
pui Lthe Front on the defensive and showed
that there were thousands outside of the
existing political organisations who wanted
to oppose the fascists. The problem was how
could those prople be orgamsed on the basis
of their opposition to fascism?

The aim of the League was to build a much
bigger movement than previously, tapping
much ol the anti-fascist feeling which at
present was passive, and so defeating the

Nazis. From its early days in the autumn of

1977, the ANL placed the emphasis on
action against the Nazis—on the streets, on
housing cstates, in the schools and vouth
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relevant for us today. Firstlv, the NE are
much weaker than they were 1n the 19705,
They have still not recovered from their
defeats of the 1979 election. But 1the
conditions in which they have o ry 10
rebuild are much more ditficult too. There
has been a prowing disaflection  with
Thatcher and her policies during the past
year. But the people who have bencfited
from this disaffection are not the cxtreme
right, but the mainstream of the Labowr
Party.

And the fact that the miners strike has
struck a level of sympathy and solidarity
from other workers makes 1t hard lor the
Front to make any headway with workers
fed up with unemployment, bad housing and



s on. This obviously is not 4 permanent
situation, and if the miners” strike went down
to a bitter deteat 1t could change fairly
rapidly. At present however, the audience
for the tascists remains uny  and
marginabised. It means as well that the
passihilities of mobilising against the fascists
will not be nearly as great as they were in the
seventics. The Harrington issue, which looks
like continuing into the new term, 1s st1ll an
exceplen.

This 15 important in terms of our attitude
Lo tlungs hike fascists selling their literature
publicly. Qur atutude has always been
simple. We arce against the right of the Nazis
o orgamse and we believe that where
possible they shoutd be prevented trom
dotng so. But our assessment of this has to
depend on the balance ol class [orces. There
15 no point in halt a dozen socialists driving
two fascists oft g sales pitch only to find that
the situation s reversed the next
week—something which degenerates into
small skirmishes and strect fights each week.
Not only can we not win, but the etfect of
stich action s 1o cut us oft from an audience
for our paper, our acuvities ete. That 15 why
the gquestion of tighting the Nazis is not one
of individual moralism  but of mass
maobilisation.

And that is the major difference between
today and the experience of the ANL. Then 1t
was possible 1o join 1n united action with
forces much wider than those of the SWP.
This 1dea of united getion was  very
important. There were, after all, other anti-
racist and anti-fascist orgamisations—usually
under the leadership of the Communist
Party or the Labour Party, Unlike them, the
ANI. proposed a series of very specific
getions from mass leafletuing, carnivals and
marches, to physically confronting the Nazis
on the streets. It was not a bureaucratic
organisation ughtly controlled from the top
seeking a respectable image. On the contrary
1t drew 1ts strength from activiey and from
the grassroots. It developed s pace 1o {it the
mosl  aclive  parlicipants, not the most
pohtcally cautious (strikingly dissimilar to
CNT) today).

Some political problems

That doesn’t mean there were no problems
with the ANL. Because it wasanamalgam of
different political orgamsauons and many
non-aligned, differences of approach and
emphasis could and did develop, especially
at local level. And there were discussions
about how Far it was committed to physically
confronting the fascists—something which
snon became clear in practice. And the
Socialist Workers Party, which ininiated and
led the ANL, also found political proble ms.
These problems have been described as
believing that *The ANL was our peri-
phery—it wasn’t, it was Tom Robinson’s.” In
other words we believed that the masses of
young people who came (o one or lwo events
initiated or organised by revolutionaries
would automalically be open to active
revolutionary politics. In reality, only a tiny
minorty of them were.

Nonetheless the ANL did command real
support. Tts steering committee included
various strands of the Labour left, including

—_—

Peter Hain, Ernie Roberts and Neil Kinnock
{maybe that’s where he got the 1dea for the
Tracey Ullman wideo). The Communist
Party jomned atter initial hesitation, followed
by the Indian Workers Association. The
gtfective icadership 1o the ANL fay with the
SWP. This was possible because 1n the three
vears previously we had estabhshed a pre-
crminent position on the lelt as the muost
consistent and active opponents of the
fascists. We had also kept up a consistent
and principled opposition to the pohicies of
the Labour government and 11s attacks on
wotrkers. Unlike the French lett with Mitter-
rand today. this allowed us to argue against
the tascists without being compromised into
supporting Lahour palicies.

The important thing was that the ANL
was never the SWP on 11s own: 1t was a
successtul attempt to build 4 mass movement
on a prnncpled basis around a specific
alm—sinashing the fascists. [ts main method
of operation was to mobilise Jarge numbers
in an apen confident manner. This has hittle
in common with the subsequent develop-
ment of groups of anti-fascists making
mndividual attacks on lascists, This tended to
happen after the threat of the Nasis had sub-
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sided 1n 1979, And itresulted in small groups
trying to substitute for a movement which
wils 1ot there,

Although there appears to be a slight
resurgence  of  lascist activity  {(probably
msipred by Le Pen's success in I'rance), the
way In which we deal with the problem is
different from in 1978, The most elfecive
way of 1solating the fascistsis by making sure
that we collect for the miners, sell our
literature and argue for sacialist politics to as
wide an audience as possible. That s not (o
rule out phvsical confromation with the
[ascists, s to say that the fascists 1deas are
1selaced, that they have no influence and that
those looking to an alternauve to Thatcher
arc much morg ikelvtolook to Kinnock and
Hattersley than to tiny group whose high-
point of the vear s celebrating [itler’s
birthday.

It follows that the main argument for
revolutionary sociaisits 1s with the ideas of
the Labour centre and right. Maybe that will
change. But at present to put much effort
into chasing the fascists is to credit them with
a political influence which they clearly don’t
pOssess.

Racist r

Just betore her clection Margaret Thatcher
totd an interviewee: ‘People are really rather
afraid that this country might be rather
swamped by people with a different culture.”.
It didn't take much etfort to see that
Thatcher meant colour rather than culture.

This statement received duc recognition
from the Metropolitan Pelice when it named
its assualt on black areas of London, which
triggered the first Brixton riots, "Swamp 817,

For Thawcher racist attitudes have always
existed and always will, 1£°s an 1ded which 1s
accepted by many even on the left. Racism is
inbuilt  into  people’s  attitudes—and
particular the attitudes of white workers.
Racism remains, unchanging, part of ‘our’
character.

Peter Fryer's Staving FPower provides
much needed ammumition 1t the fight
against those who accept the fecar of betng
'swamped'. or those who believe racism was
some sort of natural development. [t charts
i great detail the history of black people in
Britain, from bhlack Roman lemonnaires
stationed on Hadrnan®™s Wall, black court
musictans in 15th cenmury Edinburgh and
through 10 the major post-war immigration
of black workers.

More mmportantly Fryver shows clearly
that racism developed as part of the develop-
ment of Britsh capitalism. For it wasn't until
British merchants began to enter the slave
trade in the mid-17th century that racism
cmerged as a mass phenomenon,

As the emcrging capitalist class
accurnulated much of its capital through the
brutal trade in black slaves they had to pro-
vide an ideological justification for their
activities.
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In the 18th century as Britain's slave trade
reached its height there was a massive effort
to portray blacks as ape-like, indulging in atl
sorty of sexual acuvines, dirty and lazy.

Such views were sponsored by  the
‘plantocracy’—those who owned estates 1in
the West Indies—but they were not views
held by a few cranks. Virtually every Briush
scientist in the 18th century accepled that
blacks were a ‘lesser breed’. 'The philosapher
John Locke might write about human rights
being ‘inalienable’. but this didn't stop him
investing in the slave trade or stating: “A
Negro 1s nol a man.”

The radical Scottish philosopher David
Hume waded in by announcing that blacks
were ‘naturally inferior to the whites’.

Racism wasn’t peripheral to the develop-
ment of bourgeois 1declogy—those 1deas
justifving capnalism. [t was something very
central to it. It reflected a material reality.
First of all the huge slave trade which
financed the rise of British and other capital-
1sms and then the carving out of vastempires
in Africa and Asia. As Fryer notes, ‘The
golden age of the Briish Empire was the
golden age of British racism.’

Having clearly explained this Fryer con-
cludes: *Long after the material conditions
that orginally gave nise to racist ideclogy had
disappeared, these dead 1deas went on grip-
ping the minds of the living.”

But racism wasn't automatically accepted
by British workers., Anti-stavery was central
to the demands ot carly working radicals,
Biacks played a part in the nise of the British
working class. One, Thomas Davidson, was
one of the last people publicly beheaded.
Secretary of the London Taillors Union,
Davidson was executed for plotting to
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assassinate the night wing government of
Castlercagh. Another biack, William
Colley, was a central leader ot the Chartists,
deported to Australia in 1848, All this is
well documented by Fryer. In doing so he
15 able to drawn on works like Capitalism
and Slavery. written by the then radical
Eric Wilhams,

Eryer goes on to document the growth of
Britain's black working class in the post-war
period. How London Transport specialiy re-
crulted labour 1in the West Indies or how the
then Health Minister, Enoch Powell, was
pictured shaking hands with newly arrived
West Indian nurses,

He also points out that tar from the
commaon picture of ignorant West Indians
Mooding into Britain the truth was that 77
percent of male immigrants were skillted or
semi-skilled. But once here they weren’t
emploved using those skills but were herded
Inlo the lowest grades of work.

The immigration ot the 19505 and 60s
acted to remnforce all the racist 1deas taught
by imperial Britamn., Because biacks were
torced into the worst possible jobs, the worst
possible housing and the worst possible
schools this seemed to confirm an image of
blacks as ignorant, stupid and dirty. Racism
created a stercotype of blacks but it then
created a material situation which seemed 10
confirm that stereotype.

Blicks were forced into decaying inner
city areas. White workers were already
trving 1o mave out of these. White workers,
having reached the outer suburbs, began to
biame the poor conditions (n Inner city areas
on 1the very people forced to live there,

But it wasin the 1960s and 70s that racism
really began to develop asa factor in British
politics, And it did so only with the assis-
tance of the state.

The rise of Powell

By the early 196()s the British economy no
longer needed a supply of cheap labour. In
1962 the Tories passed the first Immigration
Act'which restricted dlack rmmigration. The
Labour Party opposed the act, its leader
Hugh Gaitskell calling it “miserabie,
shametul, shabby’,

From then on the race question (and the
emerging race relations industry) in Britain
wus, as Fryer and others point out, demin-
ated by the idea that the problem was
somehow the number of blacks. That's as
true for Enoch Powell as for Rov Hattersley,
who might stop short of repatriation but is
[or tough restrictions on the numbers of
blacks in Britain.

As the British economy hit problems,
racism emerged into the open. And as in
France today those who opened the door for
it were the reformists of the Labour Party.

[n 1968 socialists still basking in the
euphoria of Paris in May were rudely
shocked 10 see London dockers and Smith-
ticld meat porters striking in support of
Enoch Powell’s call for repatriation.

During that summer Powell had lzunched
a campaign of inflammatory speeches aimed
at pressurising the Labour government to
halt black immigration. The expulsion of
Asians from Kenya brought things to a head.

[n just three days a new Immigration Act
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was hurried through by the Labour govern-
ment. Kenvan Asian holders of British
passports were refused entry into Britam, No
such restrictions were put on while Kenvans.

One night wing Labour MP correctly said,
“This measurc makes racism respectabtle,
this bill panders to the raciahst ideology. .
That a socialist government should be
responsible tills me with shame and despatr.”

-

Wik S e /A
Both Labour and Tory governmenis
introduced racist laws

In the late [970s,. as Britain felt the fuit
blast ol economic recession under the
Callaghan government, racism once again
emerged as a major factor in British
pohtics—party reflected by the growth of
clectoral suppornt for the National Front,
partly in the racist language of Tories like
Thatcher,

As workers' confidence was on the wane,
unemployment mounted and massive cuts
werg pushed through, blacks were once
again tingered by Labour poeliticians, This
was the period when more and more blacks
holding immigration vouchers were refused
entry to Britamn, virginmy tests for fermale
immigrants were brought in at Heathrow,
fishing raids’ ol black workplaces were
orgamised to discover ‘ilegal’ immigrants,
the ‘sus’ laws were [ully implemented and
police chiets and Labour ministeres started
the scare about black muggers.

In that clunate attacks on blacks grew. But
while racist idcas gained a wider acceptance
only a small minority of white workers were
drawn into open racist activity, More
importantly the left was abic to hit back with
massive ¢ffect through the Anti-Nazi
League,

And here we discover the key to the
question of how rtacism can be
combatted--something which eiudes Frver.

Forf it 1s true that racist ideas affect the
majority  of workers, 1t's also true (hat
workers” ideas change through their own cx-
periences. Old racist ideas can coexist along-
side 1deas reflecting new cxperiences.

Racist ideas are contradicted by ex-
periences [irstly at work. Black and white are
brought together and are forced to work
together. At Dagenham there are 14,000
black workers. In [98] in the West Madlands
one in three of West Indians and onein three
of Pakistanis worked 1in the motor industry,

One London busworker describes a
situation wherc people can still hold racist
1deas but think their black workmate 15 QK.

Racist 1deas are most effectively chal-
lenged 1 strugple. And here there are a
number of examples Fryer only glosses over,
from Grunwicks to Chix, wherc white
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workers have responded  with  massive
sididartiy to the struggles of biack workers.
The mirror of that is the support shown for
the current miners’ strike among black trade
UnIOnists.

The one example Fryer correctiy points to
as an example of this 1s the 1981 nots. for
while 115 true that the Brixton and Toxteth
rnots were led by blacks—'the product of the
laisons  between  white  prostitutes  and
African sailors” was how Merseyside's chief
constable  described the Toxteth ‘ring-
leaders’—many ot the [oot soldiers were
white. And many of the ‘copy cat’ riols were
whaolly white. The riots showed real racial
Integration at work. But unfortunately one
night of rioting 1s too short a time in which
permanent organisation can develap.

Among white workers racism can be chal-
lenged. A minority of workers will reject
racist ideas. The higher the level of struggle,
the higher the challenge.

Among two groups these lendencies are
weaker or don't extst, Firstly among those
whites on the peripheries of the
cconomy—the lumpenproletariat, those
engaged in the black cconomy or casually
cmployed. There the collective ties of the
workplace are weaker, and it 1s oftcn among
these groups that fascist organisations
recruit their street fighters.

Racists in uniform

Among the police, racism, far from being
countered, 15 massively encouraged. As de-
fenders ol capitalist society the police reflect
all the worst aspects of that society,

Separated off, they inhabit a world where
all blacks are muggers. As early as 1973 a
survey of police officers discovered they
generally believed ‘niggers” were, ‘in the
main...pimps and layabouts, living off what
we pay in taxes’. The authors of that survey
notcd that such beliefs were used to justify
vielence against blacks. A survey last vear of
the Mctropolitan Police showed that nothing
has changed.

Such ‘state racism’ acts as a major source
of racist beliefs, Virtually cvery six months
the head of the Mct appcars on TV to reveal
details of Alack crime. We're never told that
the average Londoner would have to live a
few thousand vears hefare being likely to be
mugged, or that that few pensioners are ever
mugged. Instead an image of white society
under  attack  from criminal blacks 1s
conjured up.

Peter Fryer's book, for all 1ts weaknesses,
must be heartily welcomed. But Marxists
have to bring home the conclusions whach
remain unwritten. Racism is an intcgral part
of the capitalism system. It cannot be
reformed out ol the system. Tt will only
disappear when that system ts toppled.

Finally, capitalism created the material
basis for racism. [tisn’tsomething natural or
mevitable. In the very struggle against
capitalism, workers—black and white—will
create the conditions in which racist ideas
can be overcome,

Chris Bambery

Staying Power: the history of black people in
Britain

Peter Fryer, Plute Press, £9.95 (£6.50 to
Bookmarx Club subscribers)
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Confusion reigns

British Trotskyism

Joan Caflachan

Blackweli £F9 54}

This book starts off with the brl
ocriod (1944-47) when practically
all British Trowskyists were united
in one small organisation, and then
traces the subsequent developments
tor the present time,

As a history it has the gnevous
fault vt carelessness. There are too
many slips o0 mateers ol Tact,
especially dates, Typical examples:
Troeky ded noet decide thar 4 new
revolution was  necassary Lo
cstablish - workers power n the
USSR an 1936 but in October 1933;
the Trowskyisr-led Young Socialises
came oub ol the Tabour Party
1964, not 1965; the ANL was nat
founded {nor even thought of) In
976 andd s o

Mistakes of this sorturcieritating
but, siill, even textual
guertations are 0ol immune. T he
present  reviewer s guoted  as
writing (m 19713 that the founders
of our organisation “saw themselves
as mainstream Trotskyists differing
Only  on unimportant  Questions
from the daminant group...”. What
the text oited  actually saws s
“differing on important questions
Irom the dominant proup...”, which
15 4 very different matier. We did
noL Sel Up o Senardte OTELnisdion
on o account ol ddlerenees we
thought unimportant,

Nonetheless John Callughan has
made d4  serous  altempt  at un
dccount of the 1deax and
arparisations and, since there 18 1o
other remotely adequate account,
this hook may well come 1o be
regarded as an authoney. Theretore
1ILos wiorthwhile subjecting 1t to
critical examination,

The author writes 10 defend a
delfinite standpoint. "The thess
advanced here’ he  writes “will
attemipt 1o show that the classical
Muarxist tcadition, ol which
Trotskyism is & principat organised
legatee, was not only unable to
theorise the liberal-democratic

WrTHE

state, bur advanced a theory of

imperialism  and the 1mperiahst
epoch  thut  projudiced  Marsst
discussion apainst 1laking this issue
seriously.’

The Buolshevik experience
reinforced  these tendencies  and
added  xome  npew  dimensions—
notably  the militanism  of  the
Comintern and the alleged
pniversalism  of the Bolshewik
scenario—winch helped o create a
powerful metaphysical pathos
armong  Commumists  that  ineor-
porates an imagery and
associattons  inimical to internal
dermocracy and political pluralism,
T his, rather than just the
agrgamisational  precepts  of
Leninisin, s at the roots of all
authorntanan  tendencies  among
Trotskyises’

The history, then, is written to

paint out thes moral and the author
tells us, canchdly enough. that the
‘chitet puide to my chace of material
an which to focs my anention is
the gquestion of demaocracy.” Of the
four aspects of the relanonship of
Trotskvism o democracy’ which
“will be examined throughouot this
study, the First 15 the “inlernal
recimes - of the Far lett
Orgamsations.’

What o grotesque disproportion
between aim and method! The big
fundamental guestion: the nature of
the capitalist =lawe, the  ¢lass
character of howargeos democratic
regimes e, are ool dircetly argued
at all inthe hook. Yel of the Marxast
theary ol the stite = wrong then the
soclal-democratic labourite
tradition s vight on this absolutety
central matter and  the
luteonary tradition as a whole 1%
wirone, These are questions ol an al-
torgether different order of import-
doce than the minatiae of or2an-
isational structures mn the Socialist
Workers Party and the various
grauplets abouot which Callaghan
displays an obsgssive (it not
always well-informed) interest,

It ts oot that internal striectures
are unienportant, It s that they are,
or ought o be, related o funciinn,
Do we need a  revolubion  te
eatablish workers’ power orcan "the
iheral-demavratic state’ be trans-
Pormed plecemest mto an instru-
ment of the working class?

Yo judze purely by the internal
evidence ot the book. Callighan
Formerly held the lirst position and
15 1w <liding towards the second,
withoul, however clearly staling it
perbaps wathout actually deciding.
Yet the tvpe of organisation needed
for revotutionary pebncs s overy
different  Irom  that  adapeied  to
reformist snes.

Callaghan has a purcly abstrac
concept of democracy. he does not
really start trom a class analvsis, To
take a glanngly obvious example:
the Labour Party has always had an
internal regime which by
Callaghan's own criterin, 18 pretty
undemocratic {and on occasion
brutally o) but its commitmoent 1o
hourgenis  democracy  hdas  never
hecn 1n doubt. The two things are
not.al all incompatibie. indeed they
are tunctionally related.

Still, more strikingly, Callasghun
speaks of socialism in the USSR, of
the sovictisation of Fastern kurope’
and s0 on. [t s not that he has
lligsions 1o the political character of
these regines, nor that he helieves
that socialism is possible without
real apd effective democratic con-
trol. 10 s sienply that he does not
think consistently about the class
content of political lorms.

Confusion reigns, e appegars to
hold, T say appears because hike s
much else in the book 10s implied
rather than stated clearly, some
kind of “deformed workers® stare’

reyvo-

Analysis of the stehnist sties, At
any Tale they are “posi-capitalist’,
the state capitalisl analysis being *a
shibboleth with few orgamsed ad-
herents cutside Britain’

The Hevolunonary Communisi
Party broke up becawse Trotsky's
vicw of the world, which it inherited
proved  seriously . misicading  1n
variows ways and Because in the end
. leadership  proved  politically
incapable of resolving the resulling
problems, By 1949 1t was hmished,
OFf the orgamsations thal can trace
their descent back 1o 11, two, the
SWP  and Militant, are of
sipnilicance teday. Each gets a
lenegthy  chapter and s duly
condemned.

Callaghan 15 much more
sympatheue 1o what used to b
culled the Interoational Marxist
Ciroup—-its Tegime of parmanent
iaclions appeals to him

stronglv—but even the ex-iMG
msutlwicntly purped tlsel of the
Comintern herttags in his vicw,

Hos not surprising that he praised
the ‘teminist, environmentalist ad
peace nmavemenis’ forthe range and
depth of therr enitigue ol capitalism,

Inewitably the author™s politios
mar the history, There s @ giwsd
deal of informaton in the book.
Callaghan has acodentally done
serious research and s rather
AUMErous errors appear o be due
to carclessenss and the tack of
understanding of the real problems
of  tevolutionary  organisations,
rather than o willul distortion,
Anvonc curicrus about Trotskyism
in post-war Britam will find the
book interesting. But don't rely on
Callaghan'™ interpretations and
treat his facts with caution. m

Duncan Hailas

Defending our traditions

Marxism and the oppression of

WOmen

Iise Vogel

Pluto Press £5,45

Any book which says ot
‘constitutes an argument for the
power of Marxism to analyse

the issues that face women
today 1n  their struggle for
liberation’

demands sernous attention from
saClalists.

And Vogel's book 15 to be
welcomed {or bhoth  tracing the
history  of Marxist discussion of
women's oppression and in trving
10 give a materialist account of its
Feidrts,

The book tells us about the
wrntngs of both Mary and Engels
on women, and explains how the

reformist politics ol the Second:

International,  with 18 growing
beliel in gradual change. was
reflected i its thinking on women,
It then poes on to descnibe how
Lenin, writing during the ferment of
the Russian revolution confronted
the problems which faced those
worktng  class women who had
played such a huge role in creating
that revelution,

Vorel smashes the myth that the
Marxist tradition has never had
anyrhing to say on women—an

achievement for which any
revolutionary  sociahist must  be
vraleful,

Yet Voget's book has some

serions {laws. These stem from a
latlure to realise how historncal
circumstances have influenced and
moulded the arttitudes and
consclousness of workers, including
sociabists and militants,

S0 she tends to selegt gertain
ideas  which  she Tleels  retlect
“anglytical conlusions’ in the

traditon of socialist writings on
women. She then attempts to lrace
and understand these confusions
through a process of purely abstract
reasoning, This inevitably leaves
the changes and tensions n Lhe
systemy itself, rather than just in its
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ideds, to one side.

The clearest example of this is her
discussion of the ‘domestic labout’
debate,

This debate, which was & great
talking point among socialist
teminists in the earty {970s, hinged
arcund whether women’s work 1n
the home was productive—in other
words whether it made profits for
capitalism.

Vogel holds that the debate was
just the newest form of a century old
andafytical conrfusion over the
socialist  analysis of  women's
OPpPression.

She even goes as far as to saythat
the failure of the socialit feminists
to solve this question lead socialist
waomen to adopt the ideas of radical
ferminism. ln particualar she points
to the problem of parriarchy, the

idea that women’s oppression stems
from the dommation of men, and
says that 1ts wholesale adoption by
socatist feminists dates from their
failure to solve the problem of
domestic labour,

This analysis 1 a  little
misleading. For although the
domestic labour dehate was of

concern to fominists at the ume, 1t
wis not the only theoretical
problem they faced.  The logic of
separatism, which pre-dated the
abandonment of attempls (o solve
the problem of damestic labour,
graduzlly drew women away from
class struggle into the ghetto of
cross-class wemen's politics,

AN even more UMportant reason
for the demise of socialist feminism
was the downturn of industrial
militancy in the mid-"70s and the
conseguent decline of confidence
on the left. As left organisabions
acrass Europe foundered and died,
they pulled down the socialist
women's movement with them.

Vogel repeats the same mistake in
her discussion of Lenin., She points
cut, quite rightly, that Lenin took
the problem of the appalling
conditions of working  class
women's lives very sericusly, She
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adser shoaws, through several all oo
often ijenorcd quates, that Lenin
urpued Tor the Bolshevik Paviy to
ke up the problems of women in
cvery soviet, 0 every factory and in
CyVery Rising arc:.

However, she ooes on to say that
this  proves  that Ten had oa
diiterent theorctucul approach o
carlivr sectahists, o particular
Marx and FErnecls, o that he took
the prohleny ofwomen™s work in the
hormie seriously.

O one level this s stmply wrong,
Almost cvers nnner socaling who
cver pached up oo pen noeted  Lhe
doubte burden of housewark and
wared work which the working
¢l carcied. FEouels
particulur, ftrom whom Vaogel s
anxious o distanee herself, wrote
movinely amd at length on the

wiaonnLel

subiect.
Hut the rea! problem with Vogel
i por thar she bas suessed  thas,
rotlter that she doesn't realise the
mler-rebation hetween the historical
sirvipnstanees and soctalist theory,
Lenm was living 0o sitgation
where the oy wus being under-
mimed  as oevery day  passced.
Collectrve Tiundries and canteens.,
trce  aborten on demand,  and
divoree, all meant that the pes
which had impresoned wonen in
thi Lomily were Baing ripped apart,
This meant that e could Jdeal
with the auestion of  women’s
P pRress o e situatiod where the
real possababities bor change were
theve for all to see. Tt was
this—rather than a distinct
theory -which gave Tus thowght on
the question its distinet Hlavour.
The soome mistake s seen In
Vorel's Jdescusston ol Zedkin, of
whionm sbe s
Sitone with wmest socialists
thearists of her period, tails to
distineuisly  women workers
From working class worpen: that
- 10 spa ke ol e proletarian
witme e, <l s bwares assinanes 1t
the wonan participates in wage
work. wd atong with all her
CONTEMPOrIrEs, Nt o mention
W and Fogeis, glosses over
the s=uce ol domeste Ebouar
within the Bimily househohd.”
But o one looks it Letkin's
contnibutyen wo the  theory  of
worwete s Lheration (i contnbut ion
which  Voorel acknowtedoes  else-
where 1t the boak ), tlis can be seen
FYTON FTIENES
[T tact that Letkin dwd notcon-
centrile on the tssue of domestic
Libsrs Tos nothing o dee with her
Lick o athevry. Phe hoetest Took at
her work shiows that she made hoge
contibations to the revolutionary
sl s perspective on wamen, The
el For sociplist agiison aniong
which  the
Nl ve menl

tlangers
WOHTIE Y S

WO, L
heviroeeas
prosemed oo working elass women.
the nevd 1o 20l W omen iy uiions
wore all guestiens which she dealt
witi, And sl troguently had to
et et and mind to win others o
lier prosation,

ZeIKIn™s N Concern wds o
draw the  maxium
warking WY1
ol She dhid e coneentrate

HHEE terwards
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number ot

o the question of domestic labour
because she did not consuder ntobe
the key problem m oachiweving this
end. And as a revolutionary she
understood the central importance
of the workplace,

Because Vogel does nor
understand this and divorces theary
from practice, she gets into o
muddle when it comes to talkog
about the modern day.

Intrying to analyse the economic
roots af women's oppression, she
ends up mercly  jupghng  with
Marx's concepts of necessary and
surplus labour and stretching them
out ot alf shape n order to it
wonnen's domestic lahour in,

Domestie labour, and by
implication the form it takes tn the

fanuly, ends up bempg as necessary
by capitalison as s need to make
profits,

Because she sces unnps i thos
wity Yopel ends up dealing with the

Famly ar far too high o level ol

abstraction,  The huge  chunges
which contemperary camtalism has
wronght end up being ignored.

And such a mstake 15 disastrouws,
For maodern capitalism has under-
mined the fanuly 1o the point where
It o longer makes sense wr lalk m
lerms of working cfayy womien as
bemg ddlerent ramm westen warkery
as Yopel wishes,

Capuahsm haslorced women out
of the home and o the worktoroe,
and torned many of the domestic
services which they unce provided

inte services which cun be sold tor
profiv on the market,

This 15 not to sav that women's
appression has dsappearcd. Bur
hosw capitalism subordinates
wormen cannot bhe  wnderstood
inde pendently ot the (ostitarions
which it creates, or s tendeney Lo
subsume more and more of the
warld into the orbit of profic
making.

Rut to understand this means
loaking at rthe matenal world, and
developing theory as 4 means Lo
undersfanding 1t Not oas Vogel
tends 1o do forgetting that the world
cver changes and tiving to apply
theory o o dead abstraction.

Ann Hogers

Police, thieves and sociologists!

What is to be done about law and
order?

Tobn Lea and Jock Young
FPenwuin £2.93

This book was published 10 the
middle ot the niners” serike. 1 was
cnthusiastically  reviewed by rthe
foaming reactionarics of  the
Feonomist, [t was written by two ex-
memhbers of ours, It s sponsored by
the Soctalist Society. Tt 15 bad and
dangerous.

The authers, Lea and Young
were committed to radical crimino-
logy inthe 1960s. They attempred to
athick some of the law and order
myths of the night.

A decade and a halt later Young
amd Fea’s concern with devianey
has breen replaced with the study ol
crime,

The left, they say, huave been
wrong ter attack the cops and 1o po
on about the erimes ol big business.
Simall scale crime 18 widespread, 1t
affects working class people, and
they are very worrled about it. Only
the myths of the left., Itke the notion
that the cops are just a special body
ol grmed men, stop the Iefl putting
Forward scriouws solations to these
worrtes, like commumity involve-
ment 1 policing and therefore the
law and order lobby have a field
cliy,

They start offl by disassocizting
themscelves from the old reaction.
They have no ttme tor the racist
rantings ot the Daify Mail, But tius
i what they say in the course ol an
attick  on Chrs Harman:  "We
would be as cnitical of those who
undercstimate crime as ot those
who sensationalise.”

They iare adopting just the same
sort of position as Nail Kinnogk.
He, of course. apposes all violence
o the picket hine, that of the police
and that of the minrters, The effect of
Etnock™s wavering, ol course, 150
make 11 more difficalt to win
elfteciive picketing. The elfect ot
Lea and Young (s to mmake it mote
ditficult o fight police atrocines,

Take another of their positions:
thitt crime 15 a real 1ssue and one
that workers really worry about, OF
course, vaneus opimon polls show

that workers are concerned about
crime gnd that concern has a hasis
in real cxperience. But apinian podls
absy show that workers” worry
aboar immigration, and that (oo
has @ hasis 11 real expericnee. Bur
not even Lea and Young would go
ot say Lhal because of 1hese
wortes  about immigration  then
socalists need  to put torward
pusitive proposals 1o stop
Intrnigration.

Apam, they arpue that ooy g
mistake o oromanticese criminal
activity, which i tace s a lairly un-
pleasant thing and 15 often dirccted
against other workers, Trae. The
onty penple [ koow ot who have
cveT wied to make renmnantic heroey
abtll ol crimnals have been w
number of anarchists, and Tock
Young i s carlier radical phase.

Lot us admic their case cven in
their woarest formulation, Let us
assunie that crime s an the centre of
working class wornes and that it s
not posstble o talk abow a fight
buck agatnst the Tories without
having something to say about law

Socialist Worker Review Scpterubor 1954

n PeTeri—r—— - -

1] order,

What shoold socialists sav? We
would say that the one thing in
suciety that has nothing wharsoever
too do owith fighting crime s the
pilice.

e ot the tew scty of statistics
which don't get paraded arvouwod
this book are the ones which relage

te the police clear-up record of

crimes, which 15 appalling, always
hus been appalling. and 15 getting
much mare appalling. They are not
there because they do oot it the
argument that Lea and Young want
toy fonst on their readers. Youns, For
one, 1s certainly familiar with them,
since ke cites theat in his leters o
the Guardian. But he legves them
ot because they don't suit him.
What Younyg and Lea probably
alsor know is that the most eftective
dererrent to orime nside woring
class communities has alwavs becn
the  controls  cxercised  over the

evervday behaviour of s members
by the community tself. In rhose
places where there exists a strong
public wirrking clas culware the
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voraing tales who are responsible
o the mass of petty erime abowt
which Young und Lea are ralking
are controalled by theer elders, That
does nol stap the more serous
criue. but o oas they adnal. Lhe
tpredesstonalT o cnmmal s respaon-
stble Lo ol g iy Praction of the
crnee wlocle wankers warry aboul.
It ois the destruction of  those
inbormat controds under the tmpadt
of  capialest development and
worrhing clisss atomisation rhat has
Jed to the mse mnerime. The rask Tor
rebunld  the
orgamisiation ynd the contidence of
the working class in the workplace
s thit the muaterial toundaons for
da reborn connmunity spaici s land
A othe miners” storhe prosves, any
attempl to rebuathl cliss confidence
Corvies U ST maanst the cops,
Oy Lea amd Young™s model, we
woltld have oo el the muners thi
they should wet Figl the cops. The

s lists I B0

real task s Lo remntegrate the cops
into socicty, Put more crudely, toas
1o build up mechanisms  {or
orpanised  grassing.  And  those
mechamsms, which wonld not have

any reab effect on crime, would
undoubtedly be used o garher
pabitical and  trade union

mtormalion thal couold be used Lo
simash strikes.

Faced with 1deological
confusions like rthis the marxist
tradition looks to the material base
af ideas. In this caxe there 15 an
obvious explanation torhand., These
two peaple are no longer hungry
voung intellectuals., They are both
aping and suceesstul academiics.

The fear of the datk masses, of

the unwashed workers, of the rough
and the criminal. is an old theme on
the lower edege of the nuddle class,
lea and Young have simply
hrought it up o date.

Colin Sparks

Women in Russia

Yioscow Women

Thirteen mntersews by Carela
Hunsson and Karin Liden
Addvsen and Busbyp £1.95

W huat ts e eeally ke (o bea woman

m ot Soviet Ulmeon? The
ntervicws e s hook 0 present
thirteen  represenlitive Sovicl

wonen whe <peuk owt about therr
lives .. they discuss their children,
therr husbands. theie jobs and danly
roatines, e wdeals and  aspira-
tons’ - sk savs the hlurk oo the
back ab this hook.

The women interviewed inelude
arvartist, o rescarcher, two stadents,
acsociHors teacher. abook editor,a
professor, a4 hajrdresser,
chamboermand  and o draughts-
wondn. Onven thal the aathors
acknow ledpe that working wormen
in Busstr dommonate o the Food,
clothing and watile indastries; in
olftces and service industreies and i

the teaching and nursing
professions,  1f perhaps secms
surprisine  that  they haven't
intervicwed  any working  class

women [Tons these arcas of work.

This lack of  disuncion —
between working class women and
maddle cliss women — plazrues the
book wnd o much the sanme vein
as nuny ather temnistwritings that
VICW  WOIIen as i homogeneous,
cppressed, mass, undivided by class
Or cliass interests.

The tnterviews do 0 sOme SXIETH.
pive a picture of what life s like Tor
maest workers i Kussla, even n the
capital of Moscow where tacilities
aed services are supposedly betier
than clsewhere, Some of the women
inlwerviewed  hive  In communal
apartments, o dilapidated
huildings and cramped conditions,
sharing kichen und tolet Facilites
with other famihies,

They 1alk about the endless
quenes fur shopping and  food:
about the lack of consumer goods
and kitchen and electrical coguip-
menl which could make Tife easier.

The day care centres and nurseries
toor children, so ofwen lauded as a
real sign of sacialist achievement’,
are shown ta be places where ollen
the standard ol care and hygiene are
low and where children are oftenall
a8 o result — as Lyuba says: Tt 50
commuon for children to be sick that
emplovers actually try 1o avoid
hiring women with small children ...
but of course that's not acknow-
ledged afficially.’

Maost ol the women mterviewed
also talk of the poor conditions 1n
the hospitals, about the
madeguacics of heatth care and of
cramped delivery rooms with thres
or four women giving birth at the
same time, The lack of adequale
birth control methods s lamented
and although abortion 15 avallable
miany of the women were disatistied
with the way it was done, plus the
Fact that 1t wus inadeguate as 4
method of birth control.

One of the most teiling interviews
15 with Nadezhda Pavliovna, Sheisa
Umiversity professor and 4 member
of the Communist Party. Nadezhda
Paviovna, surprise, sUrprise. Owns
her own house 10 Karakhstan (one
ot the republics}. It is, in her own
words, ‘.. a very unusuazl house
since we designed it onrselves. Ty
large ... underngath s a cellar with 4
high cetling — almost hike an extra
apartment.” As added extras the
house has a large parden and a
swimming pool. The obvious
cdilferences 1 her hife, ewven as
compared to the other women, are
never questioned by the authors,

The end impression of the book s
aone of a catalogue of horrors, bt
with no soluttion. The women
interviewed (with the exception of
~Nadezhda Pavlovna who, asa result
of her class positton, 15 keen to
stress that 'L, here, women hawe
Mnally gotten the cmancipation
they're entitled to') wiew their
situation as individuals and can see
no collective way out,

The authors do too.

The

prevatling wdeology which stresses
‘femimicity™ and moetherhood,
prescrves amd encourages sex roley
and sexizsm at home and work, 1y
seenn as the result of sonwthing
genetally *male’; of a society and
working patterns *., set up by men
for men®. Phey feel that the fact that
women 1m Russia haven't been
allowed o set up thur own
independent orgamsations ‘has
contribuled to this state of affairs’,

The brief glimpse of liberatian
for Russian women during the few
vears  lhal followed the Russian
revolution with its equality at work.
1z communal iceding, laundry and
child care tacihitics, its common law

marrigees aned post cand’ Jdivoice.
amd the opening up ol porsaonul
relationships =o't considered,

Now as then howeser, toe Tope
lor workimge class wonen Lies warh
working class men — it toundation
lles, remote os Lhe possibality oy
seeinn i Russia, withien collectve
imdependent orzansation at wazh,
Coven the didhcullies v conlacting
and mnterviewng anvong 11 Hussa
(the imterviews 1 this book were
recorded in secret and the tipes
smuggled out) and the hard waork
that must have gone 1000 collating
the book, I wish Teould sayv thar it's
worthwhile reading, but 1 can'e @
Cathie Jasper

CIA jobs for Nazis

The Belarus Secret
John Loftus
Penpuin £1.95

This 15 a remarkabte book,
Although written by a hiberal and
‘cleared”™ through the CTA, 11 s
nemetheless a real eve-opuner for
anyone cven partially seduced by
the idea that World War 11 ways a
war agamst Naz tyranny. Unknow-
ingly. John Loftus debunks this
myth once and for all.

e recards how, at the end ol the
war, the intelligence agencics ol the
Brinsh, USs apd French govern-
mends,  systemalically  and  deli-
berately recruited many hundreds
ot Nazis, including the leaders of
nearly all the Eastern European
puppet regimes of the Thied Reich.
They provided this scum, which em-
braced Klaus Barbie, the Butcher of
Lyans, and many ather major war
criminals, with new identities and
papers. They smugglted them
throughout Lurope and Amernica,
giving them effective immumity
from prosecution atthe Nuremburg
Tnals. And they got them jobs,

Explaining

atten n specially establizhed Trone
prearsalions,  such  as Radoo
Liberty, as wieveer Tor thoar io-
telhigence pathering sciaties and
later forguceoilla operations within
the Soviet Bloo,

Their a1m wus to use the ol d Mg
intelhigence networks to supply the
names of those lett hehind the
Soviet hines. or o the Ihsplaced
Persons camps, who hud served the
puppel regimes andd who could b
recruited  or  blackmaded  into
nroviding the cadre for a guecrnlia
army within the Sowviet Union,

Masking the plan™ madequacy
wias the Western orthodoxy ol the
nme, which regarded the TISSR as
heing close to collapse.

The Nazis the Woestern powers
were falling over themselves to net,
had carried out sumilar duaties just o
few years belore. T fuct, the Third
Reich estabhished puppet regimes
specifically  In order 10 rouse
nallonalist aspirations w s the
Russian advance. Howewver, the
puppet governments had been so
deeply penctrated al cvery Jevel by
Soviel Intelligence, that the Mhazi
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collaborartors were eliminated  in
their droves as the Red Army
pushed  westwards, or ¢lse {for
Moscow was up 1o the same dirty
tncks) were “lurned’ into sowviel
dornhlbe agents.

The ondy peaple in the West who
kiww this were the guishngs them-
Themnr security from
prosecullan  a%  wiar  crinninals
depended upon them keeping it that
Wiy,

And war cruminals they most cer-
tatnly were. Contrary to popular
belict, the Nuozr atrocines  were
Lurgely conducted not by Germans,
hut by their local collaboratars,
e survivor, of Koldichevo
concentralion camp, is cited in this
Mook as testifying that the onby
Cernuaat he ever saw in the camp
was Lhe cook.

Il wits tor the services of those
responsible for these gross  in-
humaiities,  that  the Western
intelligence agencies vied in the
Mzplaced Persons camps, At the
sdme  Lme, the  Britsh  and
American governments were busy
wn Operatton Keelhow! —  the
deportation of 2 million displaced
Russians, saome former collabora-
toors, but mosy POWs, Aware that
Soviet soldiers and cibizens cap-
tured by the Nazis were all treated
a5 raliors upon repatriation, a
greal many commitled swicide en
rarte. The rest were either shot on
arrival, ot clse sent to slave laboor

sl vy

Ca 1T [,

Hiaving the most resources and
possibly  alse because the much
penetrated British and French in-
wllipence groups  were  planting
Soviet  double-agens  inwade  the
VISA ) the Amencan State Depart-
ment eventually harvested by dar
the biggest crap ol Nazis, Liawire

howewver, that the Nazi netwaorks of

dgents 1n Basiern Lurope were o
spent foree, they were strung along
for over a decade with largely bowsus
mtellipgence reports and a tew hair-
braincd puervilla operations inside
the USSE, all of them taolures, (The
{CI1A even sentina Ukrainian para-
chute team eguipped with tfolding
bcwcles. )

[t was not untl
Hungarian Upnsing revealed the
tutal 1mpolence of these ‘special
torces™. which were dishanded to
Become the nocleus of the Green
Berets. By this time, however, the
leading quislings had compromsed
a4 sutficient number ot public
officials, including Richard Nixon
and Ronald Reagan, 1o cnsure
cantiaued povernment proteciion
of them and their sccrcts.

Thanks wo John Loftus, they have
not been entirely successtul, Even
sir, many are stitl alive and working
for the US government, some ex-
talling the virutes of the *free worid®
over the airwaves of Radio Liberty.

1956 that the

Rod Hudson
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©kailted s Lhe

F1 Marte s the ile of g hrother and
sister escapny froon ther sillape
Guatemalia to North Amerwea atter
the killing of thewr lather by the
armis. [oaells of the journey rnnn the
simple and communal village life o
the complexaty and individualism of
ciby  life  with  oppression and
suftecring as the over-riding reality
at every stage, though changing in
form.

The film opens with village e —
the  family meab, the riverside
washing, the traditional wooing of
sweethearts, But the seencis abready
disturbed bv the sluve-like labour
on the plantations and the ever-
present army. “They came because
our lund 1 good’ explains father 1o
»0n, ‘and there comes a ume when
vou have o tight',

Ot he goes o o secret meeting.
Betraved, the inexpericnced con-
spitators are shot. The last to be
futher av the very
moment he grasps his first gun.

The subsequent recrimination on
the rest of the family portrays the
daily reahity for the Cuatemalan
poor, especlally the Indians who
make up over half the popuiadon,
Dispossessed of their land. then
forced to work on the coffee and
supar  plantations, they face
hardship and persecution  under
mailirary terror, or flee across the
border to Mexico., The offical
frgures {20000 killed in the tast foar
years, and MK refugees on the
Mexican hordery only bunt at the
sCale of repressnon.

In the film, the course taken by
the famuly’s survivors, Farcigue and
sister Rosa, 15 to go 10 “the north
where, even the poor can pee in
Hushing tealets and drve around in
cars.’

The way 1o Amuriea 15 through

rat-Filled sewers. Desperiation
produces unhehevabie human
sirength and  courage. 0 abso

produces another layer of parasies
— those who survive by living oft
the wretchedness of the very
poarest,

At the end of the twnnel 15 San
Iheg. Lnngue and Rosa stand
over 1t maevelling at the magical
beauty of 1tz distant mighi-time

A film of injustice

appearance. The  reality comes
later. Therr price 15 hapgled over
and they dre sobd — the transition
to the labour market s complete,

Cdne of the flm's best qualities iy
Uheaet 10 s ot Just a “meral outrage’
account of nmusery and suffering.
There are wuches ot comedy,
fantasy and homan  warmth
throughout, showing how people
survive oppression by forming now
ITicndsnps, dreams and humour,

There ure, however, umportant
things missing, It doeso’t show the
ctvil palice in Guatemala (the worst
o the murderers)y, it doesn’t give
Lroguee the allernative of joiming
the goenlias, 1L doesn’t show the
mass  refupce camps on the
Mexican/Guatemalan border
where most escapees end up, And it
Joesn’t show any resistance by the
Amencan waorking class. Bul these
are bevond the scope of the film,

It 15 a film which shows whal
happens to the poor all over the
world as a conseguence of the
struggle tor profits and poiical
domination. Tt shows that in
Central America oppression s
through the gon and mass terror,
while in Amcrica 1L is through legal
and monetary means. IU counter-
poses the beauty of nature 1o the
ughiness of cines, vet doesn’t fali
imto romanticism by agnoring the
zains of technology and the hard-
ships and “rural idiecies’ of peasant
l1ke,

4 Norte 1s art almost at s best,
It gives mmsight into other people™s
lives, it provokes thought, and is
beauttfully made, Emotionally, 11
cvokes anger and sadness for the
plighe of millions and awe at human
resihiznge,

Any Ol that evokes indignation
At politcal and economic injustice
must he a good thing — there are
few cnoupn that even approach the
subject, B Norte achreves this with
added depths. And  despite  the
obvious lack of politcal answers,
the film offers an mportant
contribulion to our understanding
of peasants, migrant workers and
the human parasttes who feed off
thent,

Clare Fermont

IRA leader remembers

Raids and R atlies
Erpnie O'Malley
Anvil FPrexy 710,01

Erne (XMalley was one ot the Insh
Repubican Army’s central leaders

in o ats midilary siruggle with the
British  Army  botween 1919-21.

Following that tie helped lead the
IRA forces opposed (o the 1921
settbement with Britam that ended
the war and pardtioned Iredand,
His accounts ot cach campaign
wore sel oul in O Aother Man's
Wonnd and Dhe Singiny Flame

Socialist Worker Review Scptember 1954

Bosth books proviode some of the
best daccounts ol thase events. They
shovw (O Mallev as one ol the few
TRA leaders with radical views. In
particular ltke many in the Pro-
vistonalbs today he saw the need to
invelve the maonty of the Insh
populition as mare than passive
observers of 1he TRAS muliary
eftorr,

L:nlike many Trish republicuns e
wenl bevond secing the alternative
to rmitarlsm as purely electoral
pulitics, Laterin the 19308 he would

co-aperate with the Insh Com-
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munisl Party and backed the idelt
wing Republican Congress which
won the support of 4 number of
sociialist Belfast protestants.

O'Malley wasn't a Marxist. But
he stands out amongst the leader-
ship ol the IRA who were either
unible to break from pure milit-
arism or, olfered g chance, plumped
for comiortable careers governing
what would become the  Irish
Republic.

O Malley's lawest book, Ruids and
Raflies, 15 made up of a series of
essays describing viarious actiony
between the 1RA and the Briwh

Army in the west of Treland, They
were  ottgimatly  published 1n the
Insh Press, the paper owned by
Eamonn e Yalera's Tamily.

In 1920 the Inish Comemunist
Party described the IRA as having a
rank and file made up of workers
and peasants bur with o muddle class
leadership. The tragedy was that the
middle ¢lass leadership retained
contrel of the IRA. The separate
class interests ol both groups never
came mnte conllict in the absence of
a sizeable socialist party. m

Tina Scort

alse hero

Working Class Hero
Stanley Araonowitz
Fiferiny Press, 1983

In 1973 Stanley Aronowitz pub-
lished Fale Promies. The hook
attempled (o descnibe Us working
class e as a whale—community,

unions, workplace conditions,
cubture—and pot Just reduce
working  class  history 1o Lhe

activilies of particular wnions or
union leaders. Refleching the times,
Fafve Premises was alse an oplime-
1stic book, and Aronowitz hapoily
concluded  that young workers
radicaltsed by the counter-culture
would form caucuses independent
of the trade unions, These caucuses
would form the msatanenal van-
suard ol the socatist movement,
Times ¢hange, and Aronowilz
has come up with Working Class
fHero, This book has a different
audicnce n mund {(or the same
auvdicnce ten years oider) “The pro-
gressive wing of the trade unwms
and those who are concerned with
buibding 4 new alhance that can
transform Amerncan society from

ane an which the corporate
imperatives  dominate  all other
agendax’,

As owe can osee Weorkinge Clasy
Here has s own distinct set of
paolitics. Aronowitz now advocates
a return to the trade unions—indeed
he doesn’t recognise any  fun-
damental difiercnce  between  the
trade union bureaucracy and the
rank and (e, Also, his dreams are
smaller. Like many other American
radicals, Aronowttz beligves that all
soclalisls can hope for s that
Reagan can be defeated at the baliot
box and thar a hberi| will be elected
to the White House onademuocratic
propramme: restore sacial services,
trim the military budget, encourage
unionism,

Finally., Aronowitz now pins his
expectations on a ‘new alliance’.
Working Clasy Hero proposes thil
the labour movement join a broad
coaliton  that  1pcludes  enviton-
mentalists  and the ‘new social
movernenls”.

Aronowitz would have this
athance reform  the Democratic
Party, pass strong enviroenmental
legislation, struggle for social
gquality, and expand the siate

sector.  1lus allance would nor,
horwever, Oppose CORCESSIONS 1N
contract  negotiations,  fight  tor

Rkigher wages, or break trom the
bwo-party  clectoral  svstem, R
sounds a Litke Tike Gary Hant
withoul the tascination with
technolopy.

{iven these basic potinics, it 1s no
wonder that Aronowitz supports
domestie content legistanon (pro-
tectionism), beligtles rank and file
mavements. praises Machinists,
L'nion president Wiltlian
Wimnpisinger {who has busted wild-
cat sirikes). recogmses "US defence
needs'. and wants to recrait A
‘breakaway fraction of capual® to
the “new alliance”

This wouldn’t matter 0 much
excepl that Aronowil? is a golden
hoy of the US lefl—yvice chair of the
Demaocratic Socialists of America.

television personality, professor ol

tabour  swudies, and &  prolific
journalist, His books are widely

Britain
Overseas Surface

read, and they wend 10 retlect the
changmg politics of the many sixties
radicils,

Wearking Class Hero s packaged
as 4 work ol labour history, but the
sorees  are  secondary amd  the
history is subordimated to the needs
of the pohitical conclusions. There 15
a need for serious labouar history,

Jusi as there s aoneed Por gpood imter-

pretalicns of the corrent orisis of
American labour., Those interested
in the histoncal materal should try
Lryaniel Cruernin's 0 Years of
American Labewr. Lo current re-
Hection and analyvsis there really
1m0t mueh aviilable.®

hint Worcester

Marxist economics

Contemporary Capitalism and
Marxist Lconomics

Bacgues Gouverneur

Muartin Raobertson £7.95

[.aws of Chaos
Cmmanual  Farpoun
Muchover

Fervo £8.05

and Mushe

Erlorts to develop Mard's wdeas and
apply  rhem {0 contomporary
capitalismn are certainky  needed.
Untorrunately, the work by facques
Gouvernecur fails o Fulitl the
promise of s tide. Writlen by a
Selevan acadenne, maost al o has the
feel of a worthy but wminspieed
lecture-course, spelfing out whar
Marx sand, and argmng that the
theury sulb applics,

As such books gooaro1s clear,
nporowsly argued, und, up untl the
SCCLIOn  on Crises, accurately
represents  what Marx sand. But
when  CQouvernocur  gtlempts (0
break new pround he gocs astray,
hs discussion of  the State s
inadeqguate despite a umid nod in
the direction of State Capitahst
theary, Hes brnet analysis of the
crists today derives manly from the
warolliest  1deas of  the Freach
‘Marxist {(and Mitterrand
supportery Aghetta.
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By conttast fauy of  Chaoy,
written by twao Marxis
malthematcinys, 1y 4 book fof the
speclallst,

It is worth sayving bere thar theqo
are many speclalists who would
benelit a peat deal from reading
Foe af Choaoyv, The adthorys show
clearly how the claborate
mathematical models, in which =
many ccononmsts put ther laith,
simply tall apart once the flimsy and
restrictive assumptions an which
they rest are knoched away. In the
process, Farjoun and Machower
provide an origingl defence ol the
labour theory of vialue against i
Sraffian critics v parbicular.

The altermative methadology,
applviog o ‘probabilisuc” approach
ta the relationship berween  the
labrour-content” ol commadities,
and  prices  and  protits, whilst
suggesttve, Is o much more limited
than they suggest. The law ol large
numbers” depends on the egually
brmited premise that capoalism 15
always composcd of hundreds of
small competing firms. But 1do hike
their cmphasis on the unevenness of
rates of prolin berween didferent
capitals. ®

Pete Greeen
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Socialist detectives?

Octobe: Eleat

Gorde De Marco

Pluto Feess, £2.95

Morbid symptoms

Ciflian Slove

Pluto P55, £2.93

The China Option

Nancy . fifion

FPluto Pregs, £3.50)

Murder ‘o the Centra]l Committee
Manuel Yazguez Monralban

Piure Press, £3.50

Why sh uld the devi] have all the
goud tunes? Why should the bour-
gecisie monepaolise the production
of popular hteratare?

The w1 of socialist writers using
the forr  of detective novets and
thrillers -, on the tace of if, a good
ane, [t o nld represent an aitempt
tiy break sut of the ghewto of middle
class aca lemicim in which muiny
socialist ntellectuals have hidden
lor the past decade. And the
attempt would not mvolve a come-
plete brea ang of new ground, singe
ane of the proncers of the detective
story, Dashiell Hammett, saw him-
self as a Marxist,

This 15 the rationale behind the
new Pluto series of “polincal’ crime
fiction. Unfortunately, the first tour
hbooks in the series fail, in varous
different wavs, to live up to these
ASPITALIONS,

Hammel., wias, 00 occasions [es-
peclally  in Red  Harvest), 1o
challenge established sterotypes
about Amerwcan socicty. The Swed-
ish  writers Sjowall and Wahloo
have continned in this tradinon—
indecd put g more explicit poli-
tical comment 1nto their stories
than Hammeit did. although never
acloally managing to write as well
as he did.

Rut three of the Pluto books
move in a4 completely  different
direction. Thoe'rconcern s not using
a popular form to pul &cross a
critique  of existing society, b
rather 11 simply using a political
miticu as the backpround for
convenliona. LOTIES,

Murder in e Cemtral Commitiee
by Manue! Varquez Montalban 1s
by lur the worst. The setting 15 the
Spanish Communist Party,
wracked by f_coonal disputes be-
(ween BEuracommunists and Stalin-
ists. But it's not the relation of these
arpuments o the class struggle or
the fight for sncialism which con-
cerns the auth »r, but cymical, s1ckly
tittle-taitle ai -t people’s personal
lives and  pooical  pasts,  Pre-
sumably, Spunish  readers are
supposed o pel o some  vicarous
pledsure aut ot guessing wha the
real figures b o-und the ficteonal
names are.

It it 15 the | wsuwle story of the
disintegration « I Spamsh Com-
murntism you wa i, then the job has
beecn much better done 1n Jorge
Semprun's two  recent  auto-
htographical boaks, The
autobiography of . derice Sanchr:
and Waar @ bequtifue Sundayv. His
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conclusions are cynical enough. but
Montalban's are, if anything, cven
worse. It s not justa distnlegrating
Stalinism which 1s pilloried, but any
form of semous socialist com-
mitment. Far from prowding a
critique of life under capitalism, the
novel cmbellishes  some ol s
nasticst aspects. The hero rgjolces in
a1 scene of brutalised sexualiy
which could come straight out of
Micky Spillane—and  his  main
other pastime is indulgence in the
most cxpensive of expensive rest-
aurants.

Marbid Symptoms 1s not nearly as
bad as Murder in the Centraf Com-
mirtee. | read itwhile sultering from
a mld dose of Tu and found it
vaguely interesting. But not because
il presented any political ideas. It
too simply uses an allegedly poli-
tical nulieu to act out a conven-
tional dewective plot,

The milicu is that of the trendy
left new middle classes, the upper
stratunt of the inner city fragments.
The key characiers live in Hackney
and Istinglon. But not the Hackney
and Tshngton that thousands of
wotking class people live wm: with
the deteriorating council estates,
decaying streets, shut down hos-
pitals. 20 per cenl unemployment
levels, and factories that long ago
closed.

Instead, this i a world where
people are always Jumping Into
their Citrocns, eating out at nicd
French and [talian restaurants, flit-
ting acrass to partiesin Hampstead,
and earning a couple of hundred a
weeh doing Cresearch’ for some
vaguely lefl-wing charity off Oxlord
Street (and, one sUsSpects. wriling
bad books for Pluto),

This 1s all very interesting it whai
you are interested in is the cultural
anthropoelogy of part of the swamp.
If, however, your 1nterest 15 10 Lthe
real world of exploilation and op-
pression, you need to go back to
Hammett or Sjdwall apd Walloo,

Ching Oprion is worth reading. Ity
setting  is both  imteresting and
important: presentday Peking, with
its repression, 1s deals (o provide
cheap labour for Western mutltina-
tienals, its dissident movement and
its unpublicised strikes. The book
gives you a real feel for important
aspects  of the world’s biggest
country, But i’s still not in any real
sense d soclalist novel, Tt belongs,
rather, to the sime tradition as The
Crash of 79 and Gorky Park: novels
that provide some insight into the
waorking of the world, but from a
view which is not necessaridy at all
et wing.

Gordon de Marco falls into a dif-
[erent category to the other three,
Nor only are his settings pohucal,
but he aims to persvade people to
draw socialist conclusions. He did
this quite well tn his Canvay Prison,
which is set at the time of the anti-
Communist wilgh-hunt of

Hollvwood 1n the late 19405, (-
ober Heat (written before Canvay
Frivon) 1s not quite as successful,

Tt 1s set in San Franciscon 1934
A peneral strike has jusr led o
unionisation of the waterlrort and
the left wing novelist Upton Sinclair
15 running for stale governor, on the
Democratic Party ticket. A routine
case for private eye Riey Kowvacs
leads him inte a bloody labyriath of
right wing plots and pelitical
murders.

So far so pood. But the effective-
ness of the novel s undermined by
(wiey things. First is de Marco's n-
sistence on writing in a style which
parodies that of [Hammett and
Chandler. Tlis works up to a
certain point and then becomes
simply annoying. Sccond. is the way
he introduces real historical figures
int the narrative (the longshore
man’s leader Harry Bridges, 1pton
Sinclair, Charlie Chaphlin, the im-
prisoned wobbly, Tom Mooney).
These mevitably come across as

Sound judgemen

Charlie Gillett ‘Sound of the City’
Sowvenir Fress Paper £6.593

Because there 15 5o much Tubbish
written about music s nice 1o be
able to recommend 4 good book for
a change.

[t 15 a good and thorough history
of rock and roll (as it was called in
the 50s). Crillett traces its onging 1n
rhythm and blues and gospel in
black America of the 30s, 40s and
30s. Through the soul and British
reworkings ol the 60s, to the 70s
with rack blending into folk and
Country and Western. The book
ends with the pre-punk mid-70%.

Though far better than most

others on the subject the book does
have 1ts shortcornimgs. Al s worst
it can read tike a list of names joined
together with adjectives.
But by and large the judgements
and comments on the historical
developments are sound and the
book a lively and easy read,

The weakest aspect of the book,
however, 1sits fallure o incorporate
changes in the outside world to
developments in music. It tends to
treat music as a separate and
1solated phenomenon,

Crillett s a child of
the 60s with a great Jove and know-
ledge of black America’™ music and
this 15 rellected in the book, usually
1o the benefit of the reader ... Butit
does have us uvnfortunate side-
cffects now and agamn. Vll teke up
what | believe tebe the most glaring
and biggest error as it 1s one shared
by many on the left. Bob Dylan.

His reign as music style lecader
was short lived, if intense.

If Dvlan symbolised anything at
all it was part of 2 move away from
the music and the beat to hstening,
to the words. Away lrom the rough
and rtehellious dance music of the
working classes to the carefully
craftied West Coast Sound ol
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wirtxiden and unrcal.

George Lukacs made the pointin
his study, The Historical Navel, that
rcal historical Bigures canneverplay
more than a margmal part 1n a
novel, as opposed Lo a play. Navel-
ists have tu provide some ail round
portrayal of thewr central characters
and their interaction with the rest of
society. Theycannot reduce them to
one or two dimensions o as to pro-
vide a particular angle on events, in
the way that the playwright can. So
gven the oreat historical novels of a
Walter Scott or a Tolstoy are
weakest at those points where real
figures (the Duke of Argyll or
Napoleon) appear.

In de Marco's case this means
that Qerober Heat begins to fall flat
just as it should be reaching a
crescendn, Bul at least he tries to
use the detective novel to put across
socialist 1deas, and that puts him in
a class apart from the other Pluto
navelists,

Chris Harman
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rough and rebelliousness do not
have to go topether, as some punks
seem to believe, bui they were
linked in rock and roli. The
influence of Dylan was part of a
maove Lo Singer/songwriter  with
meaningful words, 1t was music o
listen to in the private and isclated
comfort of your home not danced
to on the disco tloor.

It 15 one of the ironies that Dylan
who personified music aboul civil
rights and steuggle helped 1o create
the move away from a colleciive
and raw experience ol rock, to 1t
being either heard at home or in
vast arranged and managed con-
Certs.,

But these disagreements over 3
musician or type do not detract
from the overall value of this useful
and thorough work. It's greatest
asset is that it provides a historical
framework within which music can
be understood. I just wish he had
extended 1t to include social and
political events. Bur it is sireets
ahead of most other attempts. It 15
nol the classic text claimed on the
back cover but 1t almost 15,

Noel Halifax
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