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CLASS STRUGGLE

Striking
features

ONE event dominated British politics last
yedr. And, whatever its course and outeome,
the mincrs” strike seems set to do the same
again in 193835,

The strike has polarised and defined much
of the ground of British politics. Tt has
exposed those lined up against the working
class not only as the coal board and the
government but also every major institution
of capitalist socicty, The class nature of the
state and the bias of the press have become
obvious not just to 4 handful of socialists bul
to millions of people,

The muners themselves have shown that
there are still large groups of workers pre-
pared to tight agamst Thatcher. The level of
supportin the rest of the working class is still
widespread.

But many supporters of the miners enter
the new year fecling less than optimistic
about its ontcome, They reflect the nature of
the strike sell, and the politicat mood and
1ideas tt has generated, which are full of
contradictions,

The strike has produced massive changes
of consciousness among the miners and their
supporters. But that change ol consciousness
has not generalised to lead the rest of the
working class totake action themselves, This
explains why, whereas there is wide (inancial
and moral support for the miners, the TUC
has been able, with the greatest of ease, to
sabotage any solidarity that might have
arisen. They have been helped by the [act
that even a minority of miners have refused
to join the strike.

And even within the most active minority
of militants, itis not true that the ruling class
offensive and the attack on the miners have
led them to breaking from all the old ideas.
The tdeas which ddminate among the best
sections of the miners and their supporters
imside the working class movement are
particular sorts of reformist ideas,

So the militants on the one hand hate the
police, and on the other hand believe that
Britain 15 a police state and therelore the
pelice are unbeatable. Consegquently i is
passible tor many of the unon’s leaders to
argue mass pickets cannot be successful and
theretore should not be attempted.

And although the Labour Party leader-
ship has scabbed on, and sabotlaged, the
strike, the Labour lefl is enjoving a revival,
not least among miners. The idea that you
shoutd be inside the Labour Party tryving to
change 1t is one that has wide appeal at
present. Similarly with the TUC, Naorman
Willis 15 much hated by supporters of the
strike, but there is little analvsis or criticism
of the trade union burcaucracy as such.

Even those whoreject the path ol the trade
umon leaders still accept that pelitical
change must come from labour in parlia-
ment. This was summed up by Tony Benn at

December’s Mineworkers' Support Com-
mittee contercnce when he satd that workers
have two weapons—the workplace and the
ballot box.

Dominant ideas

In other wordsthe industrial struggle must
remain a secttonal one, because general
politics can only find their expression
through the Labour Party. These are not the
ideas of groups of workers who feel confident
that their own struggles can notonty win, but
can generahse into an oflensive struggle
apgainst capitahst socicty. Rather they are
1deas which do accept that indusirial struggle
musl remain scctional and therefore cannot
win on its own.

The ideas which dominate among the best
sections of the class are precisely those which
have prevailed within the strike and which
have prevented 1t being brought to a success-
ful conclusion.

Despite the real need for mass pickets of
steel earlier in the strike, and of the power
stations today, there s no independent
orgamised torce nside the union which can
break irom the official machine and organise
them. And because ol the ideas which
predomindte among the best militants there
1sn’t the push from below which can force
such tactics.

There 15 therefore an increasing gap be-
tween the tacnces needed to win the strike,
and the course that the strike is taking, This
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happens not just because of the particular
characteristics of the miners strike, but be-
cause of 115 whole political context.

The struggies of the past few vears have
been characterised by a high degree of
sectionalism  from  ditfferent groups  of
workers, a heavy dependence on the trade
umion leaders, a lack of organisation in-
dependent of them and a high degrec of pass-
vity. Against this has been an increasingly
gencralised offensive by the employers.

The miners’ strike broke this pattern in
SOME SCnses because It was on a far greater
scale, showed greater determination and in-
voked greater solidarity than any other
strike in memory. Bul in other senses it rein-
forced the pattern. Its characteristios show
how much it is 1 product of the period. The
rank and file of the miners have found it hard
o play a role independent of the trade union
burcaucracy. Although the strike  has
gencralised among miners, it has remained a
sectfonal dispute inside the working class as
1 whole. So the contradictions remain of a
stnke with massive strengths but real weak-
nesses as well.

I thisis true ol the miners it remaing cyen
more true lor their supporters. Thirty one
percent backed the strike even in December,
but the bulk of that support is totalty passive.
The acts of solidarity taking place in the
power stations and the ratlways usually only
mvolve 4 minority of the workforce. Even
the miners support groups, which are mainly
outside workplaces and which have done a
very good jobin cotlecting money, tnvolve a
small number of activises.

Again there is a huge gap between passive
support and those prepared to cngage in
cven minmmal activity, Those passive
supporters of the strike will not like the
attacks on Ncargili and the miners trom
Willis, Kinnock and their {ollowers. But ai
the end of the day they will see no alternative
toa TUC negonated compromise and (o the
return of a4 Lubour government,

The passivity has led some people to vastly
overestimate the minority who want to fight,
numbering them  at several million.,
Although thar is probably the number of
people who don’t like Thatcher and vaguely
support the miners, the number engaped in
activity ts lar, far lower.

(verestimating the minority willing to
fight can be very dangerous indeed. It can be
to mistake a level of passive support with
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activity and so underestimate the work
which has to be dong to build support.

Unless that s understood very clearly then
it is much harder 1o tace up 1o what the real
problems of the strike are, and much harder
1o begin to overcome them. W

MINERS" STRIKE

The road
0
solidarity

THE MINERS strike, detying all predic-
tons o the coatrary, has remained sohd.
Christmas was a hurdle that the miners over-
came. The back 1o work “surgye’ predicted by
the Coal Board hasn't taken ofl as we go 1o
press, Prospects of settlement on both sides
arc still remote; despite the hopes of Kinnock
and Willis, the miners seem determined 1o
dig in for many more months 1l necessary.
Yer such an approach can have real weak-
Aesses in terms of allowing the initiatives 1in
the strike to come [rom the Coal Board.

Fven today, ten months into the strike,
(here s @ way to win which dogsn’t consist
simply of holding on and waiting. The power
stations are crucial to the success of the dis-
pute. Blacking of o1l by power station
workers could Tead 1o victory very quickly
indeed, as the Tories would be loreed to eat
their words about not imptementing power
cuts., Muss pickets of the power stations,
argatised by the NUM, could help 1o hring
abuout the blackmg.

The blame tor the fact that this 18 not
happening has o be placed squarely where it
lies——with o trade union bureaucracy which
wints 1o it and contain the dispute, and
which has been prepared w iter away the
feelings and actions ot solidarity which have
ATISLTY

(1 the TLC leaders had tought forblacking
hiside the power stations, and af the NUM
offieials lued not backed away from nuass

J

picketing, things could look very diftferent
today. Instead, despite the fine words of
right wing union leaders like Gavin Laird
and David Basnett at the TUC Congress
back in Scptember, nothing whatever has
been delivered. Militants 1nside the power
stations who want to take action have, 1f any-
thing. been discouraged from doing so.

Consequently, although socialists argue
for these sorts of tactics, we have also to
recognise that they are still a long way from
hecoming reality. Although a minomty
among the miners and among some power
workers. have moved towards these sorts of
ideas, they are still often very isolated among
their workmates, The key 1ask in the weeks
ahead is to try (o build on the level of solid-
arity which exists, and thereby be in more of
4 position to urn it into acton at some
point. There is little possibility ol doing that
unless we understand the way to build.

We won't bulld solidarity by issuing ab-
stract calls like those tor general strikes. It
has (o start with links among rank and file
workers. al however small a level. Miners
should be wvisiting the power stations.
Militants 1inside and outside the power
stations should be trying to sel up muners
support groups. At a very basic level—small
groups of power workers collecting for the
miners now, can help to win solidarity in the
future.

Basic solidarity

On a more general level, different groups
of workers already are, or will be, coming
under attack from Thatcher. The public
sector is already under attack. And the rail-
way workers look set for batles in the
coming year. These attacks cannot be tought
successfully by workers, isolated from each
other, fighting on separate 1ssues.

What is needed now—in every union, in
every union branch and trades council, and
in every workplace—is for those who do
want to fight the Tory attacks to get together
and try 1o :-;l;-fip any retreat on a fight which
may be signalled from the union lcaders.
There are a number of events which militants
can work around in the coming months
which can ftelp to build inside the unions.
The Broad left Organising Committee
Conference in March can provide 4 tocus tor
prouping this minonty together and begin-
ning to organise to fight back. The CaAmpaign
o elect John Tocher in the AUEW can
provide a similar focus for engineers around
the Broad left.

There will be all sorts of other i1ssues as
well. which must not be passed up. Each of
them can be important in building the c¢o-
fidence and organisation which will—as the
length of the miners’ strike has proved—be
cosential for taking on Thatcher.

For the small number of revolutionary
socialists inside these campaigns there will be
another urgent task. That 15, toy try to show
the way forward in each of these campaigns
and issues, and to try to convince those
around us that it is through their own
activity that they can change things. Given
the dominance of reformist ideas inside the
working class movement, that will be anup-
hill task, but one which can pay dividends

the longer term. M
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LABOUR PARTY

Left caught
on a
right hook

‘THE NEXT general election will be won or
lost over the coming year.” So argued the left
Labour weekly Tribune in the front page
editorial of its new vear issue. The statement
is very significant. Whether or not it 15 true,
the threat of the election is already being
nsed to ensure one thing: that the left in the
Labour Party are kept in line.

The Labour leadership didn’t think this
would be too much of a problem after
Labour's catastrophic defeat in 1983, All
[actions inside the Party could unite around
the Kinnock-Hattersley ‘dream ticket’ and
start the long, hopefully peaceful, haul until
the next election. Unfortunately for them,
one of the most rapid turn-arounds of last
year was the revival of the Labour left.

The left's biggest shot in the arm came
from the radicalisation around the miners’
strike. Labour’s conference 1n September
showed that in debate after debate the left
was making the running. They won commit-
ment to a degree of illegality over raie
capping and in support of the miners. They
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defeamred Kamock on the guestion ot “one
person, Onge vole tn re-seleciion,

And soccesses weren't coniined Lo con-
terence. Many of the new people joining the
Liabour Party have been brought into
acuvity in recent maonths, and rended to join
o Labour lett polirtes rather than anything
else.

Kmnock himscelt pushed many Labour
ACtIvists who support the miners towards the
teft wrel his redusal to back the strike and his
persistent condemnations of viclence. In
doang so he hoped o appenl to o the
moderate’ voters who he belicves will not
back the miners or other strikes. He hasn'
cvenn osuccecded  meothis aim, Kinnogek's
standing in the apinion potls has boen very
Lo, and the Labour Party as a whole has
lapged behind the Tories.

The Labour lcadership and purliamentary
party blames this not on tieir own pathetiv
Fatlure o oppose Tharcher, but on the
activity ol the left. Thev are frghlened thae
even ththe mmers” strike ends, issues such as
the campatign against rale-capping or the
light to recon the metropolitan councils can
once again make the Labour Party un-
popular with the ‘moderate” voters to whom
they are so desperate to appeal.

This 1s the thinking hehind (e Tribune
article, Tt s why the article declires 1hat:

"Urra-Letusm, which s only interested in

using the nuners’ strike (o attack Neil

Kinnouck, must receive just a5 short shrl

as the antics of Right-wingers who cannot

will tor Arthur Scargill and the 1.eft to

COme o Cropper.’

They are already prepanng a whitew s
forr Nell Kinnowk™s role i the miners” sirike,
and paving the wav lor the Labouwr leader-
ship™s failure (o back any councils which do
fight rate-capping,

"Breaking the law should not be raised to

the contral wsue as some kind ol litmus

test of socialist commtment,”

Fribune doesn’t exphain how any of these
Issues e be tonght without breaking thye
law., Tt 1s clear why, They are putting all Uicir
hopes i the return of a Libour government
arvd, morder to achieve that, don't want AT y-
vne to rock the boat.

That will sune the Labour right very well,
ard will suit Kinnock, who, as even Trifuene
admits, sides “with the Right soconsistently”™
Ulfortunatelv the left scems to have no alter-
native. They have a leadership who will not
detend workers who 1ake action to detend
Ihemsclves, But they can see noalleriatlive to
that leadership.

Tony Benn, the left’s obvious leadership
candhdate, and one of 4 mimority ol Labour
MPs who have consistently stood up for Lhe
miners, has already sind he won't stand
against Kinnock for the lcadership. In doing
s, he ws ensuring that the centre-right of the
Party will comtinue o dominate. And the
Latlure of the Left to fight will wmean rhat
Kinnock and the Tribune stratcgy will win
HUL,

This 15 ot because the Dabour left have
thusioms in Kinnock, He s thoroughly dis-
Iiked and distrusted atter s attitude o the
miners. But even tor the fett, the winning of
the next ¢lechion s paramount, The Tribune
article 1s noe doubt o nmely warming to them
toer, not 1o rock the boat. .

s g e il

COMMUNIST PARTY

Even the
best of
friends
must part

L HE bitter and nes apparently oevitable

sprhit msde the Commnnnst Party Jooks ke
contling, oo head the s b, whien the
sispanisions of 22 o1 s leadmg 1 oondaon
members (ncluding three tulltimersy wall
prrobably be turned it et s,

This will Beopuse the Best step e a long
Paitle o ~ee who controls the O Much ot
thatt banthe s venteed of Bt aronmad contraol
ot the parey™s dalv, the Yoanine N, The
Excowtive Commuittee s been iy ing to ke
the paper tor ~ome time. They
wiill L remove the coditor and depury editor,
repliving them with the Facoutive’s own
appointecs, Indeed the row mside the CP s
cllent desertbed s hetween thie Pactions
arcind the Veraine Stweas opposed to those
around the paety smonthly, Marvive foday,

But it isn™t simiply the dilterentapproaches
belind the two pubbications which s al
sttkes Nor s the row mcrely the internal

conrol ol

Lictan fiohi of a dechining and apcing or-

Ideas that can win
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giinsation, The argument, the ideas behid
1t and s outcome will have much  wider
plicanions for the whole of the Briush et

Soewhin s the argument about, and how
dur the sides line up? There are u number ot
alissvers 1o these questions, At the most basic
level, the argnment is between the Furo-
vammunists and what they call the “funda-
et linis’,

The FHurocommunists (who a1l present
CORATise the leadership of the CPYyarpue that
there i i phenomenon called Thatcherisim
which 1507t simply old fashioned Torvism.
but which has succeeded in developing a
right wing populisin. This has bath under-
cut the traduional ground of Labour and the
untens, and enabled Thatcher to win a
secord  werm of office with 0 massihve
majority. 1 cannot he combated by the
tracitional labour movement methods.
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On e contrary,  argue the  Euro-
communists, the leit nceds 1o develop
hegemony  throughout socety, 1n other

words the left needs to struggle ideologically
111 every drea of sociely.

What they mean by this 1declogical
SLTUERIC Is Very vacuous, In practice it means
an abandonment of talk of class or secialism.

Crucial to this bight s o system ot
wiblainces. These alhances are seen as
specifically aimed ata broad left—a popular
tfront  against  Thatcherism  which  would
logically inciude the SDP and Liberals, plus
anti-Thatcher Torles.

The tundamentalists, on the other hand,
argue tor a return to ‘class politics’. They
arguy that Thatcherism is not 4 new pheno-
mwenon, bur a  traditionally  right  wing
aovernment attacking the working class.
What s needed s a4 mobibisation of the
rraditiona]  erganisations of the working
cliss. The miners' strike 15 seen by the tunda-
mendalinty as a key example of the way that
Glass politics contnues W dominalte.

In addition, they argue, the working class
movement in the West needs to make close
Links with, and play up the benelus ol the
soctalist' countries. They also cniticise the

Euracommunists for having written oft, or

ST IS A A IPIN P
IR Sy
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for having been too critical of. ‘the ruly
popular figures of the left—Benn. Scargill

and  Livingstone', The Furocommumsts
believe  that these figures' outspoken
denunciations of Thatcher and therr

espousal of class politics, can only harm a
genuine popular alliance.

Behind these two views He deep dilferences
about the future of the leit in Britain. The
Eurccommunists are extremely critical of
the Labour Party and its mability to
‘hegemonise’. They are also critical of Benn,
and believe him to be too farout on alimb to
he the focus of any popular alliance, Some ol
themm may indeed have written oft the
Labour Party as a majority govermucnt
Party.

Whatever their reasons, they  want
athances wilth at least some ol the openiy
bourgeois parties. They believe that—uny
though they arc—the Eurocommunists
through Marxismr Today can provide the
intellectual motor and thus the influence of
such an alliance.

Break with the past

But to do this they have to be prepared (o
ditch much ot their past ideological apparel.
This is especially troe in two areas, One 15 the
British trade union and labour movement
where the Communist Party traditionatly
has had much implantaton and intlucnce.

Theyv are greatly aided in this by two dil-
terent leading Furocommurmists: Scottish
miners’ lcader Mick McGahey, who gives Lhe
CP leadeship its greatest industrial credi-
bility: and feminist journalist Beatrix
Campbell. who by describing feminisim n
(erms of an attack on S“the nstoric com-
promise  between the class enemy  and
labouring men over women' cquales male
dominated reformism with capitahist rule,

The second arca 15 the relationship with
Russia and the Fast European countries.
Although the Eurocommumisis have never
broken with the idea that these countries are
socialist  (their only  cntigue
soctalist democracy’),  they

totloow  the
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ltalian CP in not finding close ideological
links with these countries very helptul when
buitding poputar alliances in the West
Therefore they arce prepared to distance
themsclves.

They differ from the fundamentalists on
hoth these crucial areas. But are funda-
mentalists arguing tor different politics?
Basicaliv no.

They have not broken with any of the
politics that have characterised the CF for
senerations. They claim to stick by the CP’s
programme, the British Road 1o Socialism,
which has always been in favour of allanccs
with sections of ruling class parties. They
also want much closer alliances with the
ruling classes of the cast European
countrics—despite, Lor example, the Pohsh
ruiers allowing scab Polish coal (o break the
British miners” strike,

They do not criticise the trade union
bureaucracy. Indeed, they tend to equate the
itade  union movement with that
burcaucracy.

The argument inside the CP has led 1o the
ditferent factions aligning with others out-
side the party. A pamphlet written by leading
fundamentalist intcllectuals has an intro-
duction written by Tony Benn. Ken Living-
stone 15 also identified with them—a
problem for Eurocommunists who sec him
as the personification of the popular
alliance. The Furocemmunists have been
identified particutarty with Eric Hobsbawm,
and with sections of the Labour
Coordinating Comnuttee.

Their political partners will lead many
wocialists o conclude that the funda-
mentalists are {ar preferable to the Euro-
communists. Actually, any cursory glance at
their political positions (Jet alone the line of
the Maorning Star) demonstrates that this
is11°t so. Although many of their arguments
apainst the Eurocommunists may be correct,
(ieir own political solutions are Just as
hankrupt.

Their strategy is 10 align themselves with
the ofticial trade union machine. But, as that
machine moves 1o the right under the weight
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of the rubmg cluss attacks (over, torexample,
the ant-union laws), the pressure will be on
the fundiamentalists to do the same, Far(rom
this helping to ancrease the level ob class
struggle, 1t can et as a brake.

Both groups inswle the CP are already
movirg (o the right. Pressure Irom the forces
they are allied with wall also be i that
direction, Whatever the outcome of the
dispute imside the CP, that pressure is likely
La contenue, |l

STUDENTS

The class
of '85

A RETHRN (o 1968 was how some press
commentators greeted the massive student
protests over grants tast term. Certainly
many  of  the ingredients  were there,
Oeenpations, st downs o the road, a very
lirge demonstration in Landon, all showed
the strength of leeling among students at
Keith Joseph™ proposals 1o cul  grants
throwgll & huge increase 0 parental contri-
hutions, and through forcing somge better off
pitrents to pay tuition lees.

These attucks cawsed the largest outhreak
ab student mitlituney simee the mid seventies.
The scale ol the protests wok evervone by
SUEPEIse,

student grant demonstrations had  be-
come an annual riteal, with little spirit,
anger. or militaney. This time 11 was quite
ditferent, Local  regronal  and  national
demonstrations produced thousands.

Tl pattonal grants demo i London led
o ser prece hattes with poilce as students
attempted 1o cross the Thames o get to
parhament. "The behaviour of the police led
nany who hod gone for a peacelul protest to
attempt to charpe the police lines,

The NUS call Tor a4 ‘Day of Action’,
despite bemg both tokenistic and badly
orgauised, apparently bemg co-ordinated
through gnnouncements to the Crueardian,
wais el with o very wide response, and in a
s nmber ot colleges the action was taken
bevond this, North East London Poly went
intor mdefinite occupation  adding  local
demands to the national anti-Joseph protest,
and their local demands were met.

At Portsmouth Polyvtechnic students
volued by o staggering majority in 4 cross

“campus ballotto continue occupation. Tn the

huovant moed that {ollowed the result,
studentts atmost  spontaneouxly  began
accupying a whole number of buiidings., and
remained o them till Lite in the term when
tie police evicted them.

I a whole number of other colleges votes

action  were  defeated  anly

For similar
narronyly.
The proteses, plus o Tory backbench
revolt, Toreed Toseph (o ditch the proposals
foo charge tuttton fees. But this—unhike the
nereiase 1 parentl contributions—would

FEER I o ikl

only fave hit the most wealthy parents. The
other proposals still remain and sull threaten
tor hit students, whose parents can’™ or won't
pay. very hard,

The possibility of turther fights on the
Issuc arc  very real. Demonstrations  in
I.ondon and Lecds at the end of this month
should gauge how lar students will be pre-
pared to fight, The grants issue is still the
maost central and tmpaortant, and promises to
remain so. A number of students, rudicalised
around bullding support for the miners in
the colleges, were able 1o link the strike witds
the grants ssue. Some students concernced
over grants, especially those attacked by the
police on the demonstrations, will already
have begun 1o sce the connection berween
the 1ssues.

And the campaign at the Polylechnic of

North London to get rid of nay organiscer

fatrick Harrington continued (see notes of

the month SHR 71). By the end ol the term
two students were 10 jail for defyving court
orders, Along the way the students’ union
lost a carcenist local esecutive, and maore sig-
nificantly the polyviechnie director,

Rising protests

Lt 15 not easy o toreses the events of the
term ahead. Student  profests  are very
volatlle events: they rise very guickly and can
disiappear as quickly agan. But the second
term s traditionally the most mihitant, and it
scems  that many recognised the Joscph
climb down for what 1l was—a gesture 1o
quieten his awn back benches, For the vast
majority of students Turther financial hard-
ship, and greater dependence on parental
generosity sull stare them in the thace.

The NUS conference in December—ncver
the most auiitant of events—showed 4
signifeant minority voting for alt-out direct
action. Even the NUS leadership retused to
call the Joseph climbdown a victory.

However the same lcadershup are also
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refising to give a real tead to the campaign,
They are calling for a rent strike. Although
such astrike should be supported it s clearly
net the best tactic as it can only involve a
munerity of students {those living in college
halls o residence), and it tends 1o leave the
parbicipants passive and solated.

The best wav o respond o the Tory
allacks would be 1o build national
occupations, 1 the way that students did
when they last took action on this scale—in
protest al teacher traming cuts and overseas
students fees i the mad seventes.

Untfortunarely the nass of students —even
when ready to take action over grants—are
stil ted to (the methods advociated by the
NLS leaderstup, That means they sl
believe that peacelul protest rather than
direct dction can win, Soclilists have 1o
accepl that s at present the case, and work
within those protests while il the same time
pomttng out therr hmitations, In the course
of the next term, a4 smadl number of those
students pulled mto acinvity cin also be
pulted  towards revolutionary  politics  as
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The General Strike

THE IDEA of the general strike 15 neatly as
old as the working class movement.

It was first elaborated in the 1830s, 1n
Britain, by Willilam Benbow, who was
associated with the ‘physical force’ wing of
Chartism. He propagated the call for a
‘national holidav'—a cessation of work by
the whole working class which, he held,
would achieve a quick victory tor the work-
ers’” movemnent. And the tirst experience of
anything like a real general strike came soon
afterwards, with the ‘Plug Riots’ which
swept Lancashire and Yorkshire in 1842.

There was no other experience of a general
strike for half a century, until the Belgian
general strike for the suffrage in 1894,

But the question of the peneral strike has
come to the fore in vintually every major up-
surge of the class struggle in the twentieth
century. So therc were general strikes 1n Si
Petersburg in October 1905, in Beltast in
1907, and in Spainin 1917, The "year of revo-
lution™. 1919, saw a rash of general
strikes—in Central {Germany, Berlin, and
Bavaria, in Seattle, Vancouver and
Winnipeg, in Barcelona, 1in Belfast.

Further general sirikes followed n
Germany in 192¢, Berlin in August 1923,
Hong Kong and Shanghai in the mid 19205,
‘Britain in 1926, France in 1936, German oc-
cupied northern [taly in 1944, in East
Germany in 1953, Hungary in 1956, Belgium
in 1961, France in 1968,

The first Marxist discussion

The contrast between the nineteenth cent-
ury and the twentieth century is not acciden-
tal. The general strike 1s a form typicul of
class struggle in large scale modern industry.

It comes to the fore when the development
of the class struggle has reached the point
where action in ong industry has an 1m-
mediate impact upon every other industry
and upon the state. The classstruggle insuch
4 situatation can no longer be confined to
individual combats with this or that em-
ployer, but has to contront the generalised
power of the employing class. And that
means the general strike comes to the tore
with the transition from the period of ‘lree
competition’ capitalism to that of monopoly
capitalism and state capitahism.

That s why the first serious Mamast
discussion ol the mass strike s Rosa
Luxemburg's brilliant pamphlet, The Massy
Strike, the Political Partv and the Trade
Linions, written i 1906,

Until then Marxists had tended (o sec mass
strike activity as hittle more than a form of
raining which would teach workers the

merits of political action.
So Engels, for instance, was absolutely

scathing in his crticism of the Bakuninists,

for raing the slogan of the general strike (n
Spain in the early 1870s. He said they were
calling upon the workers to sit with folded
arms, while the key question was ong of
direct, Insurrectionary activity to establhish a
radicat republic,

In the ecarly 1890s Engels returned to the
theme. He criticised Jules Guesde, the
French Marxist, for adopting the general
strike slogan, and he repeated his arguments
a couple of years later 1n a letter to Kautsky,
the leader of the German socialist move-
ment. He insisted that the general strike was
a panaceca proposed by people who were not
prepared to confront the immediate tasks

facing the working class. Instead of talking,

about concreie action thal was neccssary,
they simply spread the illusion that all you
had to do was wait until the whole working
class was persuaded to stop work simul-
taneously, Then the class enemy would col-
lapse without struggie.

LFngels' arguments were not drawn out of
thin air. They were a distillation of the
historical experience so far, from someone
who had witnessed at first hand the siruggie
of the British working class in the 1840s and
the revelutionary upheaval of 1848, This ex-
perience taught him that the most vital thing
at every great upsurge of the workers’ move-
ment was to know how to move from
humdrum, day to day economic agitation to
canfronting the guestion of state power.

In this, his arguments were not all that dil-
ferent to Lenin's in 1902 and 1903 when he
insisted the central divide within the work-
crs” movement was between those who saw
the all-Russian insurrection as the goal, and
those who avoided this central political
issue.

But in some of Engels’ later writihgs a
ttend can be found which became all
dominating in the Marxist movement of the
18905 and early 19005 in Western Europe
and North America. This was to sce political
action as meaning electoral activity. The
‘orthodox” Marxist parties—the SPD 1n
Germany, the Guesdists in France, the SDF
in Britain, the PPS1 in Ttaly, the PSOE in
Spain—all saw politics as comprising of &
mixture of Marxist propaganda and etec-
toneering, virtually ignoring struggles inthe
workplaces.

The Russian revolution of 1905 showed in
practice how the struggles of large scale 1n-
dustry flow over 10 become dircctly pohitical
struggles. Feconomic struggles by individual
sections of workers gave new confidence 1o
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other scctions of warkers. until people tell
confident encugh to ralse political demands,
And mass, general strike action over these
political demands in turn gave still more sec-
tions of workers the confidence to tight over
economic demands. The economic became
political and the political economic. And al
the head of the cconomic-pobitical struggle
arose a new lorm of organisation, the soviet
or workers' council, which showed how Lhe
question of power could be posed In a new
way {although no one sawits ull signiticance
for another 12 yvears).

Rosa Luxemburg’™s pamphier was the first
attempt 1o peperalise these lessons from
eastern Europe to western Lureope. The
discussion it provoked within the German
workers' movement preligured the great
split which was to take place throughout the
world workers'” movement 1n the the course
of World War One—between those who
stood for using the existing institutions of
capitalist soctety to carry through retorm
and those who swood for fusing industrial
and revolutionary political struggle to over-
throw existing institutions. {Rosa herself,
however. did not sce the need in 1906 to draw
organisational conclusions trom the division
over this question, s compared with Lenin
who did see the need lTor such a division tn
Russia. but not clsewhere, over the guestion
of preparing for the insurrection.)

A specific demand

This split found organisational expression
on a world scale with the lermanon ol the
Communist Lneernational, as an “lnter-
national of revelutionary action” n 1919,
The theses, resolutions and manifestos ot its
first five congresses, from 1919 1o 1922, are
marked throughout by an understanding
how cconomic and  political forms  of
steupple fuse in a revoluuonary upsurge of
the class.

ITowever, both Rosa 1.uxemburg and the
leaders of the Communist Tnternational in its
carlier vears lotlowed in Bngels’ footstepsin
one important respect. They did not raise the
slogan ot the gencral strike at all times and
under all circumstances, Rather they reg-
arded it as a specific demand o be rased at
particular. concrete points in the strupggle.

So, for instance, Rosa Luxemburg could
write in a letter trom Warsaw i January
1906:

‘Byerywhere there 15 a mood of
uncertainty and waiting. The cause ot all
this is the simple lact that the general
strike, used alone, has played out 1ts role.
Now, only a dircct, all-encompassing
movement 11 the streets can bring about a
solution,..’

Ten days later another letter spelt out
what she meant: “The coming phase ol the
struggle will be that of armed rencontres —
the sort of insurrection that was already
being attempted by the Bolsheviks in
Moscow,

The same understanding of the role ol the
mass strike and refusal to fetishise the part-
icular slogan of the general stnike
characterised the early Commumst loter-
national. $o there is hardly a mention of the
slogan of the ‘general strike’ mooats

o e I S
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The message from above; telegram announcing the genaeral strike of May 1926

documents,

Drawing on the expertence of these carly
years, Trotsky, writing 1n September 1934,
msisted, ‘the world experience of the struggle
during the fast 40 wvcars has been
tundamentally 1n confirmation of what
Engels had to say about the general strike’.

Trotsky then went on to say that the
cffectiveness of a gencral strike depended on
concrete circumstances, If the government
was weak, 1t mught “take tright 4t the outset’
ol the sirike and ‘make only such con-
cessions as will not touch the basis of 1ts
rule’,

But:

If the army 1s sutficiently religble and the

povernment feels sure of itself, 1f a

pohtcal  strike 18 promulpated trom

above, and 1 at the same time 11 18

calculated not for decisive battles, but to

“trighten the enemy™, then 1t can easily

turn mto a mere adventure and revealits

ufter impotence’.

Trotsky deseribes how such bureaucralic
mass strikes are orpamsed:

“The parbamentarians and  the trade
UNIONIS LS pereeive al a given moment the
need o provide an outlet for the
accumulated ire of the masses, or they arc
simply compelled to jump in step with a
movement that has tlared over ther
heads. [n such cases, they come seurrymng
through the backstuirs of the government
and obtain permission Lo headthe general
strike, with the obligation to conclude 1t
as soon s possible,

Finallv, Trowtsky guoting Engels, savs
there (s 'the gencral sitrike that leads to in-
surrectieon”. But he adds. *a strike of this sort
can result either in complete victory or coms-
plete defeat’. The most important lactor n
determining this is whether there exists ‘the
correct revolutionary  leadership, clear
understanding ot conditions and methods of

the general strike and 1ts transitions 10 open

revolutionary struggle’,
Il the struggle reaches such astage it raises

the question of power. And unless there 1s a
leadership capable of correctly posing the
question of power—of leading an assault by
the working class on the institutions of the
state— then the general strike backfires and
the class suffers decisive defeat.

So the slogan of the general strike fits a
certain point in the workers’ struggle. But it
15 WIONg 1o raise it as a panacea before that
paint s reached. That merely avoids con-
fronting the real needs of the movement,
And ence the point is reached where the
slogan of the general strike is correct, you
have then to be ready to supplement it with
other slogans that begin 1o cope with the
question of power—demands about how the
strike i$ organised (strike committees, work-
ers’ councils), with how the strike defends
itself (flving pickets, mass pickets, workers’
defence guards) and with how it takes the
offensive against the state (organising within
the army and the police).

There have always been those inside the

working class movement who have treated
the slogan of the gencral strike diffcrently.
Thus at the time Rosa Luxemburg wrote her
Mass Strike pamphlet, Georges Sorel, a
French intellectual who sympathised with
the apointical revolutionary syndicalists,
wrote his In Defence of Violence,
" In it he argoed that the main slogan of
revolutionaries at every moment had to be
the “gencral strike’, because this was a ‘myth®
which educated workers about their own
strength and revolutionary potential, For
him, the general strike was the revolution.
But 1t could easily be ruined if it was
idenufied with any political aim—so he
actually denounced the concrete general
strikes that had occurred, like that of
Belgium over the franchise and that of
Petersburg in 1905,

Such ideas continued to have a following
even after the Russian revolution of 1917 had
shown how workers could take power. For
instance, one of the characteristics of the
ultra-left opposition inside the German

Socialist Worker Review January 1985

L

Communist Party in 1919 was, according to
the party leader of the time, Paul Levi, to see
"the revolution as a purely economic process’,
rejecting ‘political means of struggle as harm-
ful” and sceing *the gencral strike as the alpha
and omega of revolution’.

But what was said by ultra left, semi-
anarchist elements from one side, could also
be said by lett and not so left Social Dem-
ocrats as well. In 1920, when right wing mili-
tarists attempted a coup in Germany, -the
country’s leading trade unmion bureaucrat,
Legien, was prepared to call a general strike
to save the necks of himself and his fellow
Social Democrat leaders. But it was a purely
‘peaceful’ general strike which could not
achieve 1ts demand for a purging of the
armed forces because only in some parts of
Germany were revolutionaries able to take
the initiative in turning the strike into armed
action to disarm that army,

In the 1930s the slogan of the general
strike against war was taken up by the In-
dependent Labour Party. 1t had broken with
the Labour Party, but refused to turn
seriously to a revolulionary perspective. A
revolutionary perspective would have meant
sectng any war as raising the opportunity for
an intensification of revolutionary action.
The [LP leaders, however, were not prepared
to abandon therr cssentially parliamentary
perspective and ratsed the slogan of the
general strike as a way of avoiding com-
mitment to such action,

When the slogan fits

Today the slogan of the general strike
hkewise comes trom two apparently op-
posed directions. On the one hand it 1s raised
by people like Livingstone and Benn who
have not broken with theideca that what mat-
ters 15 parliamentary action reinforced by
extra-parliamentary activity. On the other it
comes from sects who refuse to look the real-
ity of the class strugple in Britain today inthe
face.

Revolutionary socialists should argue that
the slogan does not fit at the moment
because of the way the Labour Party leader-
ship and the TUC general council have
sabotaged the movement in solidarity with
the miners. But we also have to go on 10 say
something else; if the slogan did fit (and it
will do one day) then it would be necessary to
raise alongside it slogans about rank and file
control and about confrontation with the
state.

We arc vehemently opposed to peopleiike
Kinnock and Willis who oppose general
strikes under all circumstances. But that
does not mean we tall into the trap of seeing
the slogan as a panacea which fits all situ-
ations,

That trap means in present circumstances
failing to emphasise the immediate concrete
stcps that can be taken to build solidarity
with the miners and to expose traitors like
Kinnock and Willis. And 1t would mean, if
the struggle rose to the level of real general
strike action, tailing to raise the turther
slogans that alone could lead to victory.

We  have (o Jollow Engels, Rosa
Luxemburg and Trotsky in aveiding that
trap.H
Chris Harman




FEMINISM AND THE MINERS' STRIKE

Towards a new unity?

TR 5 no doubt that the itiners’ stribe
has seen the growth of a pood relationship
between the women's movement and the
class strugele. Women oo miining  com-
munities have shown the wiy by orgamsing
ol pickets and strike commuitiees as well asn
kitehens and wellare roons,

Women clwewlhere have responded by
collecting maney. tood and toyvs, getting sup-
port i lactories and olhees, wking part
MIners” support aroups amd visiting mining
dreas “ocihsts and femimses ave been 1n-

-
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volved in a commaon cause longer and morge
suceesstully than at any time since the abor-
flon ciampaigns o the mid- 19705,

This s as it should be. Tor socialists, The
cause of women's liberation has never been
advanced Turther than when it was Iinked to
the  strugeles of workers—in the Paris
Commune, the Russian Revolution and the
Spanish Revolution, lor example, c¢ven
though all these were short-circuited by
counter-revolutions,

The maerity of women—working class

Mational miners wives demonstration in Barnsley in May

Bl
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women—dJdo not advance by equill nghis,
COnsCIusIess-rasing  or e persongi
pohtes of changing your hiestyle, but by
involvement in mass struggles topether with
working cluss men and anvone clse who s
willing (o stand on thar side, Organesing
around the nnners” stmke grves soclisgs o
chance to argue tor this and to show that 1t
works,

To do this, we have to be gware tha
[emuimust polites are stll et the saome as
soclalist politics, While warking as hard as
W Cun o ensire a victory for the men amd
women  of the minimg communitics, wye
should not overestneite the changes. Bt
that the changes have been renarkable s
casily shown by g comparison with the state
of thimgs only ten months ago, when the
miners” strike began.

AL the beginoing of 198, femumism ond
acluul workers® struggles scemed o hine
drifted further apart than at any e smee
the Lite 196407, Thaugh there were plents of
leminists "o the movement'. they had Lost
their roots mn the women™s strugeies atwork —
Ford's, Trico™s, Grunwicks and the swave of
cyual pay strekes betore 1975—which had
kept class issues at the Torefront irom (%68
onwards.

Feminists largely gnored or mammised
the imponance of the working swomen’s

struggles that were stidl comg on i the early

198k, such ax the Liverpool typists” strike
and the Lee Jeans oceupation, and some

lcading  feminists confessed that thetr
Muarxist past was becoming an
‘embarrassment’.

Feminist writers oflen assumed  that

working class men. less aoecommuodiating
than nuddle class partners witly tme tivspare
and o knowledge of the right phirases, were
‘more sexist’. or behieved thei 1o be maniy
responsible tor rape and porcoeraphy, The
main wm of wooren mtwe rade unon move-
ment seemed W be Lo get more women's teet
on e carcer ladder rather than o Bright for

jabs or pay.

The pacihism and separati=m which set
around Greenham Common—at birst o most
valuable protest and one widely respected in
the working cliss— dismiessed cliss struggele
ds muile apgressivencss.

In the month belbore the nmnees’ steihke
bepan,  Beatnix Campbell™s  Higan Pier
Roevisited carcatured mimers as the most
sexist section ol maie society, The Jutest
tenrirtist aithology (Sweepiie Staremienis}
devoled only thirty out of three hundred
papes toowomen at worke and those moluded
an article on otrade unemsm o which con
cluded that "'men are the enemy™. In the Hiest
lewe weeks of the stike, an unbfucky Teminst
journalist (1 the Greardiase, where elschhad
the lack ot forestght o prame waorking

mners' wives m Nottonghamshoe for organ-
s g agsinsl the prokers,

But 1984 turned owt to bethe seirmwineh
Ay women o praclhice vanwe oot of
separatsm and abandoned or moditied their
hostility o working cluass men 1 struggle,
and many more col mvelved in politics tor
the Lirst time.

That does ot mean, howeser, that the
vivw that men are the muan cocmy s dis-
appeared trom the women's movement  tar
from it Most women with o backarommd i




the women's muovement sec the meaning of
the stnike differently from the way we do as
socialists,

The achievement of women in the mining
communitics, tn organising  around  the
present strike. 15 not mainly due 1o feminsm.
For at least 150 veurs. women 1 mingrs”
[amilies have organised in support of strikes,
In 1926, women were active In supporting
the miners in their six-month batle after the
end ot the General Stnike. In 1972 wonmen
appeared on some picker lines.

But women’s minvolvement in this strike
has been on a large scale—few mining
communities c¢an  have remaimmed un-
alfected—and at a higher level. There has
been point decision-making  as owell  as
“warmen's activities”. Some ol this can be laid
down to the presence of feminists 1n the
labour movement, especially therr
demanding that the miners’ leaders recog-
nmse the importance of the women's organ-
iIsation and their right (o participate in
pickets ond committees.

But the length of the stnike has abso made a
difference. 1t had all been over by mid-Muy
we would have noticed the role of women tar
tess, So has the (act that the strike is about
the tuture of whole communities, and the
early attempts of the media o whip up
demonstrations by working mincrs” wives in
Nottinghamshire,

Working class women

The miners’ wives did not organise
because they were femimists or had teminist
consciousness’ 1 the way those words are
usually meant. They are wery much con-
scious of being women and of breaking out of
thetr previous way of lite—having ther men
mind children and make meals while they go
to meetings or trave] to picket lines, Bul
there are many things leminists take for
granted that come as g surprise and some-
umes a problem (o these workimg class
women,

For example. what 15 a sexist slogan?
Groups of miners chanung “show us your
tits’ at passing women 15 Lairly obyvrously
insulting to women and puats them ot giving
support. But singing *Maggpie Thatcher's gon
ang, ian McGregor s one, Ta ra ra ri s not
recognised  as  sexist by most nuners
wives—al least not to judge by the numbers
ot them chanting 11 merrity  on
demonstrations, Some miners’ wives have
regarded women who question this as a bit
peculiar. {1 expresses hatred and contempt
tor bosses male and female, and for them
that’s all there s to it

Or tike the guestion of women's exclusion
from work in the pits. [t 1s almost a byword
in feminist history that male miners in 1842
allicd with the bosses 1o "oppress women® by
banning them from work underground. (I
think this 1s seriously mustaken, as I argued
in SR66.)

In meetings on the miners” strike leministy
repeatedly ask: why aren’t the miners” wives
demanding the ripht to waork down the pits?
But the vast majority ol miners” wives and
daughters don’t wanl to work underground
{nor, for that mater, do the femimsts who
ask—they veant other women to.) They don't
SEC L s un 1ssue 1n the present ctrcumstances.

AT A=Al Mo .,

wleo the top priority s 1o defend the jobs
that are under threat. To tight tor more jobs
In other industries to be made available
mining areas—without c¢losing down
pits! —would do moere tor these women’s
rigiit to work.

Then there are the leminists who keep
contng cut with: *Wihv do vou talk about
ey’ vivey all the tume™ 1t's true that not
all the women connected with the miners’
strike are wives, We could add cand girl-
ITiends’—and mothers and daughters? —hbut
that™s not the pont,

In the women's movement, calling vour-
selt a wife, or some man’s woman no matter
what the relationship—just 150’1t done, even
whetl Lo recogmise the fact that most women
for at least part ol their lves are wives would
be maore realistic. It s important 1o
remember that there are sometimes good
reasons for making o fuss about this: I was
once miraducing mysell (o someone when a
friend butted 1in wiath, "She™s really X's wile,
of course!?”

But imm the miners” sirike thousands of
women are fighting and organising tor the
first e becgwese they are wives, and i the
class struggle that posibion s an honourable
one. Workers” wives are part of the working
ciasy whether they are workers it their own
right or ntot (and in moest mining areas there
1sn°t much cholce as to whether to work or
nut).

Socialists have often negiected this very
point by insisting that women can only fight
as workers: miners’ wives have shown that
they are wrong, Feminists have neglected it
by assuming that a married woman's only
struggle "as o wife” 15 8 swruggle against her
husband or the insntution of marrnage:
again. miners’ wives have proved them
WILHIE,

Few leminists are short-sighted enough to
try to mtreduce the “struggele against men’
into the middle of the present miners’ dis-
pute. But many do see the present struggle as
merely the tirst stage in the raising of miners’
Wives' consciousness rather than as anend in
itsebf. The next stage will come when the
strike 15 over, There are bound 1o be prob-
lems about this,

Not the problem ol antagoenising the men,
but of antagonising the women too, Women
N mirng coHmmunitics are lcarming to stand
up for themselves by the experience of
siruggie and the support they are now
recorving from others, and it s in this suu-

ation that they are most apen to changing
their wdeas. It s quie possible thot they will
he less open (o chiange when the stoike 1s
over. Few wall see the end of the strike axthe
opening of a new phase of conllice with mer,

On (he other hand, there s o temptuton
[er socialists to take it for granted tha the
unity of menand women in the mmers <irise
15 complete, and that all problems e solved
by zomg on aboul the marvellous role ot
“wives, mothers and cliass hehers”,

There 15 stildl some ocutrageous
among  miners, and  Kome  antagonsm
lewards women.

Socuihsts shouldn’t capitulate to this, bt
argue from the part that women dare plaving
to the general case tor women” . nberation,
Nor should we dismiss pomnts rotsed by
teminists, such as the nght 1o work under-
ground, as "Tunanc’ or ndigulous, but discuss
why thewv are misplaced.

SO

Unity and solidarity

When the strihe 1s over, there  will
probably be somc pressure o ‘return 1w
narmal™ in the mining communitics, but this
needn’t mean that couples simply fail into
squabbling over who minds the kids or goes
to meetings. Womenin some arcas have been
suggesting rhat what they needissome perm-
anent recogniicn by the miners’ union:
"We've been involved  in mectimgs  and
comnuttees during thes strike, and we don'y
wanl to he shut out agaimn once 1= ail over.”
Many of the women have jobs o their own 1o
be defended, and will call on the mimers 10
some return of sohdariey, There are ther
ISSUCS N mIning  communpitics—hous.
Lransport, council cuts, and so an—which
can be tought topether. There are many wis -
women can go on fighting without turmng it
into a battle of the sexes,

But tor the moment, the priocity is uniiv
and sohdarity with all s<triking mioners
tamilies, Hardship and demoralisation cir
turn relationships it a poivate battle more
Likely to end 10 break-up and bitterness than
In any posittve change, That v why motey,
turkeys and tovs arc important. That 1> why
knowing that other workers are going out ot
their way 0 pive support martars. People’s
rdeas change through struggle. and the mao
successful struggles the better. Forwomen s
well as tor men, we need a victory for the
rminers.

Norah Carlin

Women'’s liberation
—two traditions

Class struggle and women's

liberation—1640 to the present day|
Tony Chtt
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More than

four years after
the first of the
Thatcher
Government's
anti-union laws
entered the
statute book
what really has
been their effect?
PETE GOODWIN
explains.

-

TRADE UNION LAWS

¢ had borter start our answer by
ceminding  ourselves qust o what the
anti-uniont laws are, They have come
i three packuges, cach one assocuted
with a dilterent Tory employment seeretary: Tim
Prior’s 1980 Emplovment Act. Nornan Tebbit's
1982 Enployment Act and fom King's 1984
Trade Union Act,

The 1980 Employment Act rendered moest
secondary and sympathy action “unlowtul’. 1t
restricted lawlul® picketinge more or tess to where
vou work. Iemade political” strikes "unliwlul’ 1t
made 0 easier for scabs who reluse tojom
closed shop to sue iFthey were dismissed- -and 1t
provided government money Lar nmion postil
hallots,

The 1982 Emplovment Act toughened up the
delinitions of “secondary™ and “pobitical” action
s s (0 nke them nore restreetne. T rendered
anions Lible to up to L2530,000 of damages. Aond
it made it necessary 1o have badlots on closed
chops for them to retain any sort of lepil
protection after November 1984,

The 1984 lrade Unien Act remonaed legal
immunity trom unions calling industeid action
anless they had o secret ballot ithis provision
carmne into toree in September 19840 T torees all
wnions which want o e o prodcal bod (or
althiliating to the Tabour Thinty ar athoer types o
political action) to condnet a seeret Balloton L
betore Mareh 19860 Andd o0 reguires mons 1o
elect their exeoutiye comnnttees directly by seeret
Bl o

The Tores who mtroduced These three Acts
have learned o constderable amount from et

proviots unfortunate experienee o anti-union
legishtion,  Fdwurd  iT=mbs 1971 Indnstrial
Relations Act. This tmte thes introwduced thor
legislation piccemenl. Thev diud not praside aoy
special courts or oregister which unions coulil
cusiby boveatt but instead ised the ordinary il
courts, The onns for tah g e tion agiimshunions
was abwitys on the individoal cmplaser or sanb
rather than on the govesnment isull

But there was ooe imperba eleoent ob
continuity. The prime aim ot the Thatcher
sovernment’s Tegislation, Iike that ol leathrs and
ndeed Tike Harold Wilson™s 1969 proposils, in
[n Pluce of Strifed has aor been cither todirectly
pinish strikers or toanasbiunions, Tts prome pir-
pose T been to s tooeet the union Teados torbe
niore cantiocs and to disciphng thon acmbers,

From the start the TUC and s athlated

woviiabisl Yworker Heview T

BITING ON
THE BALLOT?

unions were committed (0 opposing the Tory
laws. retusing any discussion on them and boy-
cotting anything to do with them {the most
important of which was government money for
seeret ballots). This policy of opposition was
(ormatised at the TUC specal conference of
union executives at Wembley in April 1982,

Some right-wing untons were unhappy about
not tiaking government moncey tfor postal ballots,
The LEETPU has always made clear that it would
like to take the money, but until recently has not
risked breaking with TUC policy over this. The
cexcoutive of the AUEW {(Engineering Scction)
also wanted to take the money and put a
proposal Lo this cffect to the unmon's 1981
Nutmonal Committtee.

Here. however, they came unstuck. Their rnight
wing supporters on the Natonal Committee
were split on the assue and the proposal was
defeated. So unul towards the end of 1ast year the
TUCs front of formal opposition to Tory
lepislation remained sohd.

ut behind that front things were from the
start lur weaker. First, the TUCTs appo-
sitien was completely passive, This ume
there was nothing hke the sort of cam-
paign which was run against the Heath govern-
ment's legislation in 1970 and 1971 either at the
otteial or unofficial fevek.

Secondly, when it came to the actual use of the
law the unions on the sharp end proved in
ceneral as spineless i practice as they were
intransigent in theory, By the end ol 1981 a
number  of  companies  had taken out or
threatened (o take out injunctions  against
prcheting or secondary action,

In January 1981 the Newspaper Soclety
threatened to lake out an injunction against
SOGAT tor blacking newspapers dunng the
Camden Jowrnal dispute. SOGAT president Bili
Kews called off the blacking. In a number of
other cases similar threats produced similar
results, They played an umportant part i the
defeat of the Anscll’s brewery and Lawrence
Seott engineering strikes. The number of actual
cises brought in 1981 therefore underestimuted
the tairly tmmediate cttect that Prior’s Act had,

But where injunctions were actually taken out
then they did not provoke a defiant stand by the
anion leaders. For example, when Chloride took
aul an injuncton i May 1981 o stop women

F&GWLU members  picketing  a depotin
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Romford the union instructed the women to call
off the picket. Reviewing the early working of the
Tory laws 1n this magazine in March 1982, just
before the TUC Wembley conference Dave
Beecham concluded:

‘The Employment Act 1980 was applied

subtly, by stealth and was primarily aimed at

union leaders to police the rank andfile. It has
largely succeeded in its objectives.’

It also needs to be stressed that Broad Left-led
unions were just as prone to cave in ta threatened
or actual injunctions as right wing cnes.

It 1s scarcely surprising that with that degree of
practical acceptance of the Employment Acts by
even the Broad Left unions some of the right
wing ones became more confident in proposing a
toning down of the TUC’s formal boycott of the
government’s legislation,

That led to the ‘new realism® of 1983, whose
one practical result was talks between the
government and the TUC to try to stitch together
a deal on union politicai funds. The Tory ban on
unions at GCHQ in early 1984 brought the ‘new
realism’ and any further talks to an end,

In between, of course, came the big set-piece
confrontation with the NGA over the Stockport?.
Messenger and the almost as important
infunction by Mercury against the Post Office
tngineering Union (POEU).

For the Broad Left-led POEU the campaign
agatnst privatisation was top priority and the
blacking of Mercury was a key part of this cam-
paign. Yet when the union was faced with an
Injunction to stop the blacking four of the Broad
Left executive members voted with the right to
climb down. And with that the union’s campaign
against privatisation was effectiveiy and
ignominiously ended.

On the other hand the union that did fight and
pushed the laws to their biggest test so far was
not a Broad Left one, The NGA leaders made a
stand because the issue seemed crucial to the
existence of their union. Even so, they were not
willing to take the risk of an all out strike or of
appealing over the heads of other unions leaders
for support from their rank and file.

They rested content to wage a verbal campaign
atter the defeat against the right wing TUC
majority that betrayed them. The same also goes
for the Broad Left union leaders. They too have
butterly denounced these union leaders who left
the NGA in the lurch, but at the time they were
unwilling to independently call for action from
their own members.

here has been another more important
consequence of the NGA defeat along-
side verbal hostility of left to right. The
right wing unions have shifted to in-
creasing untlateral acceptance of the Tory laws
and on at least some issues theyhave in practice
been followed by the left. Three fronts are worth
singling out: acceptance of money for ballots,
closed shop ballots and, most recently, strike
ballots.

The EETPU has always wanted to accept
money for ballots. It would never have taken
much pushing to get it to accept unilaterally. In
November last vear that push came when the

government announced that any retrospective
claims for money would have to be made withina
certain date. The EETPU executive then decided
unanimously te apply for the government
money,

They are being joined in their defiance of TUC
policy by the AUEW. The engineering union’s
executive had taken advantage of the technicality
of a recent amalgamation to claim that they are
nc longer bound by their 1981 National
Committee decision not to take government
money. They are now in the process of balloting
the AUEW membership on the issue, with the

There seems no prospect whatever of cither the
EETPU or the AUEW being disciplined by the
TUC for breaking ranks. And it looks as if a
number of other major unions will fairly rapidly
follow them. David Basnett of the GMBATU
(General and Municipal Workers) is callingfora
‘major review’ of TUC policy of opposition, and
ASTMS has also now openly declared that it
wants to take the ballot money. Even at the level
of rhetoric, this particular plank of TUC opposi-
tion to the anti-union laws seems very close to
total coilapse.

The situation is a bit better on the closed shop
baliots, but here too there are dangerous signs,
Although the provisions of the 1982 Employ-
ment Act on closed shop ballot only came into
force on 1 November 1984, a number of firms
held ballots on the closed shop before this date, It
was less than expected as most managenenis
seem to be rather cautious about upsetting the
closed shop. But where the ballots did take place
in general they received the co-operation of

workplace union organisation. The first closed

shop ballot was held in May last year at Steetley
Brick in North Staffordshire, with the co-
operation of T&GWU stewards; 94 per cent of
those voting were in favour of retaining the
closed shop.

That seems to have been the pattern since.
Workplace union representatives from a number
of unions have co-operated with the ballot in the
{generally correct) belief that they would secure
& sufficient majority for the closed shop.

Practically all unions at a national level are
still formally opposed to participating in the
ballots, but they do not appear to have been
particufarly vigorous in trying to convince their
members. It looks as if in a number of cases they
(or at least their local officials) were quite happy
to go along with workplace union co-operalion
with the closed shop ballots.

Things have moved more dramaticaliy on the
question of strike ballots, The law on this came
into force on 26 September 1984, In October
[lford took out an injunction against the
GMBATU against an overtime ban at its
Moberley, Cheshire, plant which had been called
without a ballot. The GMBATU dutly balloted
their members {(and got a 77 per cent vote tor the
overtime ban), The GMBATU also found itself
issued with an injunction by Safeway over a
strike at 1ts Warrington distribution depot.
There the GMBATU had already had a ballot;
the injunction was about the technicalities,

50 even before the Austin/Rover strike major
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employers had shown a surprising eagerness to
use the new law, and atleast one major union had
shown that faced with that it was guite prepared
te hreak with TUC policy

ustin Rover showed just how far the rot
had gone, The immediate effect of the
company's injunction was that, in the
words of onc Longbridge shop steward,
‘All the union officials ran for cover from the
start. Even the TGWU were playing 1t cagey to
begin with.’

The T&G WU did recover its nerve sufficiently
to declare the sirike ofticial, defy the courts and
incur a £200,000 fine for contempt, although its
defiance was fairly passive. Most of the other
unions simply behaved with varying degrees of
treachery. The EETPU and the AUEW were, of
course, 1o the fore in dissociating themselves
from the strike {in the EETPU’s case ordering
their members back to work pending a baliot, 1n
the AULW?’s case stressing how they thought the
company’s olfer should have been accepted).

But other supposedly less right-wing umons
behaved little different. For example neither the
Metal Mechanics nor Broad Left-led TASS Craft
Sector {formerly the Sheect Metal Workers)
supported the strike. Both bewed down before
the law,

It was this refusal of most umons to make the
strike official that broke it. That was Lhe Key
excuse that people used as they crossed the picket
lines.

The Austin/Rover debacle, like the NGA
defeat a year before, has produced another
outhreak of bitterness between Broad Left and
right wing union lcaders. T&GWU leader Ron
Todd in particular, has been vociferous in
denouncing those who had *worn the red badge
of courage” at Wembley in 1982 but had
capitulated “as soon as the kitchen door swings
open and they start 1o feel the hecat of the
kitchen.’

But as we have scen the T&GWU's own record
of cpposition is fur from unblemished. And at
the same time as Todd gets bitter at right wing
unions. within his own union powerful right-
wing regional officials are urging a dropping of
all round noen-cooperation.

The overall balance sheet of the effects of the
Tory anti-union laws drawn up immediately
after Austin/Rover has (o record that employers
are increasingly willing to use them. that all
along there has becn an important degree of
union co-operation in practice with the laws, that
now the right wing of the movement s moving
towards open co-operation and that, despite the
rhetoric, the left shows signs of followingin their
wake. On all those scores Tom King ts quite right
in his talk of a *‘quiet revolution in attitudes’ in
industrial relations,

awever that 1s not the whole stary. For,
however important the Tory victories on
their anti-unicn laws are, thev are still
far from complete. The law 1s for them
still a very uncertain weipon.

It always needs somcthing else to make it
work, some other crucial weakness in the labour

movement. At the most general level the reason
why Thatcher’s government has been so much
more successful with its anti-unton laws than
Heath's a decade earlier is not simply that its
laws arc more cleverly drafted (though they are).

Far more important is the fact that ten years
cn, unemployment is three times higher and the
level of confidence on the shop floor that much
lower.

That makes workers far more reliant on their
union officials and therefore all the more hikely
to cave in when the union officials use the law as
an excusc. So the reason why the law was
successful at Austin/Rover was not simply the
craven cowardice of most of the union officials,
but also the underlving weakness that most
Austin/Rover workers relicd on their strike
being made official and were unwilling tocarry it
on if it were not.

Where unicen officials have stood firm, where
the movement is on the up, and above all where
there is some rank and file nitiative then the
Torv anti-union laws have not proved all-
conquering. Three examples are worth quoting.

In October 1983, about the same timec as
Mercury was taking the POEU to court and
Eddie Shah the NGA, Shell got injunctions
against pickets from two striking refineries. The
pickets simply ignored the mjunctions and
stepped up their picketing. Shell dropped the
case and has not resorted to the law since.

In May 1984 the NCB took out injunctions
against the Yorkshire area of the NUM to stop
secondary picketing. The 1mjunctions were
ignored and the NCB backed off, feeling that to
pursue the matter further would only aggravate
the situation. It 1s only as the miners’ strike itself
has become more defensive that the legal offcn-
sive against the NUM has been restarted.

The last example concerns the closed shop.
One of the most significant atlempts so far to use
the new law to undermine the closed shop has
come at Reuters, This was consciously used by
management as the weak spot of the witally
important closed shop in Fleet Sireet. Reuters
NGA and SOGAT 82 chapels organised an
active bovcott of the ballot, coliccting ballot
papers in themselves and in the end management
were only able to getin 231 out of a potential 854
ballot papers. For the moment that has set back
the management offensive on the closed shop.

These three examples, and others, do show
that it is stll possibie to defy the law and get away
with 1t. They aiso show that the ideclogical otfen-
sive that goes alongside the Tory laws has only
had limited successes.

Even at Austin/Rover it wus the strike being
unofficial that was the decisive 155ue, not a mass
spontaneous demand for a ballot. And on two
occasions mass meetings of EETPU members
refused their union’s instruclions Lo return to
work.

The Tories have won some very important
battics on their anti-union laws. Anyonc who
doesn’t recognisc that or thinks that 1t can never
happen to them, is indulging 1n dangerous
illusions. But the guerilla war goes on. Successiul
resislance 15 still possible. Don't let our leaders
pretend otherwise.

Socialist Worker Review January 1985
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here were three waves of strikes in 1905;

in January, October and November. 'The

Tanuary strike was sparked oft by a very

small cvent. Four workers in the massive
Putilov enginecring tactory in St Petersburg,
employving 12,000 workers were sacked., What
appeared as the tiniest conthetl brought forward
an avalanche.

The Putilov warkers went on strikc against the
victimisation of the tour on 3 January. The
workers were members of an organisation called
the Assembty ot Russian Factory and Workshop
Workers. This was a police trade unton. In St
Petersburg the union was led by Father Gapaon, a
prison chaplain, and a protége ot the hecad of
police, Colonel Zubatov,

After 3 January all branches ot the Assembly
held mass meetings throughout Petersburg.
Workers proceeded Itom the indinvidual incident
at the Putiloy fuctory to general 1ssues facing the
Russian workers. Under the influence of the
cuphona generated by these mass meetings.,
Gapon suggesied adding to the oniginal demand
tor the reinstatement of the lour sacked workers
and the removal of the foreman responsible, a list
ol other demands: an aight-hour day, increase 10
the daily wage, improvement of sanitary tacihities
and the granting of Iree medigal aid.

Gapon thought it would be a good idea 1o have
the workers turn to the Tsar ftor support. The
police department concurred with this. A few
benevolent words [rom the throne, accompanied
by sone small measures to ameitorate workers'
conditions, would be enough, they thought, to
stop the movement (rom going (o extremes, and
would reinforce the rele of the Tsar as the
workers' Iriend. The wdea ol a petition and a
solemn procession was born. The petition would
humbly bep the Tsar tor redress of the workers”
grievances.

While the police were making plans, the
Petersburg Social Democrats (socialists) were
active. Alter a slow start they intervened in the
movement and achieved a measure of success,
They sent speakers to the district meetings of the
Assembly, and succeeded 10 introducing reso-
lutions and amendments into the original lext of
the petition.

The result was a petition very ditferent from
the one originally envisaged by the leaders of the
Assembly. A whole string ot political demands
were meluded: freedom ol assembly lTor (he
workers, land for the peasants, freedom of
speech andd the press, the separation of Chureh

and state, anend to the Russa-Japanese war, and
the convocation ol the Constituent Assembly.

The Putilov strike which began on 3 January,
became by the 7th a gencral strike ot the whole of
St Petersburg involving some 150,000 workers,
On Sunday 9 January, 200,000 Petersburg
workers marched in an enormous but peaceful
procession Lo the Tsar’s Winter Patace, headed
by Father Gapon,

The crowd was carrving pictures of the Tsar,
holy icons and church banners, A finy group of
Bolsheviks were marching at the end of the pro-
cession with a red banner. The Mensheviks were
also present with a similar number of supporters.
When the procession came to the Winter Palace
the Tsar refused to receive the petitions., The
troops guarding the Winter Palace were ordered
to tire into the crowd. More than a thousand
people were killed and as many as two thousand
wounded.

Workers learned from bitter experience that
icons and pictures of the Tsar areless potent than
revolvers and guns. Writing a2 month after the
event. Lermn stated: ‘9 January 1905 fully
revealed the vast reserve of revolutionary energy
possessed by the proeletariat.” But then he added
that i1 revealed “as well...the utter inadequacy of
social Democratic organisation’.

Petershurg was in the grip of a total strike.
And the general strike spread trom the capital to
many citics hundreds or even thousands of miles
away. The economic demands of workers led to
political demands, economic struggle led to
political struggle and vice versa, The two were
not separated.

Finally, on 6 August, the Tsar made a ¢on-
cession. But instead of giving the long promised
National Assembly, nothing was given but a
consultative body—the Duma—with no power
to legislate. The Duma was at the mercy of the
Tsar. Out ol the 1,400,000 Petersburg citizens
only 13,000 had the vote. This roused the
popular passion 1o fever heat, and led to the
second great wave of strikes in Qctober, in which
the demands were overwhelmingly pohtrcal.

At the same ttme the demand for the eight-
hour dav was central. The strike started in
Moscow and from there it spread to Petersburg.
The Petersburg soviet was estabhshed, By I3
Qctober the number of strikers throughout
Russia exceeded one million. Practically all the
ratlway lines were stopped. The post stopped,
schools were closed, water and gas supphes
ceased, the country, the cities and the communi-
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cations between thenm were practically atastand-
sl Polund was completely paralysed by the
strike, as was inland.

On 17 Getober the Tsar signed a proclamation
giving a4 constitution 1o the Russian people. ' This
manilesto pledged cvil liberty with inviolabihity
ol the person, freedom ot speech and assoclation.
[t promised facihtics tor spreadmg electoral
rishts throughout the nation, leaving the details
to the new Duma. Finally it agreed that no law
would be enlorceable without the approval of the
slate.

The workers were not satisfied. The Tsar’s
proclamation  whetted workers” appetite for
more.  The revoluuonaries demanded the
disnussal of General Trepov, head of the police
and Cossacks in Petersburg, the removal ot the
rroops Lwely miles from the city, a general
amnesty and the formation of a national citizen's
aithtia, They also demanded a polincal amnesty.

They declared that while there was [reedom of
meeting, the meetungs were stll surrounded by
troops, While there was ireedom of the press, the
censorship remained. While there was Ireedom
of learnime the universities were occupied by
troops. The mviolability ol the person was given,
but the saols were tilled with political prisoners.
A consntution was given but the autocracy
remained.

A third wiave of strikes followed in Noveniber,
The heart of these were ccononiie demands. The
undyving demand for the cighi-hour day now
dominated the strike, There was a total strike 1n
Petershure. On 3 November the whole town was
practicially shut down.

Ougside 5t Petersburg there was a dilferent
picture. In the provinces the stnke call was not
answered, and i Petersburg itscell the employers
reacted by omass lockouts atfecting tens ol
thousands of workers. By the beginning of
December the Tsar felt strong cnough to take
niassive  repressive measurcs. The whole
Exccutve Comnuttee of Petershurg trade unions
wils arrested. the Nautional Rarlroad Unron was
dissolved., new anu-stnike regulations  were
promuleated,

On 7 December a strike broke out in Moscow
i protest agamst these repressive measures. It
spread to 5t Petersburg where about 125,000
people came aut on stroke. This was the spring-
hoard for an armed mnsurrection in Moscow,
Alas, after a week of struggle the msurrection
wits bluodily crushed by the Tsanst army.

ass strikes pose the question ot state
power. Which classis going to rule, the
capitulists or the working class? Thisas
why in Russia 1t brought forward a
new nsttution, the soviet or workers’ council.

The soviet, to start with.1s ssmply a strike com-
mittee, but unhke the normal strike committee
which covers an individual workplace, the soviet
covers numerous workplaces. [n time the soviel
challenges the government of the day. Therclore
the soviet is the form of organisation ol workers
fighting for powcer, and, as lLenin powunted out
very early im the life of the soviets, ttis the form of
orgamsation of workers in power.

The soviet was created Lirst in Peltersburg in
October 1905 and 1t spread subsecquently o a
number of other cities. Their cstablishment
meant that two governments coexisted side by
side: the othical government ot the Tsar, and the
unofficial government ot the workers. Such dual
power could not go on for any length of time and
after a couple of months it was the Tsarist
sovernment that managed to annihilate the
SOVICLS,

Mass strikes 1n themselves, even when organ-
1sed by soviets, cannot get rid ot the rule of the
capitalists, They can win concessions from the
capitalists, but they cannot make the capitalists
aive up therr economic and political power. The
capitalists would rather lose their profits than
their property. The strike can win bread, 1t
cannot win the bakeryv, The capitalists can sur-
vive much longer in a stnke than the workers be-
cause they have niuch more fat ta live on.

In the final analysis the capitalists can be
removed ftom power only by force. As Marx put
it: "Violence s the midwite ol any new sociely.”
The msurrection ts necessary lor the victory of
the mass strike and the soviet. Hence the
December msurrection i Moscow was 4 step
forward in the march of the revolution,

he act of insurrection cannot be carned
out by the soviets. The soviet organises
all workers, both advanced and bhack-
ward. That s the strength of the soviet—
that it is all-inclusive. Ultimately, the act of
insurrection demands much more decisiveness.
The insurrcction neads a resolute leaderstup to
plan the action and to time it. As Lenin put it:
‘Inswrrection 1s an oart, and an art cannot bhe
assumed to be known by every worker.” 50 1t was
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the Bolshevik  party which  organmised  the
December RS msurrection o Moscow, and
later the October 1917 insurrection  tn

Petersburg.

The decisive strugele of the revolution took
place in the towns. But these were followed by
widcspread uprisings ol the rural population.
From the spring of 1905 to the autumn of 1906
peasant struggle developed  throughout  the
countryside. Peasants scized landowners’ land,
ransacked (heir estates, took their gramn and
cattle. Without 4 peasant uprising, 1in a country
like Russia where the industrigl proletariat was a
very sniall minority, a victorious revolution was
1ot possible.

In 1905 the peasant uprising following the

strupgle ol the proletariat i the cities was not
widespread cnough or sirong enough, to over-
throw Tsarism. The Tsar manaped to use
peasants in unitform to suppress the Moscow
insurrection. The 1905 revolution showed clearly
the relation between the proletariat and the
peasantry. It also showed the relation beitween
the proletariat and the liberal bourgeoisie.

When the revoelution started tn January the
liberal bourgeoisie which was very weak in back-
ward Russia was qiute cestatically for it But the
revolutionary ardour of the leaders cooled oft as
the revolution advanced.drawing millions of
workers and peasants into political and social
seruggle. I at the beginning, 1 January, the
bourgeoisic supported the strike enthusiastic-
allv, in November, when the struggling workers
were demanding the eight-hour day, and thus
(hreatening the emplovers’ pocket, the
bourgeoisie reacted immediately, not only by
lockouts, but also by opposition to all the revo-
lutionary struggle. The bourgeoeiste turned out to
he much more afraid of the revolutionary work-
ers than of counter-revolutionary Tsarism.

hile Lenin in 1903 led the Bolsheviks
to split from the Mensheviks mside
Russian Social Democracy, the ine of
demarcation was not initially very
clear, 1t was only in the hear of the 1905 revo-
lution that hoth factions were formed 1into clear
ENtItics.

The Mensheviks saw the revolutton as one to
overthrow autocracy and cstablish bourgeois

democracy. This revolution would be led by the -

bourgeoisie, and so they called on workers to col-
laborate with the hourgeoisie. This led one of
their leaders, Plekhanov to say of the December
uprising, ‘It was wrongto take up arms. We must
value the support of the non-proletarian
opposition parties and not repel them by tactless
action.” Lemn’s attitude was exactly the
opposiie—the insurrection was a step torward

but not well enough organised.
Whereas the Bolsheviks saw tn the pcasant a

revolutionary force thatin alilance and under the
leadership of the proletariat could overthrow
Tsarism,the Mensheviks saw them as basically a
conservative force. And the Mensheviks,
although quicker to support the sovicl inttially,
never saw the soviet as a form of organisation lor
the struggle of workers™ power and the [orm of
organisation of workers’ power, as the
Bolsheviks came to do.

1905 shaped and sharpened the idcas ol
Bolshevism regarding the need for a proletanat
independent [rom and in oppositicn to the
bourgeoisie, which was bound 1o become more
and more counter-revolutionary, The proletariat
musi lead the peasantry, The form ol
organisation of the workers and peasants
struggle for power and in power is Lhe form of the
soviet. The revolutionary party has to fight for
leadership in the soviets and has to erganmise the
insurrection itscll. 1905 was also the year that
made it possible for Trotsky to develop s
theory of the Permanent Revolution. _

1905 delivered a mortal blow to the shapeless-
ness of the masses, In January 1905 most
workers thought the Tsar could be spokentoasa
decent person. Bloody Sunday opened the eyes
ol millions. In October the same workers
believed that to shake a fist at the Tsar would be
enough to force him to grant concessions. The
peneral strike in October proved to them that this
wis nol so. The use of arms was the next step.

1905 had all the ingredients which were to re-
appear in 1917 and lead to a successful revo-
lution. Without the experience and lessons learnt
in 1905 it s doubtful if the uprisings in 1917
would have led to the establishment of workers’
power. But for the expernience to be remembered
and the lessons carried forward it needed a revo-
lutionary party to act as ‘the memory of the
class’, to educate new members and put the
lessons of 1905 to the workers strugghingin 1917.

- WAL
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Debate and letters

THE debate over rate capping will be an
important one over the coming months.
Here, three councll workers reply to the
article on rate capping by Gareth
Jenkins in our December lssue.

IMAGINE an industry employing nearly 2
million workers. bt has suffered years of low
wage settlements, attacks on jobs and
conditions and cuts in the level of services.
These workers now face up to 100,000 redun-
danctes and wholesale attacks on their
conditions,

Next consider what the party's response
should be to this, As revolutionary socialists,
both 1nside and cutside the industry, we have
to develop a strategy which helps us to best
relate to the class and lead a fightback within
It. In doing this we clearly have to lock at the
strengths and weaknesses of both sides, at
the possibilines of mobilising solidarity
action and any alliances that ¢an be made
with other forces,

Qur starting paint 1n approaching this
task will obviously determine the
conclusions we reach. It is important to re-
state that for us organising workers on the
tob is central because for many other
political tendencies, who are also opposed to
rate-capping, this 1s not so. The traditions of
the Labour left lead them to see waorkers
taking acrion as being secondary to bureau-
cratic and legal manoceuvres and ‘mobilising
public support’,

In the article on rate-capping last month
by Gareth Jenkins, however, the approach
concentrated not on  organisation and
activity amongst the workforce but on what
the Labour left 1s doing and how best to
intervene in their debate.

Not only does this miss the main point but
there 15 a grave danger that it may lead us to
beligve some of the dubious things that the
Labour left are saying about themselves.
Part of their image is that there exists across
the 16 rate-capped authorities a body of
councillors with a determination to resist the
governmenl's attacks, amnd a prepareaness
to break the law, The problem is that our
experience gives us little confidence in them.
While we can formally state *“We'll support
yvou so long as you resist, and oppose you if
vou implement cuts’, unless we start from a
clearly defined position, based on our
expericnce and the centrality of workers
organising to take action we are in danger of
deluding ourselves and confusing the
worktorce,

Qur experience

Socialist Werker has documented varicus
disputes involving Labour rate-capped
councils taking on their workers {Sheffield
on new (echnology, St Helens on reorgan-
isation), or acting tough in response to a
dispute {Southwark calling in the SPG
during the residential dispute, Islington
holding out agamnst 1s low paid nursery
workers and Camden 1n the Homeless

| &

What about the workers?

Persons Section strike). All these councils,
and many others, face severe financial
restrictions, ¢laim to be socialist and end up
taking on thewr workforces.

While Labour counciilors start off with
sincere Intentions, In practice they inevit-
ably, because of their situation, end up
acting little different from employers in
peneral. In Camden’s HPS strike the council
refused to negotiate whilst the strike con-
tinued, sent letters to strikers” homes,
organised scabbing and sent out misieading
reports to staff and press. They ended up
blaming the strikers for the death of a family
in a council hestel fire and gave the homeless
families such an unsympathetic response
they've occupied the council chamber
indefinitely.

In general all the Labour rate-capped
councils have been pledged to 2 ‘no cuts’
position for several years, but this hasn’t
stopped them agreeing cuts packages and
supporting & management routine which has
lead to countless disputes on issues like
workloads, vacancies, accommodation
standards, low pay for NALGO members,
health and safety, productivity dnves and
worsening conditions tor manual workers.

Hackney council, which is being heralded
by some as the strongheld of the ‘hard
Labour left’, agreed a £2.5m cut in its
staffing budget this year.

In Camden’s boiler section, for example,
management are ‘allowed’ to try on um-
laterally changing working practices and
agreements, threaten the use of contractors
against industrial action and put aside health
and safety agrcements. In practice it is
always extremely difficult to determine what
the councillors are directly involved in or
when they turn a blind cye. The result is that
when a Labour councillor came to a boiler
section meeting, on 4 tour around the work-
force, 1o talk about unity against rate-
capping he got a hostile response based on
our daily expertence of confrontation on the
job.

Strategy and tactics

Most council workers believe that the
Labour councils will put up a show of
defying the government but that at theend of
the day they will back away from breaking
the law and negotiate a compromise, at our
expense. For the counciliors the fight back
depends primarily on manoeuvre (both legal
and financial) and on winning support from
the public. Unmion organisation and
mdustrial action is a lever that may be used
Lo Win CONCESSIOnS,

For us the guestion of building strong
shop floor organisation, g8 rank and file
network of stewards across the threatened
councils (eg London Bridge) and developing
a4 preparedness and confidence amongst the
workforce to take action must be central.

This 1sn°t just a question of emphasis—it
leads us to talk about the need to go on the
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oftensive and to take action now against
every attack. The Labour councillors think
it terms of a set piece legal conlrontation
which may end up in bankruptey, resulting
in the workforce being laid off {a (otally
passive and demoralising position for the
worktorce we have te lead and relate to).

This 158 not to sav that we should ignore
alliances with the Labour left and Labour
councils. Indeed it will be important to unite
within campaigns to explain the ettccts of
rate capping to other workers and the users
of the services. But this “united front’ work
ought to be aimed at winning support for
those workers taking action rather than scen
as an end m itself,

In practice this means that the Socialist
Workers Party, working bhoth inude the
councit workpiaces, and from the outside
where we have no base, has to build its
relationship with the workiorce and find
ways of preparing it for the batties to come.

Thus we will have to produce an accurate
analysis of how the struggle is likely to
develop, build up sectional arganisation and
combativity, build on past experiences (like
the need to fight aff attacks regardless of who
makes them) and win the arguments for a
united response across all boroughs and all
umons. {This 1s currently being posed as a
call for ‘all out strike™ by all boroughs as
soon as the first local authority is attacked.)

A key point to stress here 1s that workers
have the power to stop the Taries. OQur work
in erganising sohidarity for the miners gives
us good opportunities 10 gel the message
ACTOSS,

Atthelevel of ‘agitational propaganda’ we
should argue that since the Torics are intent
on forcing through rate capping there's no
point in waiting to be attacked and that we
should go on the offensive now. While we are
not going to win mass meeting votes for an
immediate stoppage, this kind of agitation
gives us a focus and poses a clear alternative
to the dangers of watching and waiting. Most
importantly it enables us to build a bigger
and bigger minority who will work with usin
preparnng for strike action in the months up
to April,

In this context the argument which
preaccupies the Labour left about whether
to go for ‘No Rate Increases’ or a *Deficil
Budget’ is secondary. The probiem is that
bothh place the workforce in a passive
position watching a batile between the
government and local councils. The
imitiative is firmly in their hands—not ours.

We have 1o understand the implications of
each strategy in order to predict how events
will develop and in order to sharpen our
demands and criticism of the Ilabour
councils, But the criteria which should
determine whethcr we support a particular
option is how 1t will serve (0 cause an
immediate confrontation with the govern-
ment and, most importantly, how it helps us
to mobilise industrial action across the job.

The problem with both not fixing a rate
and deficit budgeting 18 that neither s
guaranteed to force a confrontation and
both iend themselves to being playved out to
encourage a ncgolated settlement. The



Debate and letters

danger is that Labour counais will try to put

coff a controntation lor as long as possible.
No one will want to go lirst, and in the pro-
cess of eking out their budgets they'll try to
{force through cuts. The ditficulty of
combating ‘¢creeping cuts’ ol this kind has
plagued militants in the public sector for
years—it 15 the hardest ol all jobs.

What we ideally want s a lactic which puts
all the Labour councils in the same position
at the same tme and, more importantly,
which puts all council workers in the same
paosition {there s 4 difference). As a general
policy we should support the three *Nos™: No
cuts, No redundancies, No rate increases.

It, as we argue, neither *No rate fixing’ nor
*‘deficit budgeting guarantees a confront-
ation with the sovernment, what should we
be arguineg tor rale capped authorities to do?

We supeest two additional demands which
seem Lo sharpen the conflict and would force

the Labour left to defy the law immediately.
These are firstly the withholding of interest
charges; and secondly the refusal to pay
precepls (monies to the police, GLC and
[LEA).

Our overall perspective should be to
concentrate on organising amongst the
workforce while working with, when
possible, Labour councils based on a clear
uynderstanding of our differcnces. This
means orgatising on the job and through
stewards committees and participating in
broad based ‘campaign committees’. This
should include organising 1nitiatives
amongst the workforce aimed at mobilising
support from users and other workers. (In
Camden we're producing leaflets for council
workers to distribute and sending
delegations from section meetings to other
seclions and tenants assoclafions,)

successful ‘united front” work 1sn’t based

on burying differences but uniting on a clear
common interest from a position of
independence. Without the independence
It’s not a united front but a dog on a Jead.
The best defence against sectanianism,
{which can easily surface—particularly in
this situation)is rocting and testing our ideas
in the class by arguing them out on the job
day by day.

The dcbate about ‘*deficit budgeting’
versus ‘Not fixing a rate’ is not one which will
e carried out in the oftices and depots by
council workers but in the committee rooms
by handtuis of Labour councillors.m

Alan Walters, John Mann, Pete Ainsley

We welcome coniributions and lettars
on this and any other subjects in the
Review {typed H possible). Send to
Soclalist Worker Raview, PO Box 82,
London E2.

Al A TIME when UUS provocations and
agpressions  against Nicaragua are being
stepped up, it might be thoupht that Joanna
Rollo’s article i vour November  issue
(‘Nicaragua: The Peoplc’s Revoluuon™)
world be devated above all to exposure and
denunciation of the US undeclared wur,
But it turms oul to be an exposure and
denunciation ol o the Sandinmisias. And
Joannis artcle lis so e in commaon with
reality that 1t could have been written on the
plane to Managwe A Jew examples suthee:
Iy *Thix [the duty of all soculists w
defvnd Nicaragua | s not because Nicaragui

v o sochlist country. as many ob 1S

supporters claim.” To my knowledge none of

Nicarapgin's have made  tlus

claim.

SITPPOriers

~ Show some solidarity

What most of us would claim s that the
coOUniry s 1m transition to socihsm, under
the most arduous conditions that can be
imagined, but at a pace which the Bolsheviks
and the Castro government would them-
selves have chosen if the 1imperalist
dgpression had not forced them o
accelerate. Both of them have advised a
slower but fess disruptive pace in Nicaragua.,

21 *The condition tor that [West
European] aid was the cessavion of the
Hmited expropriations that had been carnied
aut... [t was a condition with which the San-
dinistas comphed.” Not true. Since 1979,
when the expropriations arg supposed to
have ceased, the Nicaraguan government has
passed three laws against capitalist economic
sabotape. Quite a fow expropriations have
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becn carned out under all of them.

3) ‘Real wages arc cstimated to have
fallenn by 30 percent since 19797 By whom,
when, where? By fa Prensa? By the co-
ardinadora, the bourgeos parties who boy-
cotted the elections? By Radio 15 de Sep-
tembre. Lhe contras’ radie station o
Honduras? Was 1t Joanna's decision and
that of her sources, to kecep them
anonymaous?

4) *The right to criticise and publicly
questtnn the povernment’s policy was also
removed under the state of emergency.” But
the state of emergency wusn’t a law passed by
the Sandinistas. ICs a reality imposed by
Yankce aggression. As for ‘criticisms and
public questioning ol the government's
noliey'—well, herc are a few crtticisms 1issued
by various opponents of the Sandinistas,
publicly, durning the election campaign:

Independent Liberal Party: “Nicaragua
has become a country impovenshed and in-
vaded by thousands of Cubany, hundreds of
Russians...brought m to persecute and re-
press Nicaraguans.”

Conscrvative Democratic Party:
‘Forward Against the Front® (an
unbelievably provocative slogan, as 105 also
used by Radio 15 de Septembre), This party
pledges to Cexterminate the devastating
Marxist-Leninmst cancer that s threatemng
Nicaragua’'.

People's Sacial Christian Pany: *Why
MIG airplanes? |in response o Hunberto
Ortega’s statement that Nicaragua had the
right 1o obtain some to defend itself]. It
would be better to buy tractors, and toys for
our chitdren.”

People’s  Action  Mowvement: ‘[t {the
FSLN] won't lose its power [toamperaiism]
in awar, 1t will hand it over at the negotiating
table.’

Pretty scurnlous stutl, but hardly more so
than Jounna's claim that you can’t cringise
the sovernment.

3y ‘Externally, they have lollowed a
sinular pehicy—iuhe subordination of sohdar-
ity with other working classes to the needs of
their own state” Joanna deesn’t say for
which working cluss she wants to abtamn

14
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Nicartpuan assistunee. in what form, or how
Nicaragud could prosvide it, The earest
exatple that comes to mind, mavbe the one
Todinng s thinking of, s Pt Salvador, where
the PMLIN 05 domg rather well without
assistance which would have 0 be sent
across Honduras (a US armed camp) or the
Ciult of Foweca (crawling with L'S ships).
Oy "Ratoning has now been introduced
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Food queue in Managua

M)

CXPrORTILLIGRL

For Lhe workers and peasants of Nicaragua
that  means  further sacritice.” Tor the
waorkers and peasants, no. This is the only
way 1o prevent large-scale capitalists
hoarding. It's the bourgeolsie which s in-
toricced at the measure,

The Niwcaraguan people are under seige by
the Yankee cmipire. When they extend their
hospitality to Toreign journalists, especially
those claiming 1o be on their side, they are
entitled to honest and aceurate coverage of
their xtruggle. But what do they get? Joanna
misrepresents the views of the supporters of
the Nicaraguan revolution—certainly the
views of the Samndinistas. She makes all the
since 1979 ‘disappear’,
together with all the laws under which they

But look at

[.LET us look first of all at the factual issues
that Mike Webber raises.

He demes falling iving standards. Yet he
must know that the Sandimstas have no
doubts that Joanna is right. At the third
National Assembly of the Sandinista trade
umons held in Managua in September 1984,
tor instance, the official statement declared:
‘From 1981 to 1983 working conditions and
social services underwent important growth,
which is now being pushed backwardy due 1o
aggression’. It talked of the ‘rise in the prices
of basic and non-hasic products, hitting at
the wages af workers',

Yet, even 1n the ‘better’ vears of 1981-83
wages have fallen. In Janucary 1984 for
example Jaime Wheelock, Sandinista
agriculture minister, was saving that
inflation had cuf the real wages of workers by
JO-40 percent between December 1981 and
July 1983 *as far as the basicshopping basket
(s concerned”,

The same 15 true for his quite cavalier
treatment of the effect of current Sandinista
policies on the surrounding region—ahove
all in El Salvador., Nicaragua, in return [or
unfulftlled promises of the cessation of
Ameriean attacks, agreed to end all support
for the EMLN guerrnillas in El Satvador, and
proceeded to kick out their representatives
from Munagua.

This shift in the Sandinistas’ policy was
decisive in shifting the balance in the FMLN
away from the revolutionary pole of
attraction that had existed within it.

Rather more puzzling is Mike Webber's
discussion of democracy in Nicaragua. The
facts of the marter are quite straightforward:
the repime has guaranteed the freedom of the
right —their paper La Prensa gets the news-
print and supplies 1t needs, making the kind
ot (reasonable pro-Contra statements that
he himself quotes. For critics of the regime
on the lett, things are much less clear; cer-
tainly no-one on the left gets the kind of carte
blanche treatment handed out (o g Prenso

The fact that the right has [reedoms that
workers criticising Sandinista policies from
the lett are at leust partially deprived of
reflects the forces currently at work in

Socialist Warker Review Janvary 1935

Debate and letters

were carricd out, She puts lorward the most
pessimistic statistics I've ever heard about
the real wages of Nicuraguans. without
nanung the source. She huries the political
debate that has been taking place during the
election campaign and which is still going
o1,

She makes  demands of Nicaragua's
resources that it cannot fulfil, And finally,
she blames rationing rather than the ClAs
“sceret’ war tor the sacrifices which the
Nwaraguan people must make. The Nicar-
aguan people can be thankful that all
Reagan's cnemies  aren’t  like Socialist
Worker Review, If they were, he would have
o need lor {riends. W

Mike Webber

he facts

Nicaraguna. Sixty percent of the economy is
still in the hands of private capital. In the last
tw8 years there has been no move to reduce
the power and influence of those who own
and control this capital, on the contrary they
have been offered guarantees against such
maves. This 15 the material basis of the
political freedoms that the bosses enjoy and
which the Sandinistas {and Mike Webber
too?) defend.

The lack of an alternative to this state of
affairs—above all, the lack of any form of
workers' democracy—is not an accident
erther. On the contrary, it too has justas deep
material roots,

It the only alternatives are more money for
the workers or more money lor fighting off
the counter-revolutionaries, it is quite right
that revolutionaries should argue for the
latter. If the counter-revolutionarics succeed
it would be a huge defeat for the Nicaraguan
working class and a mgjor set-back for the
class struggle internationally.

The tragedy 1s that these correct appeals to
redouble the fight against the Contras have
gone along with moves which at every point
have weakened the struggle on other fronts.
Because the working class in Nicaragua does
not own and control the economy, every act
ot bclt-tightening lines the pockets of the
capitalists who own industry.

[n the past many socialists adopted stmilar
uncritical attiludes 1o revolutions that taok
place in China and other third world
countrics. lTens of thousands of Maoists
were then faced with the problem: all the
aspects that they had earlier dismissed as
‘capitalist roadism” werc later to be adopted
by China after the falt of the Gang of Four,
vet—the socmal  structure remained the
same—no  discermible  counter-revolution
had taken place. This made nonsense of their
claim that China was genuinely a workers’
state. IInfortunately, all too many drew the
conclusion that it made nonsense of guy
struggle for soctabism, Just the same could
follow for those who think in the same way
about Nicaragua today, ke Mike Webber. B

Peter Binns
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When friends fall out

THI e Furepean elections deadl a catas-
Lrephie Frorech Cootmiunist
Puriv, Haoely abead of 1he fascises i gamed
F1 2 poereent ol the vole, compared with the
2005 poreent puaned o the last Buropean
clections ol 1979 Soane leove thuoeht (or
hoped y this myark ed the Degmmnge of the eod
ot the  party which has tradinionally
represenied e mose nulitand section of 1he
French woakenge cliass,

| evncalls ot ~hoobd leove daone, Three vears
s Juter et tier i the Socialist adminis-
tratton had sabpected the CP oo cuormots
stranees, e new Avmnd respectabibity had not
sticeeceled i <Tuckeng ot the swspician that it
wils The crcmy within, despite 1ts Levalty 1o
right wing

Bl 1o the

e povernment™s mercasingly
S H [

AU e sooe e, Tarcimg gusternny down
the throats ol Brench workers had atiengred
s traditional support. Gatnmg e new
frienads and Desmg e cld ones seemed the in-
critable fate ob the PO adse secmicd thiat
the O would hang oneo offiee come what
e, hecause s relisrmist parleinentary
prahiies chicced o other vourse,

Yoot e chad arve opocthee and ded soentively
valuntards s s clear that when MMiterrand
reshutiled b catanet in July he was quite
propared too ofter the O tresh mimisterial
portialios 1o was the O which ended the
i b the lebe o ~raregy it has paane-
sLabanply pansoed o oner o decade.

e opestion s whay? Oine capliynation is
thirt the mew gosernment s simply too right
wine bor the CF rostesmach s langer, Uhot
s svemie truth.

Continuation of austerity

b e preane mmnister, Taurent Fabius,
tsovety e leoaoan e the vighit wing of the
socedist oty o modenuser and teeh-
nocral. T apypeinting hs e mention
wotn—and woc-to ane the admnmstoation a
NUw e T el foosedn suppert from the

centre crotnd tar Turther resttacturing of

Fronchk mclusteoy (it U expense ot rench
worlh s o congsel,

Yool rhie poedinaes ol the new govermma ol e
vl G contintatnen ol the austerity pro-
gripme of e presiens Prome Monster, and
the ©F bisd Doon gquite preparad oy tolegane
tuet, Marclous, the OF I prre-
vivels D attempree toojusals e Pacey s T
by st 10 Do par ol ansterey
w Tl AR RTN

lestcder,

TR decloring s
solclaes ot the g,

Bot witat the electom results proved woas
that this tor i dhou bl et couded et sase it
froomy decp aapogrulare, Te could net ride
RS ITRIRA S s,

A teree wlebate. oneee pubhe than oser
botvre. crapred esode the Teadarslop. T hose
choses Dt the O risters wanted to push
the Pty vighrwards aod drop the last
lossiliavd vostme s b o N sasb st

Chot woenhd vovny cranbiorassing remimnde s

ol class shruesle —oeh ws the demand for the

‘chictatorship of the proletanat” in the party
programme—to prove the CP's unequivocal
comnitment (o running the bourgeols state
machme. There was alse muttering about
reptacing Marchais as leader because his
Iage cosl votles.

At one stage itiooked asat the ‘reformers’
werg winning, But in reality their strategy
had one basic fault: what would be the point
ol a second retormust party that i all essen-
tals could not be distinguished {rom 1ts
Larger cousm, the Sociulist Party?

The wradicionalists in the leadership
started  Trom the very obvious tact that
assocition with the Soctalist government
was harming the pany's identy, 1f that base
dismrtegrated turther then the CCP could no
longer even count on the threat ol imdustnial
action to win itself g negotiating place within
Bonrgeois politics,

Continued partieipaton in the govern-

.Gemge Mmham:
despite worries that his ‘image cost voles’
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ment covid serve no usctul purpose. Eventhe
‘reformers” were forced to accept that, and it
was one of their number who announced the
CP decision to quit.

By pulitng out the CP has regained its free-
dom to criticise and manoeuvre. 1t can now
repair the damage done to its credibility
among working class militants, 1t can alse
pick up on the discontent that will inevitably
emerge as a result of further austenity
rmeasures by the government.

Is this turn to theleft anything maorethana
verbal turn? It might appear not to be, The
CP 1s proposing a new union of the left, a
new popular majority. The terms are suffi-
ciently vague for it to seem ditterent from the
one that has just ended 10 such obvious lail-
ure. But it s ¢learly the same kind of elec-
toralist politics as before.

However, appearances are deceptive. For
the CP alse realises that the priority is (o put
reagl pressure on the Socialist Party in the
[orm ol industrial action, tn order to realise
s long-term aims. In the CP-led CGT union
It has the perfect tnstrument.

Even during the summer holidays the
CGT began to take the initiative. It
organiscd activity against the government’s
petrol price rises. In September it organised
strike action against Renault’s plans to stop
a fifth week’s hohday and impose cults 1n
bonus.

No longer ts the CGT dragging its heels. It
has gone onto the offensive. 1t is refusing to
us¢ the excuse that the matornity of workcers
are hesitant to move into action (a hesttancy
which is largely the result of its performance
over the last two years). It 15 prepared to
organise the minornty who are willing to
tfight.

Communist Party vanguardism

This *vanguardism’ has caught sections of
the revolutionary lett on the hop, Believing
on past performance that the CGT bureau-
cracy confines itself to gestural politics, they
have been in danger of abstaining on these
Inilatives.

The net result s that CGT militants are
regaining the confidence to lead struggles in
the workplace—struggles that will certainly
develop as the Socialist government resorts
Lo a gredter and greater crackdown on jobs
and conditions,

In the pipeline 15 a rapid escalation an
unemployment {the CGT prophesied 1n
Scpiember that unemplovment would nise
from 2.3 million within seven months). A
Government commissioned report, which
they have since tried 1o back away from, says
that over atl 74,000 jobs must go in Renault.
Simidar cuts would have to be made in
Peugeot. Only through such swingeing job
losses can the car industry regain profita-
ility and resist import penetration, it s
claimed.

As tor the coal industry, the managing
director, taking the lead from fus [riend Tan
MacGregor, has stated that 30,000 jobs out
of 51,000 must go over the next tive yeurs.

Also m the pipeline 1s further deterior-
atton of purchasing power. In addition to
rises 1n petrol prices and taxes, telephone
charges are set to rise by 25 percent by the
beginning of 1985, There is an assumption
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too, that wages wilt not rise inoreal terms for
teachers and the public sector. Little wonder,
then, that the unilateral imposition on the
public sector of a 2 peoreent pay rise 1n con-
Jdittens where miflation s ranning at 7 per-
cent, made the CGT17s call for 4 one day
strike in date October gather wide support,

Ot course, there are limits to the CGT
burcaucracy’s  militancy.  When Renault
management backiracked in response to
industrial action in September the COT was
quick to end the stnike with only a few
CONCESSIoNs to show,

But generally speaking those limits are a
long wayv ofl. Tt probably reckons that the
lett 1s 10 na poasiien to stop the right wing
partics winning the 1986 legislative elections.
Soitmight as well concentrate on rebuilding
1tx base and tet the Socialist Party carry the
bame for deteatl on 1t8 own.

More importantly, though, the real reason
why the limuts of the CCGOLTs combativily are
A long way oft has to do with the state of the
working class movement, The pounding it
hits received [rom the bosses, and the
treachery from ats own leadership, have
sapped the conhdence ot workers 1in their
own powers to tight back.

The cxceptions have been  primarily
among  tmmigrani  workers in the car
industry, whao have been less constramed by
burcaucratie traditions. But their fight has
been nlated in particular plants, with httle
generalisation heyvond,

For that reasan, any  struggle that
develops out of the CGT's initiatives s
unlikely to Fo bevond what the unmon
decides. Conhidence in rank and file organ-
sation has not vet returned. When and if it
does, we can e¢xpect the burcaucratic
apparatus to clamp down, For the politics of
the CP cxclude the revalutionary perspective
ot workers running their own affairs, even if
lor the moment the CP’s language is one ol
niremitting class strugple.

Thu . ithe CP will prepare for fresh defeats.
Onlv it revolutionaries prove Just as €ager as
CP nuhtands to push inttiatives for mass
actien will there exist any opportunity to
prove, at least (o some workers, that they,
and they only, are the consistent Aghters, @

CGareth Jenkins

Explaining
the Crisis

A Marxist re-appraisal

by Socialist Worker
editor Chris Harman

IRAN

THE Western press has a schizophrenic atti-
tude towards Iran, While the Khomeim re-

gime 15 usually scen as consisting of fIslamic
fanatics’ who threaten Western interests in
the Middle East, lran is also pictured as a
stable country 1 which the mullahs now
have the backing of the majority of the popu-
lation. There has been little or no reporting
of the current widespread discontent with
the regime or the steadily growing appo-
sition of fran's workers.

A series of strikes and demonstrations has
shown that despite four years of ntense
repression the lranian workng class has not
been cowed. For the first ume since
Khomeir crushed the workers® committces
that plaved an important role 1n orgamsing
against the Shah, there s evidence of new
forms of tactory organisation developing.
Iraman workers are cdgmg back onto the
political stage,

The regime's general unpopularity bas
much to do with its economic ditlicuities. [n
1982 Tran’s economic performance im-
proved dramaticallty. War damage to the
Crult oilinstallalions was made good and o1l
exports increased to 2.7 muliton barrels of oil
per day.

The economy reccived a boost and an
ambitious 5170 million development plan
was announced. Then the wortd aill glut
suddenly reduced revenue. Within a yearthe
boom was over, debts mounted [ast and by
June 1984 overdue shori-term pavments
amountcd to some 36 billion.

The falt in o1l revenue coincided with a
huge rise 1in imports. From late 1982 the
regime began 1o recognise the interests of
tactory owners and traders and those whao
urged the need for capitalist development.

Some of Khomein's imyyunctions were
relaxed and the Revolutionary Guards—a
combination ol [slamic polwe force and
militia-—instructed to keep out of business
and the private lite of lran’s capitalists.
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Workers resist Khomeini

Islamic bodies like the anjomani islami—the
[slamic assocudtions which replaced
workers' committees established during the
revolution—were  told to abandon the
management role they had adopled in fac-
tones and offices.

Businesstmen werc given a frec rein, Many
took their chance, benefitting trom the ab-
sence ol the forcign companies that had
prospered under the Shah, and made record
profits. But much of their activity was in
importing—in the 12 months to March 1984
a record $22 bidlion of goods flooded in tom
abroad. This had two effects—it puttremen-
dous PrEsSsUre an 4 l:'l.".lLiﬂtI'}’ running d Wadrl
costing some $250 miliion & month, and pro-
duced a massive wave of corruption,

Foreign trade passced out of the govern-
ment’s control into the hands of a growing
laver of muddlemen and hoarders. The
regime was forced to actand in February last
ycar blocked the import of ‘non-gssential’
goods. It then inmtroduced a bill which
attempted to nationalise aspects of {oreign
tracdle—an attempt to control the beast it had
created.

But the regime has notbeen able to resolve
a basic ditficulty—the corrupt and in-
efficient system it has encouraged involves
too many of its own supporters. Thethoving
black market provides handsome returns for
bazaaris and c¢ven mullabs and (op
avatollahs,

Falling living standards

There 1s deep resentment over a rapid
recent fall in living standards. After months
of serious shortages staple {oods like bread,
rice and potatoes arc again available—but at
black market prices, The situation  Is
attributed to the activity of the hoarders and
middlemen, with officials helpless 1o
intervene or get involved themselves.

There is alse special bitterness over rents.
Landlords tn Tchran have been demanding
deposits of 30,000 toman (£2.500) (or small
tlats in working class areas and monthly
retits of over £350. With unskiiled workers
averaging £125 per month, skilled workers
L3040 per month and ¢ven white collar
workers and professionals some £300 per
muonth, large numbers of Mfamilies are being
lorced to house three generations under one
roof, With unemployment high, many
lamilies are desperate.

Meanwhile the most active supporters of
the regime have become more privileged.
Some of the petty bourgenisie. the urban
poor and lumpen elements who provided an
important element of Khomeini's support in
the vital vears alter the fall of the Shah, have
prospered. They have becn incorporated
mto the Revolutionary Guards, Komitehs
{local Islamic councils) haseef {(mohilisation
of irregulars for the war), #had (recon-
struction crusade) and anfomant islami

These institutions make up a new slate
apparatus closely controlied by the ruling
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Khomeini: who takes over wh& ha goes?

mulliths through the nationwide netwoerk of
musgues. Therr personnel have benefitted
through corruption, the provision of govern-
ment Dowses. cars and domestic goods and
the sale of  thcerr  special  government
allossanees on the black markel.

Thiy layver—the ideolagical prop ot the
regime—-has been secured maternially and
now  has g ren] interest Inits survival,
Yogether with sections of the bourgeosie,
and the bazaans, this laver now makes up the
reil] cliss base ol the Khomemt regime.

Among the ruling mullahs one major
power battle scems to be over, while another
wounder way, Power currently hies with the
‘technoeral’ group of parhament, speaker
Rafsanjant and Prime Minister Mousavi. It
supports e market cconomics with a
govermnent role in planning and develop-
ment—not unlike the model ol most westwern
SVKLCITLA,

The group routed the rival "hman's Line’
fuction,  whigh, together  with  the pro-
Moscow Tudeh Party. argued {for a statst’
strategy of nationalisation of foregn trade,
Lind retform and centralised government,
The “technocrats’  also succeeded o
siashing the extreme tundamentalists of the
flojatich taction, who argued tor untettered
vapililisnt,

Technocrats’ difficulties

Khomemi has heen supperting the tech-
noceidis. He backed thewr efforts to keep the
Revedutionary Guards out of central govern-
moent pohiey imaking, amd m the creation of
speciid mimistries to control the guards and
the fdhd. However, the lechnocrats have so
tar twiled to neutralise rhe power of the
Councl of Gourdians—a group ol teading
religions lgures  answerable  only o
K lomeins, which has strong connecnons
with the baraar. And the daveef or volunteer
munn, which  can sull mobihise large
numbers of urban and rural poor under the
leadership ol local mullabhs, remains &
voladile force which the techmocrats have
failed to caprure.

The technocrat group luces o further
serious ditficetty. While it can currently use
sencrd |l support forthe regume among the ge-
Divesits of the guards, the komitehs and other
sectians of the stade apparatus, 1t has ot

f———_————————— .-

wrl a4 following among the bourgeoisie,
Iranian lTactory vwners and raders have
beent moving behind the Nehzar Azadi (Free-
dom  Movement) of Mchdi  Bazargau,
Formerly the National Front,

Bazargan has published several books,
which the regime has allowed imta circu-
lation. In them, he openly coticises the
“backward elements of Tskam™. He praises the
advantages ol capuitalism’ and cluimys that
the Avatollah’™ great mistake s Lo give
nutionalism a secondary role!”

Buaziargan scoins to have won the suppuort
of many [ranian capitalists, while the land-
owners and the bazaar are conmmitted Lo the
Council of Guardians, which s opposed 1o
further changes hike land reform and the
extension of state control,

Within the rechnocrat growp there is ferce
persanal nvalry, This s partly a rellection ol
the group’s own msceurity, its lack ot a really
solid  class base, Currently  individual
mcmbers of the group are busy butlding therr
own lollowings by dispensing positions and
privilege, hoping w secure their hold on the
levers ol power Lo prepare tor the hattles that
will inevitabiy follow Khomein’s death.

[1 15 not yel clear whether the balance ol
Forces within the group wilt cause then 1o
tight one another or o umite agamnst other
bourgeors forces, or the popular uprising
that somme Traman lelusts conlidently expect
atter the Avatollah™s death,

One thing thoat unites the mullahs and
most of Lhe hourgeoisic s concern over the
steadily increasing conlidence of Tranian
workers, Aler the revolution the regnme
smashed the workplace councils that had
heen established during the revolution and
through the sirike wave which followed. The
aijonany i operated as direct agents of
the regume and enthuswastic supporters of
nuinagement. While the government Das
tnistrocted them o tone down thelr activities,
thev have alse been fiucing great worker
OppasIton,

Forms of resistiance vary brom opposition
to pay cuts Lo rehirsing work disapline. dis-
obeving factory regulanions and go-slows
and outripght sirtkes. There have been attacks
on management and menthers ol the Islamic
councils, now wrdely termed the “vellow
councils’. There have been many sackings
and the arrest, imprisonment and torture of
b, In o some cases activists have been
shiot on the tactory floor,

Waorkers in the stare tobacco monapuoly
have been on strike for over a year. The
strike  hegan 1 December 19830 when
workers were told that they were to work
cight hours o dav at pre-revolution sage
rates or 12 hours for extra wages, Thoey
answered, "We will nether work cight hours
[or the Shah's rate, nor 12 hours for the
mullabh’s e, Muny were arrested  and
tortured and some are sull in prison.

Workers at the Tehran plants o Coca-
Cola and Canada Dry have also been en-
vared 1n lengthy disputes. In cach case
maanagement attempted o mtroduce Hexibie
Jub desceriptiens and tededuct a proportion
ul wages tor tunding the war ettort. Revo-
butionary gugrds were called 1o the lactornes

and Niphung followed mowluch a number of

workers woere hitled.
Stmilar <inkes have taken place i other
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factories. In all cases the Islamic councils
itcrvenc in supporl of management. Inan
important development workers have been
clecting ther own representatives Lo by-pass
the “vellow councils’—an indication that
they at last teel strong encough to defy
management and the regime. '

Workers' opposition has also been ex-
pressed i more unconvenuonal ways, Twice
In the last three months there have been
demonstrations at the Amjadic Football
Ground in Tehran. Atter fighting betwecn
{oothball fans—apparently faked to spread
confusion among Revolultiondry

opards-——the tens of thousands tn the
stadium broke into chants ol *Death 1o

Khomeini, Death to the lslamic Republic'.
The demonstrations were 2 profound shock
to the regime., coming ot from the student
circles that produced opposttion to
Khomeini in the years alter the revolution,
bul [rom young workers.

Draily clashes in the sireets are the result of
attacks on women by Bevolutonary Guards
patrolling to ensure that ‘lslamic dress” 1s
worn accordimg to the regime’s regulutions.
In many cases pussers-by have joined 1n the
detence of women under attack and small
street battles have developed.

Lack of organisation

There 15 clearly no lack of Nghting spirt
among  workers, but  they lack any
organisation which can co-ordinate thew ac-
tevitics and spread therr expeniences, There
are as vet no signs of trade union organ-
ation, while the organisations of the left
remain sceptical of the value of workimg class
struggie,

Years of repression sapped the energy of
many socialists, but many were also attected
by the political bankruptey ol the guerrilla
tradition that sull denminates the lrantan lef
Oreanmsations like the [Fedaveen and
Mujahwdeen enjoyed the backing of hund-
reds of thousands of young activists in the
vears after the revolution. Rather (han tryimg
(o2 build on the wave of workers” struggles
then aking place, they followed the sorry
Stalmest strategy of bwilding Call-class
gliances’. The Tudeh {(communist) Party
tried every means ol inserting itself into the
FEEITLE,

When the mullahs turned on the working
clitss and the lett these orgamsalions were
powerless. The Mujahideen and tactions of
the  Fedaveen responded by instigating
armed attacks, 1solating their members stili
further  from  the workplaces. Other
Fedaveen  members and the lTudeh made
frantic etforts to sguare their politics with
that of Khomeini, untdl they oo taced
purges, tmprisonment and execution,

Now workers' resistunce s redeveloping.
The mstability ot the regime and s von-
tiniling  economic  problems  nean  that
workers have an opportunity  to build
embryonic organsations 1o the work places.
To connect with this new and more solid
form of resistance the [ranman lett must go
back to tiest principles. The attempt 1o build
an lranian workers” party must begin in an
cttort to connect with today’s struggles in the
{actories. |

Mariam Pouya and Phil Marshall
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THIL TELIXSTOWE Port Committee
arganises  some 430 seamen.  We  are
probabiy the best orgamsed port i Britamn
and guite hkely in curope.

It wis set up some ten years ago. Beeause
of our tight organisation we now have much
better conditions, People used 1o have five
trips on to every one off, By 1975 we won the
one {0 one, That means for every week vou
work you now get one off. We work on four
ships owned by Townsend-Thoresen—(wo
passenger boats and two freighters that run
between  Felixstowe and  Zeebrugge in
Belgium,

The committes mects monthly, The key 12
our organisatton 15 o spread the involve-
ment and responsibilities as widely  as
possible, Each ship has three departments —
cagine room. catering, and deck. Each
department has a rep who 15 covered by
sumeone elseif heis not rostered on that trip.
There can be more than one of these
deputies. They are elected at the vearly ship-
board meeting, usually by velunteering
themselves, We have lorced management to
recoenise the reps, One of them s the con-
venar on cach ship. The committee itself has
a chairman, two deputies, a treasurer, an
assistant treasurer and four organisers (who
are also repst All of them work on the boats.

Andy Zebrowsk
talked to members of
the Felixstowe Port
Committer about
organising on ships.

Weekly meetings

The orgamsers help to run the port organ-
isation, For mstance il we need a pieket
tonight the organisers would stcam i and
vet it sorted out. This worked wvery well
during the health woerkers' dispute in 1982
when we had to suppart different Days ot
Action. Another good exampte was GCHQ
Dav when the deputy chairman and the
organisers gol around on the ships and had
them stopped.

We have uscd the telephone to getin touch
with ships® reps directly. But we preferdirect
contact so that you can put things over face
to face. Al the monthly port committee
meetings the reps trom cach department can
come and hammer out any grievances from
the lads they represent.

There are weekly meetings on all the ships.
We have a rule that there has to be more than
half the men present. [Cs normally overtwo-
thurds. We've never actually had to scrap a
mecting. We have report-backs from the
port commitiee  to discuss  shipboard
business such as discplinaries and natuonal
lssues like the wage claim. Top elthe agenda
since March has been the miners’ strike.

T'he mectings are olten stormy, No one’s
alraid to have hs say, We've always insisted
that it's our forum. FEvery mandate ot the
port committee comes from the shipboard
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meetings. Marnagement know full well that
we are nol bluffing. If we say we won’t
reccommend something they know it won't
gel carricd,

When Dave Sanders, our secrctary, was
arrested in Brimlington we really moved like
lightning. He was nicked at about 2.30. By
hall past three one of our delegation phoned
down, and the four o'clock boat was
stopped. The lads were protesting at the
arrest and demanding his releasec. We
stopped two boats bul let onc take K
passengers with no freight. We wanted to
show that we weren't hitting at ordinary Jocs
like ourselves and we made sure we got full
pay. Dave was held for 23 hours and he was
the first person to have no bail conditions in
that area since the strike began.

The support for the miners has been fan-
tastic. We arranged a round trip lor some
Kent miners and held an immediate bucket
collection that rased £200. Six wecks later
we adopted the North Derbyshire area. We

NOW ARE YOu
GG TO
RE€CONSIDER

DONATING TO

THE MINERS
CAPTAIND

JeTH
UP WITH A LOT DF FUND
RAISING IDEAS?

have been paving our money to the Women's
Action Group based in Chesterhield. There
are weekly collections on the boats with a
minimum ol £1. Some lads put In 4 tenner.

So far we've raised something like
£14,000. Again, we've lried to mvolve as
many people as possible. We had 20 down at
Wivenhoe to picket the scab toreign coal
with miners at the start of the strike. Eight
were down at Brimlington when Dave was
arrcsted. By now ahout 30 blokes must have

been to the pit areas. | .
The men have been coming up with fund

raising idecas. A lot of them were on the deep-
sea liners at one (ime and have used their ex-
periences there to provide fund raising ideas.
For cxample we have a quiz where each
member of a team has o pay 50 pence if they
get 2 question wrong. We hold bhnd
auctions. You don't know whether you're
bidding for an old sock or a bottle ot
perfume. Because of the regular activity the
men are getung more and more into the
strike.

We have tried to spread our organisation
to other ports. Some seamen from
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Southampton came here in the mud-
scventies, We helped them set up their own
committee. There 15 also a National Joint
Ports Committee made up of chairmen from
various port commitiees which we are cur-
rently tryving to revive, It has been very uselul
to us 1n Felixstowe in the last couple of vears.

At Easter 1983 we had a two-week steike
because our wages were falling below the
National Maritime Bouard claim, We had o
take 530 lads down 1o Maritime FHouse to get
the strike made otticial. We won in the end
because the chairmen from the other port
committees realised that they had to back us
s¢ that we could all kecp up a united front.

The main weakness

The *hare bums” dispute 1in May last vear
suw the Jomt Port Committee meeting
again. Dover in particular realised that we
had (o be supported. The strike was over the
sacking of three blokes who had bheen
horsing arcund m their own mess room.
Some schoolgrls heard the commotion and
looked tn. The press tried to make them
sound like perverts. But the crews were in-
censed because they saw 11 as an attack on
what we doinourownspare tme, Westruck
for three weeks and got the three reinstated.

A couple of davs betore poing back we
decided to take the offensive. We got a
medical severance agreement out of the
company, 50 that now if you are unlit for
work you at least gel more money out of it

During that dispute we refused to come off
the ships. W had meetings every day to run
the strike and to arganise cooking and clean-
ing. We had Portakabins in the port area
which were mannced from cight in the
morning to ning at night with people doing
typing and photocopving. We sent lads 1o
Dover and Hevsham to hand out leatlets on
board and tcll other scamen about the
dispute. Ipswich SWP produced a collection
sheet and helped us to pet linancial support
lovcally.

The main weakness for usisthe lack of any
real contact with the dockers 1o the port. In
the first dock strike we had decded not wo
touch cargo transterred from ather parts.
The Felixstowe dockers were out anvway so
we didn't have to act on it In the second
strike we were instructed net o handic any-
thing crossing the picket lines, Our dockers
weren't on strike and no picket Tines were set
up so we could do nothing.

This vear legislation will come 1n which
will make medicals compulsory every two
vears for all those over 40 and cvery live
vears for the rest. There 15 no need for such
strict testing, We are never more than two
and halt hours from shore, [U's absurd that a
man of 3} should be expected to be asfitasa
young lad. We are arguing at shipboard
meetings at the moment for a boyeott of all
medicals. When the legmslation comes in we
will have another ook at the problem.

Our attitude to flags of convenience 15 thalt
we don't care what Hag we s under aslong
as our wages and condinions are maintaimed.
This puts the ¢mphasis where 1t should be.
Qur management haven™t tried any of the
tricks that have been plaved at other ports,
because thev know our members are with
us.
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Writers Reviewed: Jonathan Swift

JONATHAN SWIET 15 best remembered
ot CGulfiver's Fravels. pubhbished i 1726,

Howeser, Ceaddiver s braveds s Jusl one
examplc—puerhaps the most celebrated —of
the long satirical war Swilt waged agatnstthe
crimes and tollies perpetrated by his rich and
powerful COnCmporares.

The power of his pen made him many
enemies and few fricnds. [hs one triumph,
which torced the withdrawal of debased
comage  in Ireland, did not endear him to
rthe authorities, though i won him popular
fame,

But Swilt wis no rebel, He was a Tory who
held firmly (o the traditions ol the Church of
England and of lTreland {he wus Dean of 5t
Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin).

"How do vou explam this contradiction
between Swift the satirist and Swiftthe Tory?
We have to remember what kind ot society
he lived In. 1t was onc in which ‘a
commerciatlv-minded aristocracy and an
daristocratic mercanble class’ was coming to
dominate under the leadership of Whig
politicians. Government was based on the
lucrative practice ol selling utles, contracts,
pensians. patents und posivons, all of which
was backed up by the legal system.

To be a Tory was certainly (o be a reac-
tionary (i the strict sense of the word), Butit
was also-—as 11 Swilt’s case—a way of look-
ing at the new soclety with an unjaundiced
C¥ e,

Take this splendid satirical example trom
Gulfiver's Travels, 1n Book 11, Gulliver finds
himsell in Brobdignag, the land of giants.
Asked by the King to descnibe Britain,
Gulliver ‘celebrates the praises of my own
dear counmry in a style equal to 1ts merts and
fchicity”, cxpliming  parliament, the legal
svstem, the treasury, the national debt, the
pastimes of (he nobility and the history ot his

country 1 a4 manner which would have
pleased any Whg.
Literally  towernmg  above all narrow

niucnal prejudice, the King provides a
devastating summary:

My lLittte friend: yvou have clearly
proved that ipnocance, idleness, and vice
are the properingredients forgualibying a
legislator, That laws are best explained,
interpreted, and appiled by those whose
interest and abthites lie in perverting,
confounding and eluding them...

‘Tt doth not appear ftem all vou have
sald.that priests are advanced for their
niety or learnmg. seddiers tor their con-
duct or valour, judges tor thelr integrity,
seradtors tor the love of their country, ot
counsellors Tor their wisdons, ..

I cannot but conclude the bulk of your
mtives to be the most pernicious race of
litle odiowus vermun that Nature ever
sutfered to crawl upon the surtace of the
carth.’

And m Book 1V, 1n which hortses
{Houvhnhnms) are rational and humans
{Yahoos) no more than antmals, Swift con-
unues the attack:

Satirist of a sick soclety

‘Judges arc persons appointed to decide
all controversies of propertv, as well as
for the trial of criminals, and picked out
from the most dexterous lawvers who are
grown old or lazy, and having been hiased
all their lives against truth and equity, hie
under such a fatal necessity of favounng
frand, perjury. and oppression, that |
have known several of them retusc a large
bribe from the side where Justice lay,
rather than injure the Faculty [ie
profession—(r)| by doing anyvthing
unbecoming their nature or their otfice.’
But it was [reland's condition that in-
spired Swift's most savage piece of satire, A
Modest Proposal for Preventing the Children
of poor People in Ireland from being a Burden

‘Superb though Swift’s
satire is, what i1s to
replace the things he

attacks?”

to thetr Parents or Countryv: gnd for making
them beneficial ta the Public writtenin 1729,

The modest proposalis nothinglessthan a
scheme for fattening up a quarter ol all Irish
children under the age of two and then bring-
ing them 1o market (o be sold for tood. Inthe
words ot the saurical advertisement
(probably dralted by Swift himselt) ‘they will
be danty bite for landlords, who. as they
have alrcadv devoured most of the parents,
scem to have best night o cat up the
children.’

A Modest Proposal was Swift's most sus-
talned  satire on  the new  “science’ of

economiIc tmpravement and ts utter divoree
From human need.

But the picce ends on an cven more
horritying naote:

‘T desire those politicians who dishike my
overture...that they will tirst wsk the
parents of these mortals, whether they
would not, at this day, think 1t a great
happiness to have been sold Tor Food at n
vedr obd, m o the maner @ presenibe; anad
thereby have avorded such 4 perpetuak
scene of mistortunes, as they have singce
gone through, by the oppression of
landlords, the impossibility ol payving
rent, without money or trade, the want of
common sustcnance. with nerther house
nor clothes to cover them from the
nclemencies ol the weather, and the most
inevitable prospect of cntaitling the Itke or
grealer mseries, upon therr breed for
ever.’

In other words. even this revoltingly
rational  explonation of human [esh 13
preferable to the actual condituons of the
[rish peasantry.

Superh though Swift’s saure s, what s 1o
replace the things he attacks? The existence
af a class (ihe working class created by
mdustrial capitalism) that could deliver
humanity from oppression and exploitation
necessarilv lav in the future.

It is this that makes him so pessimistc and
desparring about changing human conduct.
True rational behaviour—one conducive to
co-operation.  social  sohidariry., lellow
feeling and  selfless conduct—he cannot
tocate anywhere within human society. In
the end he can anly locate 1t sutside among,
for example, the Houvhnhnms ot the last
hook of Gulifver's fraveis. lHence the
sweeping disgust, particularly disgust at the
human bedy, in Swiit’s satire.

None of this showld deter us from reading
Switt, Fle remauins one of the greatest writers
to have exposed the hypocrisy of capitalist
rule. As for the desnair, we can be grateful
that since his time a truly progressive ¢loss
has arnsen which can once and tor all end the
harbarity that Swift could only denounce. B
Ciareth Jenkins
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REVIEW ARTICLE

The Stalinist Legacy

B Ting Al

Pofican, £4.035

Marxism, Wars and Revolution
Isine [Deutscher,

Porve £ W3

TORAY. few people on the left regard
Roissig as g workers' paradise, Even fower
worttld look with much tavour on the [ast
Lurope regimes. Those who regarded Mao's
Chimaeaes sociadist have been thrownmto tur-
manl with the advent ol ‘coca cola com-
munes’ there.

Bt the belict m the west that these count-
ries e Ssoctalist stll hangs round the necks
ot the left. I any arguments with opponents
ot soctlsm, the wreors of Stalin's Russia
are Lhrown at us, To understand the nature
ot these regnnes as sl g v tusk tor
sacilists,

For early 70 years the Russian Revolio-
tion Ttas been the key point of reference Lor
thase soctahsts wantmg Lo carry cut funda-
mwenbal chunge 1 society. [For the vast bulk
af the time those adeas have begn associated
with Stahin and those who rule over the
svatem e created.

Loy the vears tollowing the Second Waorld
War tolbicnl” communisin seemed ot the
Leizht obf its power. The socialist camp’™ in-
cluded not only Russia and Eastern Europe
but Chingd and o number of other Asian
HITN

But inthe course of the 1950 the monolith
Began to crack.

In 1948 Tite’s Yuposlavia broke ranks

atter refusimg (o mmplement Stalin's instruc-
Gaons on low to administer the country, 19353
saw not ondy Stalin's death but o workers
uprismeg i East Berlin.
Russian  leader Khroshehey
scriimbled 1o power over those more closely
associated with the late dictator, To con-
sohdiate  lis power he  cpenly  attacked
Stahi's crimes at the 1956 congress ot the
Commumst Party., Later that year the Hun-
gartan RBevolution proved noitlung bunda-
mental hud changed, EFaced with the pros-
pect of real workers” power Khroshohey sent
iy thie litrnks.

As hondreds of thousands left the western
Communist Parties 1o the atrermath ot the
deleated Hungorian revolutwon, Stalinism
seetiwed 1o lave suitered a deadly blow. But
I the carly 1960s the wdeas ol Staliism went
through somethmg of a revival,

Muwo™ Chona Jaunched a bhisterimg attack
on Russii, counterig their ‘correct” conumu-
nist rktd to the ideas of detente assocuated
with the Kremhing To many Chana oflered a
‘purce’ form of socimlisn.,

The man challenge to Western caprtalism
seemed 1o come tfrom the f‘communis”
regimics (n the Bast Mao's cultural revolu-
twon and i partcular the oppostiion of the
Vietnamuese tothe US A artracted widespread
supprort. Liorge Maoist organisabionns grew in
Furope and Nornh America, Moch of wlug

The  new
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The Trotskyist legacy
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."SIEI'HE.' Deutscher

cuine 1 be hnown as the New 1Tefil—1he
stidents  and intellectoals radicalised by
oppasition o the bomb and the Vicmiom
wir—were deiwn Lo Uese ideas,

Even among those chivnnme o follow the
Weis o Slin®s chict opponent 1 ¢on
drotsky there was oobelie! that Vietnanm and
Chretiig, o even those lthe Khrushohes who
called Tor reforms m Rus o, represented o
real break with Stalonsn,

Reform in Russia

On the New Lelt a kev digure was [sang
Dewscher. He was Trowsky's biographer
wlho lud been mvolved in the Trotsh vist
movement of the 93 thoueh even then
developed some didfercices with Trotska's
i lvsas.

Coenral to Preutseler™s 1deas wats the beliet

socletles could
LISV INRINE

thaat Russia and soular
relormt themschos 1o
sowctaliso, T donng so he drew on Trolsky's
writities, espocially rhe tdes that at the corg
ot their cconormtic< the Stadimst states had o
kev soctithst element—-state contrel of the
mepns of prodoction,

My vism, i Roevifutions
how Deutscher applicd these ideas dunng
the 1930 unttl bis death i 1967

Lin it he comes outagatnst the workers who
rose 1t last Berlin i 1933 Deutscher ea-
plams  thar  the uprising  wias  counter-
revolutionary, having a ‘neginve ctfeet” on
the “adherents of gradual democratisation”
in post-Studin Russi,

Dleutscher hoped Khrushehey's ceonomig
reforms would herald a lundamental change
within chunge  w socialisim,
brought about not by the workers, but by o
secticn of the ruling bureaneraey, This ides
ook o knock after Hungary, hut unul his
death Deutscher helicved the process would
reassert tisell because of the inngr “socialist’
character of the economy.

[ the early 19680 ks attention tocussed
on Chima and Vietnom, Moo, he claimed,
contamed o streak ol tadicalisme aned

Crvaele

shaes
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“positive Leninisin’,

In 1965 writing about both China weed
Russta {now  under  Brevhnes™s  rules
eutscher wrote:

“The socnl systems of these countres are

more  mtelligent amd more progressinge
than theie Jeaders, The soctal systems will

Foree the leaders inlo internationalism

And when this happens the development

of these countries will not only cateh up

with  classical  Marxism but o will
probably surpass 10

This is stimply a repetition of key Stalinist
tdeas. The world 15 seen as sphit mto lwo
camps.  One must ke between
Washimgton or Moscow {plus Pekmg despite
‘temporary ditterences), Any notion ol cliss

sidies

strugele s mssing,

Secondly “socialism™ s seen as triumphing
witen existng soclallst states prove theer
SUPeriorily over e west.

The emphasis 15 abl oncche leaders of these
states,  And indeed Deutscher believed
change would come frovem within the ruling
Communist Parties. So why then bother
develaping workers” strugptest Even more
why bather buwlding a revoluuonary pariy?

From reading The Stafinod fedacr o
becontes clear qust how much those whoe
cliing to uphald Trosky™s ideas todiay sy
witlh [Deutscher.

The rragedy s thar rheir ideas— olwen the
anly alternatives wr the ditferent varcties ol
Stalintsm and Maosmi—scemaed too mirror
many of those theores, That meant they
were unable to tully scrze on the cosis ol
Stalmst wdeis,

Al the root of the problem was o central
woegkness  of Trotsky's cwno posiiunn o
Russta, In 1938 he desernibed Swlin’s reeune
I these words:

“The Sowiet Unton emerged lrom the
October Revolution as a workers” state
Seate ownership of the means of pro-
dJuetion, o neeessary pracylisite Lo
socudist development, opened up the
possibility o rapid grosa th of the pro-
ductive torces. But the apparatus of the
workers'  state underwent g complote
degencration at the same Dimes i wis
trinsiormed from o weapon of the work-
ite class o o weapon ol burciauctatie
violenee aeainst the working class L,

Trotsky held thar Russia was o workers
stitte—though “degenerated’. Not bediuse
the workers held ponver but siimply becise
the sLite owned the means ot production. To-
deed he could and did compare Stalin's
Russia with Hitler's Germany and detzals the
lose of Russtan workers' rights to orgamsc or
show Lhe shightest means of apposition,

S0 Russia was o workers” sete withoul
workers” power, Yet o his hght with Sralin i
was  lrolsky who defended  the weas of
workers'  self-emunapation—aot Soviey
power, of advance through nlernationai
revolution, of the rebuildine of o revolo-
tonary workers” party amd o revolutson 1o
overthrow the burciucratic dictatorship.”

The (wo sets of adeas were
tradiction. Trotsky himsell wias at pams to
stress Russi was fexceptionad” and Stahingst
rule merely  tempaorary, He o oypected it
wouldn't survive World War Two, Towould
be destroyed etther by the western powers or
dnew wave of world resolution,

Lirll-




What he didn't envisuge was Stalinism
emerging strengthened after 1945, 50 how
did those who claimed to uphold his political
legacy cope with this change? The Neafinist
fegacy contams much evidence to suggest
they didn’L, and still can’, meet the problem.

What becomes evident 18 how much the
ideas of the editor, Tarig Al, and key con-
iributors like the Belgian economist Ernest
Mandel, mirrar those of Deutschier,

At root all agree that a ‘socialist element’

continucs to exist 1in the heart of the Stalinist

socictics, overcoming ail other features.

Considerable stress is latd on the develop-
ment of ‘reform’ currents within the bureau-
CTACIES,

[ the 1960s Mandet and his followers
backed Mao agamnst Khrushehey hoping the
culturad  revalution  heralded a4 more
sweeping  change., The Victnamese
Communist Party was tor hun. a revoluo-
tionary party in the tradition of Lenin and
Troesky.

State capitalism

Why is all this worth examination?
Because at siake 1s the tundamental basis ol
sociatism.  In rthe Cemmunist Manifesro,
sociafism is described as *the scli-conscious
independent movement of the wimmense
majority, in the interests of the immense
majority’. Socialism 1s the act ol the working
class or nothing at all.

O that count bow can Russia, Ching or
similar societics be socialist? There is an
alternative view which 1s skimped overin The
Stafinist Lepaey. Tt 15 that these soCienes are
i fundamentals no ditferent from western
capitafism. What exists in the West 1s state
munopoly capitalism where in Russia and
China what exnls 18 burcaucratic stite
capttalism.

Such ideas have been put forward by 'lony
Clhitt, Mike Kidron and Chris Harman. They
stand  full square behind the tideas of
workers' self emancipation. But $he Srafinist
Fecaer plances over these views by lumping
them in together with opponents ol socialist
revolutlon like karl Kautsky and Max
Sclichtinimn.

State capitalism ts o sewwenufic erm n the

Ernest anei‘x
Marxist traditton. Unbike those who claim
Russia 15 socialist or a workers’ state i
doesn't start from the existence of some
external feature—state planning or the
nationahisaton of the means of production,

Instead 1t stresses  the crucial mner
dvnamic which state capitalist societies share

with  other capitalist  economies,  That
dynamic is the drive to accumalate,
[enin and the Bolshevik cconamist,

Bukharin, pointed out that capitahst com-
petition, inttially bctween private
companies, became more and more
compelition between monopolics. These
monopolies were interconnected with their

-y

E

Hungary 1956:; Desiroying the ",
Stalinist legacy by revolubion.
Workers demaolish a statue of
Stalin in Budapest

_____

individual nation states, The "highestformoot
competition’ would b between  state
capntahist econonues, This s mervasingly the
case today,

Every change in the productive process i
the west lorces changes 1 the cast. thus the
Russian’s drive (o introduce new technology.

But another clement  of  compelition
dominates the economy—the need o main-
EUn arms expenditure 1w order to preseove
Russia™s empire from encroachment from
the west.

Every Crwise msstle at Greenham has o
be matched by are 8§ 200 Crochoslovakia,
Every new US battle tunk must be matched,
And this 1s 1 an cconomy which sull Lgs
behind the west,

Stahin said mm {929
“Ihe envirooment in which weare placed
~al home and abroad o codnoels us L
adopt a rapid rate ol grovic b oy
industry ... We are S0 years beinnd e
advanced countres, We must ok e pood
this lag in ten vears, Fither vo Jdo it or
they crush s’

Those words heralded o real counter-
revolution o Russia. Behind the slogoan
Soctalism  noone country Las the com-
struction of state capitaleon. T peasantry
was forcibly dispossessed., warkers” rights
removed, thar mdependent arganisations
removed while the oid Boel-heviks werg
chminated. Behind the poiss state lay o
method of accumulatica .. 0 s brutal
as those of Britam™s it usl: Lo,

Reformist burcaucrats

Russit’s industrial revoluton vreated a
modern industrial ceonomy. Yo the con-
lines of Russiamn the 1930s0110 v possible to
build state capitalism behind  protectve
borders. Taday the rulers ot China, the
Khimer Rouge in Kampucheas and the New
Jewel Movement 1n Grenads ind that the
level of competiton has increasad
cnormotsly asoa o more complex world
market cxpands harther. Thewr attempts end
In tragedy.

This central dyvnanue explams wihn the
cnormaous  bureaucracy  of  planpers
politicians and renerils can operate withina
common class nterest whicl mirroes that of
western capitalists, Despite the ditferences
they will nat break away i the interests ot
the workers they rule.

Those like Muandel who deny this can’t see
that thie fundamental contradiction m these
socicties sUll remains between workers and
their  rulers. That s why  the vicws
represented 1o The  Sralinise Legacy
siress-—and  indeed  mclude--those of
reformist burcaucrats 10 kastern Europe.

And there aren’t "twao camps” e the world
(day between which soctalists must chioose
Both cempires mirror  cuch other. fie
Stadinist Levacy clamms (0 represenl he
opposition viewpsinl o Stabimism, o tace,
Iike Deutscher, it represents at best i partia!

break. The tagedy 15 that a revolutionar

Like Trotsky who Toughtab s adudt hite tor
workers” power, should be gssoctated with
such views, He deserves mach betrer

Chris Bambery
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Women at war

Only the Rivers Ron Free. Northern
Ireland: the Women's War.

Eileen Fairweather, Ruisin
McDonough and Mclame
Mo Fadyean

Pl Presy, (595

"WITH things <o bad we had to be
acreve, and wih thar we've found a
whole new ldentity for ourselves,
Mo longer wis the woman Just a
piece of  property; your man's
missus, your children™ mother, As
weTve come morte dand maore e the
fore lront we've discovered our own
strength and power.”

No. [t's oot a guote from i
minwr's wile. Those words were
spoken by a member of the Repub-
lican Relatives Action Conuuiliee
and appear 10 Cudv the Rivers Run
Free, Northern frodand: the Wonren's
Werr,

The book consists ol imtervicws
with Northern Irish women—miainly
Catholic. Wonien whose hives can-
ned but have been alfected by the
war there, One gets the impressian
that the authors (three femimsis)
were, al times, disappoimted with
the womnen they spoke o, Because
Few. at any, of the women recog-
mised ‘the sex war also goingon’. In
Fact most ol them identify as much
with their menfolk as with other
WOITECTY,

Fight in community

The experience of the women
invalved 1n the strugele  agaimst
British mmperialism  in Northern
lreland, like the expericnce ot rhe
women invatved i the mincry’
strike. begars out evervehing  we
marxists say about the road o
wamen's [iberation,

Both these groups of women have
become conscious of, and begun 1o
Fight against, their oppression as
wuimen. But this didn't happen
through feminist  consciousness
raising  sessioms ol women-only
meetings,

They bhegan te light for the
interests of their whobe community,
winmen and men. In the course of
that fight 1t became abvious that
Lhey didn’r Aave to be barefool and
pregnant 10 the kirchen. And the
men saw thal (f was in FAeir interests
to  have the women standing
shoulder-to-shoutder with them in
the fight even il it did mean they'd
have to wash therr own dirty socks!

(nly the Rivers Run Free s a very
readable book—its a4 bt lLike
listeming to people talking. Maost of
us know the statistics—thail 5007 of
Northern 1rish houses are afficially
classified as "unfit for human habit-
atton’, that rates of nfant and
maternal mortality, physical and
mental handicap and  poverty-
retated iliness are among the highest
tn  Furope. But oftcn we don't
realise what that can mean day-1o-

28

day for thase tving i the wortking
chass Cathobic phettos of the Nordh,
There are other cities in Leeland. i
Britain, in Europe where working
class people sutfer inioterable fovels
uf poverty. Bul the Cathobo arcas
of Beltast and Derey are the only
places where army patrotls
repularlv. and at will, kick down
people’™s  doors and  wreck  thor
homes and drap them from their
beds ta insult and try o hunuisde
them.

The authors of Oxfe the Rivers
Kun Frew tell us o the inlroduction
thit they Cintrude o proyvide tac
and analysis’, Pacts are provided.
But the analysis seems o be bosed
on that  pardcularly Cathaolic,
Republican view that 1t peopte
suffer enough, show enough endur-

The Invention ol Tradition

FEd: Eric Hobshawm and Terence
Ranser

P £7 95

THIS IS one ol the more inleresting
husrory  rexts | have read by
Pourgeols histortans. Although
some sections get bagged down in
useless imbormation, for the miost
part i cantams (nleresting ntorm-
ation coupled with o reasonahle
tevel ol analysis.

It is advisable to by-pass the
introduction which only confuses
the casoal reader. istinguishing
Custom From tradition - not exaetly
thrilling reading,

The tirst chapter s writtcn by
Hugh Trevor Roper who shows
how ‘Highland tradition” was
largely mvented. There 15 a certain
irony nvolved when Roper, the
historian who was fooled by the
Hitter torgeries,  describes how
experts on Scotland were taken i
by an amazng con. An Cepic”
written i the T8th century wis sup-
posed  to show  the noble and
magmbhcent bhackground  of  the
scottishh Highlanders. T tiagt che
man who was hatled s the “Celtic
Homer had stolen Trish ballisds
when visiting Ireland, put them
together as an "gpic’ and transterred
the whole sconariey Troom Lreland to
Scotland.

We also discover the orgio o' the
kitt, which Prince Charles and orher
rmale Rovals proudly wear whilst at
Balmoral, lts ancestor was 4 serap
aof cloth worn like a skirt by the
peasants and bandits because they
cauld not aftord trousers,

The chapter an Scotand is castly
the most enteriatnimng sectist 1n the
ook, There is however, a chapter
on Lhe British monarchy which con-
tains  amporctantt  and  interesting
nformation for sociulises.

David Cannodime docs not hase

ance, they will win the v

Inthiz book thesaltenne, and 1he
courage and dewenoiration. ol e
repiehhicon  wemen amd men ol
Naovtheen Trelamd tghimye G sinash
Wity ioporialism shienes throneh
For fHeen vears noss this v heen
ealithitine  flerce brasery aedins
maesseve oddds

Lhdortomitels . couraee, lere
menateey s boasery are el
ciusttgh Lo deteat the Briti-he nudi-
s ehene and e Lovakisg
Packioe, The omly toree thin las ol
ok e Do beat Hie Bries, o toowan
Profestant  warkers trom Lhenr
detence o imperadism, =0 e
wWTh 1 2 liias

Ohelv o0 strene workine s
nrevement oy the Soath, posad 1o
simashe thee ok and replae e 10w

his wrilmg on g cliss anals s o
socicly, He does hiaweser, ane o
ool hackprowmnl wlilat 1rving 1o
explain the chameing rele ol Lhe
Brivish quenarehy in the Las 1540
vears, e s the v ton of Roncd
COTeIonIcs Ly dlustrate hos 1he
morarchs fas been esed mnadillerent

withs Lo fe the ehoneme oevds of

Brivish capitalisen,

rovinge the wincteenth centus
oo coremonieys wore regapded s
completely nndnpoceant and were
ot testivals ol necnipetenee,
Cannodine {Jerovn
Victoria's corooation it [8 38 as an
example. 1t owas compleoely
unrchesrsed: the clergy losr then
place o the order ol service. 1he
chorr was oy and the Srchbislem
of Canterhursy tred oo pue the e

tlesepihes

o1 T e thint wiis te hig O o
vl Uas twor o the train-bearers
talked thiouehow the whole ser-
vice. Sach s ospeotacie would Twe in-
contceivable were Prnce Chanbes Lo
bo crowied tomerrag

This chapror comtains nuomer o
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woothers" peewer s v b o e
Ve Protestont soeonkers Lot e o
i nteresl~ Lo Tacak sl
Lo zlinam

Aticr ol the osarn cinebs thes
cel Irens the (hanee stite e
nothag o the tgkers Wt o vmaited
vt harre cliss eoe e el won,

lcic o bt ol e olites o
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NMousrthoas e oreess th st by borow,

Tl w l make o enad pesent i
traicands  interestead o drelamd, bt
give Lo o cepee b Trotshy o
Pevimanecan Kevolufonn s welll

Ceprettn Hurgan
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and woite soctety and avoewd class
striggle, By this time Britam had
become a  predominatly  urban,
industrial mass sociery with class
loyaltivs and conllices, Thers wis an
enarmous  growth ot trade
uriienisyt ild  growing industrisl
uprest in the years inunediiely be-
fore the wur. The Archbhishop of
Canterbury, however, was able 1o
comment  after Queen Viclornia's
polden jubilee ‘days  afterwards,
everyone leels that the socialisy
movernenl has had a check’,

Rival powers

As i the case toduy, the medin
plaved an inportant role in pro-
motiilg the monarch as head of the
‘nution’.

Unfortunately Caonodine
assigns a seeondary rale wo the fact
that British capitalism was being
challenged by new rival world
powers.  PFrerce imperialisg
competitien was  dreving Europe
towards  war.  FThe idea of &
monatrchy became very imporiant
as o PACLOr 1t creating 3 ratiernalist
population.  Ceremuonies were  a
crucial part of this process. [twasin
1904 that the stite openog of
parllament was revived as o full
dress ceremaontial occasion,

Following the Russian Revo-
lution 10 1917 Furope entgred s
revolutionary period, The Brtsh
general strke of 1926 has ofen been
relvrred 1o us "Broran™s aborted
revolution™. o ths swuanon the
British rutine class used all the ideo-
logical weapons at its disposal.
Dyuring this perod of cluss contlict
and  ntoe the  depression Lthe
rmonarch was used to otamtn thin
Britain was stiit the prood owoer of
a flournshing cmpire.

Cannodine  does npot siress
swlfcently the winy the monarchy s
used  as a powerliul adeelogical
woeapont by the riling cluss. This s
partly beciuse, as he swates, be wall
not abalyse 1y development singe
the caronation of Ilizabeth 11
1953,

Taday it is almest impossible o
find a copy of the Sen or the Mirror
which does not huve coverape ol the
Roval Faouly. The propaganda
stresses such things as the stability
of Tamily hfe and the jusvs of
motherhood,  The way  Prince
Andrew was portraved as o oroval
hero durmp the Fulklands war was
s quite sichening.

The book as a4 whole also sulters
fram the drawback that is revealed
in Cannodine’s chapter. Thar 15 the
authoes”™ inabalily to amdyse recent
history, Forrevalutiomiry soctalists
listory v ampaortant only  swhen
related to the tasks fncimg us toduy,
It also helps os anudyse the society
we have o work i today, We hawve
L tuke hastory seriously hut aveid
talling into the trap of historians for
whom 1t s ficde more than intel-
lecioal exercise. g

Lesley Hooeart

The sickness of the system

What is to be done about Hlness and
Healthy?

feannette Mitchell

Hemrin Hooks L2935

The NHS—A Piclure of Health?
Steve Lhitic

fawrenee & Wishary £3.93
TOWARLS the end ol o book
wrillen  with  obwvious  passion.
Jeinnetre Mitchell quotes without
comment  the nmineleenth-century
words ol anoall o kely sounding
D Caollm: T believe the warking
clisses are Lthe only classes whi
deserve any good done 1o then,”

Marx  wrole  of the uwtoplan
wocliists, T the Tormation of theor
plans they ure consciots of canng
chietly  tor dhe interests of  Lhe
working class as bDeing the oiost
sutlermg class.

I doing siv of course they miss
the poao that 1T s ot as victuns but
a5 patential fghters chat working,
people have the collectve power Lo
change the waorld,

Mitchell presents that suitering
ercecdimely well. She hrmly proves
that tncguehitwes o health are class
based, and rigorously demotishes
one mvth ateer another aboot whal
dils s and why, and how we canex-
pect Liv ke cared fur when samething
ctoaes, Hloess does not surike an ran-
dom. and the modern scourpes—-
cancer, heart disease, dishetes—are
no mare those of the nich than were
the iniectious diseases. TB, dip-
thenz or smallpox.

Al today’s medicmae can do, thiat

cyestorday™s coeld Dot stell ws more

aocuradely what s killing us. Deag-
nosis 1sokhigh technology amd high
technology 5 big business.

Rut aur chances, sav, of surviving
oyt caneers have improved letle,
while the likelhood of developing
the disease continues wr risc. W
have no greater chance of surviving
it heart attack i hospiral than on
the strect. And for vur everyday
troubtes —rhicumatism, acthreos,
chronte branchiris, ulcers,
Colilis—ILhere exisl o cures.

Priorities

Medical mtervention cun relieve
parnt aud discomidorn sowch s up
Fellowing  accidents and  pertorm
routine aperitions, ospecially b we
are vonng amd healthy ey
Mast hespitad beds bowever, are
taken by the clderly, by the in-
curable, hy those requiving care
stice they cannot be cured.

You the NHS s onganised and
resourees allocated oo the assump-
tion that  dingnesis and  climeal
Intervention  are  the primdary
elevities L which all others must be
subordinated.  Aaud  the hospitals
within  which  this Chattle” takes
pluce are run onfactory lines, where
the kev-words are ratienalesation,

aaaaa

“throuepliputl™,
s good as

productivity and
Plere, o deth s
thischarge,
Mitchell patienthy explins how
wid owhy Lhis should be <o) The

Heckless ol eurlivr years miy now

baz 1 *depreved’. Butthe diftercney
1 healrh between them (us)and the
atfucot 5 attribwted by govern-
ment pohey, and despite the Cass
maatlern of gl health meade trans-
parent by the Bluck Beporl of 19510,
toy diicrenoes it “hehiaviour”

Tercombur ourignorangee ot whid
o perd Jor us weare oltered "Heultly
Lducation®™ A pamphlet fur the
clderly ar sk drom hypotherimia
cheerily advises, “Axk visitors il it
oy cold o them in vour honpse
and take their ddvice.” 5o now vau
hnow and 1% vour awn ot i vou
Frevee to deatl

Having  brought  us s fur
honvewver, the author hedges des-
peritely. oltering ot o reval-
LT ery presripton’ e, a tranee-
wark Tor discassoe what bilding
i our existing stregths nugeht
mcan..dile apersdin, o st el qQues-
ons” And g list of guestions is
wltil we get,alomg with a good deal
ol nortsense about ndividoal con-
SCRALSIGSS  Esie, the “strogele
oo the hed™. the need toc healib-
workers 1o Challenge and “subvery”
provarthmg attinudes,

The vne guote she olfees trom
o putal steward wlking ol the rale
LA TR STFLFITS
strigeling, cnds God bless our

b s 1t

el Trede e move ot
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Wl 1 o paty . Ton Ul Tk Jis
mainy o strengths espeecnl s when
allowing workers to doscribe ther
lives wid  ewnerienices ot 1Honess;
Ty o doiby o ity vou lose the
worth ol vourse[1 =savs e, “The
yguality of v Tises s bt s are m
soune pann o ather” Nuachell con-
cludes. "Can the pian be tirned
ot wards™ which s hind ol where
we bewrin

Steve LDifte s o Gl ool R
wiolthd argase, o toaesise. His book
sels g B e Xyl the Justory of the
lcalth seeviee, eanchimg s et aet er
datestion, T hosv cos proobessienalism
hoe chinged? D whoeh e whot w
might expect—l odoctor,

Fle exitines rhe covmon
s cadimg 1o early
developments i owedicine andd
Bestlth coare, Therr iotlhpenee on the
toendation of the NHS, ind en the

T I-

Forraes

unets  awd probessaonel
aarptons wntlien i, Hhs chironodigeacal
accodnt leids 1o b contusing
amerunt ol choppinge and clumnging
1N ~ibject mdter.

The Book does thrses apr oo o
Pasr s, iche thes o the Hescal
Collese ol Surgeans o [95s;

"Thure  has
nuclens e avedical schcals oo
STRR RIS

dlwavs been o

shedetits Troem
nomes. . Aedhicnne
It surably 10 the prapartien
o such s~tudenots were e by

(LR TR ' I Y

icduced g0 taveenr ol thye
Crecaeteis Children wil gua il
lsicald

Lo ~atbysidies o

Authocioies aad the stete ety
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On examinaton results,”

Or the 1947 report into nurse
training which dcscrihed.
Looppressive discipline, poor {ood
and low pay’: my. how times have
changed.

Unlike Mitchell, Wifle describes
in detail strupggles both tor higher
pay and against cuts and closures.
He s right in pointing out the limit-
afions of many of the campaigns of
the "M bur wrongly concludes
tailures, where they occurred, were
due to a concentration ob saving
Jobs,

Simifarly, having descoibed the
healthworkers” struggle of 1982 up
to the magnificent  strike  Ard
demonstration of 22 September
that vear he deduces thar victory
Lrequited a potitical mtervention,
not an indestrial one” A Labour
(Party) campuaign lor the
MNHS...would have been a2 much
more serious threat.”

This is rubbish. Ofcourse | abour
should show themselves to be un-
cquivacally fighting for the NWHS:
the fact that they could nor gued be
believed had much ¢ do with their
subsequent clection detfear,

Critique

To be tarr, [Lite’s book belongs
to 1983, to the ¢ra of "new realism’
way buck before the miners” strike.
Depending on the stoike’s outcome
sectwony of the lett mav attach now
relevance Lo the kind of conclusions
he draws. These are: the need forthe
glection of a ‘retorming govern-
ment’  wilth an expansionury
gcongmiic policy; ‘retraining’, the
‘development of alternative
products and indusrries...changing
mecthods of work, regulatory
mechanisms...participatory  demuo-
cracy...” and so on,

And wpon what does all chis

depend? On the development ol

‘collectivist deas,  within  profes-
sional groups and professional
attitudes within Trade Umioms, 7
on ‘a more realistic approuch to
Thatcherism.”

This 1s not a book | would dream
of prescribing. The side eftects are
too grim. Percewving socalim as

‘central economic and social plan-
Lonly by

+

ning' Tiffe suggests that
denving that the USSR s socialist
can we maintain the myth that
socialism will solbve our current
problems,”

In contrast, Jeannette Mitchell’s
book contiains the authentic voice
of working class experience. a
critique of the Health Service firmly
anchored amid the lives of those
who use i, their houses angd work-
places, their poverly and individuai
powerlessness,

Bead it for anintraoduction tathe
inequalities of heafth and lor a pie-
tureg ol how the NHS operates. bul
be surc to lotlow it with Jonathan
Neale's Memaoirs of a Callous
Picke! &

[an Tavlor
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Challenging the fiction

More than the Parts—Binlopy and
Falitics

Ed Lynda Birke and Jonathan
Stlvertown

Pluto Press £7.95

MODERN science in many ways
has tuken the place of religion in oor
society. IU 1w seen as the completely
impartial, ultimate truth, and all s
works are poeod. The contributors
to  this excellent book are all
wirkers in biological science, and
they pive a very different picture.
The articles are interesting and casy
o read funlike some similar
works)—pity about the price.

The title of the book comes Mrom
their criticism of the reductionist
nature of much of modern biclogy.
Reductionism means looking  at
organisms, especiaily bumans, asf
they are machines. Fxplanations of
the way the machine works—or of
any maifunction in the machine—
can be found in the performance of
the varwous cog-wheels and gears.
likewise human behaviour can he
understood simply by looking at
genes and hormone levels.

The book starts by looking at the
way scientists attempt to modify
human behaviouwr and health with
hram surgery, drugs and hormones
tollowing these assumptions. This
kind at biology can produce really
hornific ideas. Inner city riots are
seen not as a resull of the way
sociely 18 orgamsed, bot as a mal-
Function im mdividual brams. The
solution 15 therctore brain surgery
for ghetto leaders,

The book stresses the wayv reduc-
tionists ignore the interaction of all
organisms with their environment,
which for humans usuatly means
society. A broader view of bology
sUggests 1t may be better to alter the
environment rather than the
person.

Ticd 1in with the reductionist view
af biology 13 the influence of society
on scienbfic ideas. Time and agam
the authars show how reductionist
ideas reflect the needs and assump-
tons of capitalist society, Far from
being tolally obpctive, biologmsts
requently expect to find our
unegual, vwoldent and competitive
society reflected in nature, and their
work is  clearly based. 1laving
found what they set oul to find, the
circle 1s completed as this is used in
turn to justify our society,

It 15 quite incredible the way
scientists who would hesitate to
make assumpilons aboul lions on
ihe hasis of whal they discovered
about tigers  will eguate the
hehaviour of chickens with
humans., The idea that we are
dirccted by our animal past to be

agaressive, territonal and com-
petitive 15 an old one,
Mare sophisticated socio-

biological ideas today are supposed

to prave that our gencs explam all
(capitalist) human behaviour from
the oppression ol women 1o
teenage-parent conflict,

The way in which btologicalideas
arc used 1s further developed in two
arlicles. One looks at the concept of
aver-population to exptain Thard
World problems—a concept resting
nltimately  on  the population
dynamics of flour bectles. While not
denying  the dangers of owver-
population, the authors show how
the evidence points Lo so¢ial causes
of poverty such as imperialism
rather than inevitable brological
PIOCESSes,

Another ariicle on techoology 1o
agriculture challenges the assum-
ptione  that  technology  is also
neutral. For example. it shows how
a particular technology was intro-
duced inlo tomatd growing with the
intenticon of weakening the organ-

1sation of the aericultural
workers—and that this technolosy
15 nat necessarily the most etlicient.,
it 15 particularly nterestng 1o
read how these soentists have put
thetr knowledge at the disposal of
the trade unton coneerned, and of
the Micaraguan govermmnent o help
foster independence from the US.
The authors of this book are sav-
inp that it i impossible to form and
apply brologieal wdeas in molation
from  the socicty  you  live i,
Capitahst valoes and wassumplions
will tend Lo intflugnce a scwentist's
rescarch, and capitahst needs will
Jeternune s apphication. We have
tor recopgmise thato order to develop
a sciwenee serving the mitercsts of the
majority rather thas an chte, Asthe
authors recognese, that will involve
changing society as @ whole |

Margaret Willis

Stories of the 30s

May Pay

Joho Summeriield

fawrence and Wishart £1.93

Lust Cage Down

Harold Heslop

Lawrence and Wishary £4 51

THE term ‘socialist realssm™ con-
jures up images of long-winded
homages to Stalin, crass and sen-
rimental workerism, and the worst
kind of hack loyalty to the ‘party
hing’,

Meither ol the books reviewed
here are entirely free of those taults,
Both were written in the mid-1930s
by dedicated members of  the
Communist Party. They bear all the
sears of the CP's disastroas "Third
Penod” ultra-leftism.

Newvertheless, it would be an
equal sectatian folly notto welcome
the reprinting of these two socialist
classics after nearly 50 wears of
undeserved obscurnity, The 1ssues
that they seck to controntl are of
(remendous relevance (o our own
struggles today,

Last Cage Down is the story of a
mining ¢ommuntty's Hight agamst
ratuwrntahisaton” o theirr collicry.
For Tate, the mine owners™ agent,
‘rationalisation” means introducing
machinery mto the pit and making
more  prolit. For the miners
means working under a blue shale
racl which 15 certain to collapse,
causing death and injury.

Heslop portrays the spectrum af
mihers’ responses to their predica-
ment, tanging from Joe I'rost, the
communist who knows they must
build their own rank and file organ-
isation, through Jim Cameraon, the
Lodge Secretary who secs the class
conflict purely as a light between
himself and Tate, to Jobhn
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Cameron, who believes that
management ‘kniows whal 1t s
domg’,

The bankruptey of the trade
union bureaucracy s conlinaally
cmphasised. Railton, the area
official. can’t see what all the fussis
about and does cvervihioe in his
power to dampen down the cantlict.
Joe Frost, unfortunael v thinksios
enough 1o Just deneunce the
burcaucracy and class collabora-
tion in general,

In the novel. the miners didn’t
listen to him with much enthusiasm,
In the reat world, the Miners’
Federation membership tell from
S06,000 in 1926 10 588000 in 1939,

The CP's sectarian aloofness
trom workers with retormist 1deas
could nol prevent the creatiom of
phoney  company  unions,  the
victintsation of the hest militants
and a period of ternible pit disasters
Hke the one it the bonk.

Socalists should forgive Heslop
his tortuous didactic pronounce-
ments and occasional lapses nto
Intourist wwavelosue, We shoatd
Luke this novel of class struggle in
the Durham coalbield, with 115 waon-
derful  passages ol deseripuive
writing, iito our hearts,

Texlay, with the same coalfeld in
revolt against o new peneration of
Tates, we cannol allord to neglect
this hook. Lty messase s the same as
ours: *Peace can never come 1o the
callicries ol Fagland  until the
capitahsit class v crushed inte the
carih.’

May gy s desenibed by
author, John Summerticld, as ‘carly
s commumist romanticesm’, The
book does imdesd retlect all the
unthinking super-opioism of the

L o



Third Perod, The workers of
Lundaon, purticularly the workers of
o Lost Lnd lactory, are shown o
he  raduwalived by the sheer
ntolerable awfulness of their con-
ditions,

Fvervone is sucked into the surge
of enthusiusm  generated by the
CPs ocalls for un unotticial May
Day demonstration.

Summertietd™s Jdescripuon of the
squalor and misery of working class
Iue m London s e narmously vivid.
Alienalion w experienced as a
thowsand degradutions, as violence,
humger,, homelessness, exhauostion
and domestie druedgery, In contrast,
Lthe bays class in the novel also ex-
perience alienation, but only  as
trivial and inconseguential
trrilittaons.

The constant juxtaposition of the
Iwo experiences, virtnally page by
page, highlights the ludicrous and
arificnal character of one class’s
utferings” compared o the des-
perate and geowmne experniences of
the uther.

All the same, Summertfield’s May
iy pever arnived. The neargst
thieee v 10 was Lhe Busmen's un-
atficial rank and tile strike for
shorler hoars 111 1937 which also
cotncided wath May Day., That was
siashied through Lick of sohidarity
and ity leaders vicuimised. Those
defviats were precisely what the CP
Loled 1o come 1o terms with,

Although Mav av s 2 wtoplan
Eantasy, 1t nevertheless throbs wath
working class ety hile.
Sammertichl™s depiction of sexual
ahenation and lonetiness—it a bit
sexisl—Is  ntensely  wrntten.  T'he
lrrrors of workimg class hife are not
Jueked. And tor o 'socialist realist”
novel, the expressionist radicalism
of Ay e towers over many ol its
maddle class rivals. Well worth
readimge; both of them.m
Jon Csambde

ME TARZAN
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Paradise lost

Strangers in Paradisc: The Holly-
wood Emigres 1933-1950

John Russell Tavlor

Fuber and Faber £8.25

IN HIS introduction John Russell
Tuaylor admits he'd set himsclf a
much higger task than he had at
first antcipated, Onp
Strangery in Paradive 1 Becomes
obvious that thorough  though
Tavylor bas been in his research the
book only gives the broadest out-
line of a wvery entertaining and
colighiening  subject indeed. The
late of the political refupces who
Med from the rwe of fascism in
Central Lurope i the 1930s s
warth a haok in itself.

In a chapler perceptively entitled
The New Webmar, Tavlor unfulds
the amazing story of how rthose
intellecteals and artists who Ned the
lyranny of Hitler fell foul of a
tvranny of a guite different sort in
Amernica. So what af Schoenberg
wias supposcdly one of the greatest
composers 11 Europe, could he
wrile a 15 minute film score in five
wireks?

The only success that mattered in
Hollywaod was the sort that made
mroney. In the 30s and 405, a5 now,
controversial politicat and social
themes were oot popular with filin
peaducers ar the general publie, I
Ilm makers wanted to survive and
make pictures they had 1o adape
themselves to the prevailing
climate.

Rut the story of the enngrés sn't
Just gne ol cultured political Luro-
peans suffering at the hands of
plhilistine Hollywood  producers.
Hollbywood may have been com-
mitled to providing escapism for
the masses. Bul such was the sheer

reading

varicty  and  guantity  of  talent
employed by the major film studios
that every so aften a genuinely
radical or subversive film would get
past the front office and find ir's
way too oritical and commercial
success.  Perhaps 11 took  the
detached eye of an emigré to ob-
serve Lhe darker side of America in
the s, Certainly 1t's hard to think
uf wnyone other than Frisz Lang
making the powerful anti-lynching
film Fury in 1936

Fury was a big success but it was
to be nearty 20 vcars belore Lang
made another fdm for the same
studie. In tact the very success of
lang in making powerful socially
commuitted films like Furv, Yo Qndy
Live Once and Hangmen Afso Die
was to find him out of favour when
the Cold War brought a new
political climate to Hollywood.

Bven a lilm maker as supposedly
sate, commercial and mainstream
as Alfred Hitcheock was caught up
- the strange political tuen of
fortune of Hollywood, In 1940 his
tlm  Fureign Correspondenr was
denounced by the Senate Com-
mittee on Hollywood neutrality as
being Loo openily anti-nacl, because
it contained a scene of London
being blitzed. This argument was
dropped when America entered the
war Foblowing Pearl Harbour but
after the war when Russia became

— JReviews

the new c¢cnemy the [lm was
perceived by some right wingers ds
bBemng an example of prematuere
anti-fascsm,

All these stornes
excellent remnder to the reader
that America was far from being the
cothusiastic champion of  demo-
cracy that muny would have svou
believe, most notably the current
president. Every hlm muaker
Hollywood worked with an eye to-
witrds  the prevailling polilical
climate both inside and outside the
studio. What s striking throughou
the bonk 15 just how restricted the
film makers were, Poc a tew veurs
durnng the second world wur ants-
iscist films were in vogue. They
were conswdered usetul w the war
chfore, and for a time idm makers
with left wing sympathies suddendy
frund therr services m demand.

Even  Bertolt Brecht  tound
emplovment, waorking with Frile
Lang on a tilm abowr the Ceech
underground resistance called
Hangmen Afsa e 11 was 0 wvery
shor-hived  vopguc. Those who
participated 1o, far from Dinding
the establishment grieiul alter the
wur, becanie the victiens ol the sos-
picions and hosolity ot the -
American  Activivies  Commiltee.
[.ike rthose original tohabitanes in
paradise the SmIgres CAme AU mss g
serpent, only 10 thar case the
serpent also plaved the role ol {rod.
It both corrupted Gind expelled
those that camwe w hive an the
garden. |

provide  un

Pete Court

A shabby story

The true adventures of the Robling
Sloney

Crranta 12 A paperback magarine
of new writing

Stanley Bowoth

Pensrin £3.5()

THIS publication 1s the chtld of o
Cambridee hterary magazime. T hal
should mean it is very dull — but it
sl [t consists of joarmahsm on 2

rang: of wopics and a collection of

short stones,  The e arucle
attragted me because 10 is about my
teenage idols, the Rolling Stones, It

desceribes thewr American tour ol

1969 which culminmated in the horri-
fic Altamont concert. Interspersed
arce lashbacks throughout the six-
tigs — the drugs, the arrests, the
death of UBrian Jones, [U's writlen in
the sorl of journalism which wells
sulficiwent scandals and personal de-
tals for you ta belicve 1t 1y telling
the whote rruth. Which of course it
Bnl, Nonetheless, it does convey
the paumpered, spoilt but empty lite
the Stones and bands like them
miust e,

The best article inthe collectinmn s
The Couardion and Sareh Tisdall by
Pasvid Caute. This s iosystematie
Jescription ot bow shabbily the
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Crwardian behoaved thooughour the
whole Tisdall atfurr. Caute shows
how they kept. then handed over
marked documents, amd s hewin
Sarah Tisdull’s road to convaction
and jail. His woiting and investiga-
tions  provoked  the  Cvardion’s
cditor Peter Proston G site:

“Long ago [ made a private sow

newer o sue in the rough bust-

ness of journalism .. But 1 vou
woutld ke Do sue e on oy caoil-
sidered  wview that (in thes -
slancey  vou  are a o devious,
clappy and mdevalent vperator
with o rare disregard Tor lact
and a rare talent for obaessed

Jistewtion rhen that would he a

different mater’

o a sloppy operavar Caute dous
remarkably well at exposome facts
that the Guardian s reports onntied,
Peter Prestan s rumonred o be
wrihine o reply. He will Dave datti-
culty momakinge 1t COn e g i
Claanee's artiche.

Clearly the editor. Bt Budord,
and Penguin are trving o turn
Corgrnfer INto ve hicie tor some ot the
best Contempordry writding araund,
Judaing by thrs e ey are o
least partially succending, W
Lindse¢y {rerman

=
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The war France could not win

THE RECENT  Channel  Four
history of the Algerian war must
bive aroused the mterests of many
soicLilss, For those oo young (o
rentemher the conflict 1t will have
bwen an gscttite inlroduction to a
sirugrele that has secmed to belong
(o the Jdim and distant past,
Unfortunately however the
serivs. despile some exeellent old
e wesTees andh Nlon foctage, did naot
exrlain the resl roots of the conflict
very owell and tended to he biased 1o
tavour of the French Generals, At
i 1t seented Lo suggest that the
wliole conilict was dictated by the
persanal  wiiims of e Gaulle,

ritther than the interests ot the
I'rench rolimg class. Yet f was
FaperT strngele which  deserves

SeThos Cxplanation.

The war of national liberatwm i
Aluera broke out thirty years ago
and was one of the higgest and mosy
stgnilicant anti-itmperialist
strugeles lollowing  the Second
Woorld War,

The armed uwprising of
Nevvember, 934, was carnied our by
A4 breahaway sroup from  the
Alperian Nationalist Movement
iIMMNAY The MNA was led by
M oessalt Had), whoe had roots in the
Fronch worhing-class movement as
wellas m Alper, and the presence
ab  MHLOON Afgerian workers an
France during the wiar was an
Lmpartant uspect of the struggle,

The  locahsed  outbreak  of
MNovvemther 19534 |ed o nanon-wide
restsbimce o French rule, and torhe
burtly ol the National tiberation
I romt (8 LNy which led the strugple
lov the end of the war tn 1962, The
calcrealist movement remainegd
splin, both i Algerea and 10 Prance,
bt rhe sphit o wias aver armed
strigale and leadership: there was
nar clear division between socialists
and matiomalists, norany direct link
wilth Tuaropean socihists to begin
wilh.

The Communist line

Eintl the Algerian war, socualism
und nmationabism owere widely
regitrded s nor anly separate bor
tncompatible causes. The
Communst Parties 1n both France
and Alperia took a0 hard ann-
natomdist Tene untl outpaced by
the  armed struggle., Many
corrmunists in Algerua became in-
valved o that struggle, but the
alficial hine of the O was affected
b their desire not Lo alicnate (oo
niach of their support among the
colonst workimg class. the pieds
sers, The French CF dragped (15
et even mare, ullemptiog to stay
on the side of French "national
QTN TN

Fronch socialists were held back
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by the fact that until 1938 it was
mainly sociabist povernments who
ratt the show., Francois Mitterrand
was the Minister of the Interior res-
ponsible for law and order n
Algeriain 1954, since it was ruied as
part ot Francce. Like all other
French  politictans of  the  davy,
Mitterrand detended ‘the integrity
of  Trance from Thunkirk Lo
Tumanrasset'. Indeed, on onc
occasion he promised to ‘enforce
the laws of France trom Flanders to
the Congo’,

This law entorcemant meant the
mulitarsation of Algerta, with halfa

mullion  troops poured into the
country, many of them French
CONSCripts,

It meant torture in the police
stattons of Paris, as well as in the
barracks of Algiers, and the
savagery of the Panis police was (o
reach its height in 1961, when they
drowned 250 Algenan tmmigrants
i the Sene after a  peaceful
demonstiration.

Fighting conscription

Many socialists amnd communists
became invodved m resistance to the
war 1n France, however, The first
and biggest wave was the spon-
lancous protests of voung con-
scripts recalled to the army in 1955
and 1956, Whole contingents
refused to board trains, and pulled
the communication cords every fow
yards when forced into them.

Im Roucn. there were all-nmight
riots of workers outside the bar-
racks in solidarity with conscripts
resisting inside, in Grenoble. rioters
pourcd concrete inte the raiiway
points to stop the troop trains
leaving,

Many socialists and communists
ook  part, burt against party
policies, and there was no attempt
Lo organise solidarity sirikes, The
maovement fizzled out and the con-
SCripts came to aceept, and olten to
be brutalized by their “service’ in
Algerea,

The organised resistance which
followed waus largely a movement of
irteltectuals, including teachers undg
students, It had two gspects: the
public committees of  protest,
especially against torture; and the
clandestine movement which
provided coilecoion points for
money raised among  Alperian
immigrants, safe houses or nation-
al 5t OFEAfISers, [FANSPOrL ACToss
fromtiers and even guns.

1he public protest culminated in
the “Manifesto of 1217 of 1960,
which defended the right of French
soldigrs to reluse orders in the war,
The clandestinge movement was
larpely broken by the palice in 1961,
when France reeled at the news that

scores of French men und wormen
had actually aided Algerians in
armed strugule,

The polites of both public and
clandestine resistince ranged trom
Trotskyist grouplets 1o Catholic
waorker pricsts {officiatly dishanded
by the Pope in 1954 The bank-
ruptcy of the soaalist parries and
the Communiste Party's disupproval
ot resistance meunt that this move-
ment became the seedbed of the new
fetfl,

In the tustory of lefi-wing
socidlism in France, the Algerian
war bndges the gap between the
anti-Nazl Resistance and the up-
surge of 1968, In the hustory of par-
hamentary socialism. it took o
quarter of a century to repair the
seif-inflicted  damage o the
socialists.

For the saciahists clung to power.
as members of varow povernment
coghtions. antil it was wrenched
from them by Genceral de Ganlle's
coup 'eiatin 1938, L} Gaulle come
(o power on the hacks of the pieds
aeers, hut also of the right-wing
aencrals who called the politncal s
well as the mifitary shots in Algeria,

D¢ Gadlle was a disappoiniment
tir the gencrals. They wanted a
military dictator; instead, de Gaulle
s¢t up the Fifth Republic and had
himself  elected  presudent, They
wanted o saviouwr for  French
Algeria; instead, de Gaulle was
prepared to abandon the nonsense
nf Algeria as “un integral part of
France” and work for a negotiited
settlement,

For the war in Algeria was onog
that France could not win, despite
the massive mililary presence,
syslematic tarture and murder, and
thousands  of miles of fortificd
ITontier to keep oul remfarcements
from Morocco and Tunisia, The
penerals could notl smash the resis-
tance of the Algerian peapie, which
broke out 1n huge civiban demon-
strations in the cilies o 961 just
when the generals were convinced

that they had “won® the war, -

The generals never lorgave de
Gaulle. They attempied a coup ot
their own in 1961, but failed largely
because the soldiers wonld not
toltow them. They then set up the
Secret Army Organisation (AN,
whose aim became o murder as
many Algerians, and to destroy as
many schools, hospitals and public
buildings as  they could before
French withdrawal From Algeria

The OAS caused much more
death and destruction in months
than Algeman terrorists had daone in
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wuites of war couwd rerrified the mmss
al the Luiopeian cotonsts, the pied
oty warkimy cluss. nto o panic
s cxendaes o the cve ol indepen-
deree, Meamw e, peace wis moade,
with the Trrench reting o large
COOnamile o interest 0 Algeria.
cupectidl o the oil and ras ol the
SHIHIHE

The expevicoce led many
Eurepeian socialists (o rethink their
dttitudes to national st revolutions
M owihat came to be koown as the
Thicd  Waorld™, Mooy saw such
revedutions as the sy lorward, and
abandoned hope in working ¢lass
revolution n the imperialise
counttrees. Tt was 1hie French
working chitss o [96K that besan o
chiangs the preture onee agien, Yo
the war had left oher legacics.
amemg them rocism on the lett of
| rencl parliinentary politics, This
15 sl seen todav, i the Caommunist
Party's readiness to capirulate to
racist propaginda aginst Algerian
immigrants. and o the Taet that a
ocialist” politician Bke  Crston
Deterre could. tn the 1983 muni-
cipalt elections i Mursetlles (an arcea
al pieed mede settlement) make
maagriion yondrols s main elec-
Loral slattorm.m

Norah Carlin
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