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Mitterand's first month

NMitterrand has now been in power for over
a month. With a solid majority backing
him in parliament he would seem to have
lttle excuse for not putting his socialist
programme into effect. French workers,
even those who recall his sordid role
during the Algenan war of independence
in the late 50s, are inclined to give him the
benefit of the doubt. Perhaps he's
changed. they tell revolutionary socialists
warning about his past.

Yet, to ook at Mitterand’s first month
in office 1s to see how little the leopard has
changed his spots. By appointing ex-
Gaullists and the former head of Renault
to his government he intends to reassure
the big bourgeoisic that they have little to
fcar. And even the prime minister,
Mauroy. long time socialist mayor of Liile,
has gone out of his way to tell the bosses’
woekly, Usine Nouvelle {New Factory),
that the unions would press their claims
'while keeping a scnse of responsibihity
and bearning tn mind the state ot the French
gconoemy.’ Just in case the readers missed
the point. he also promiscd, 1n reply to a
nervous question about mising salaries,
that the measures proposed by the
sovernment  would  avoid  problems
hecause ‘they would not be imposed by the
state, but freely negotiated to an adequate
level between the two sides of industry.”

Add  to these  soothing  class-
collaborationist words the open secrct that
Mitterrand's  chief  economic  adviser,
Delors (one time chief economic advisor
to  Gaullist prime minister Chaban-
Delmas) iy decidedly Tukewarm  about
nationalisation — which was another of
Mitterrand’s election promises — and it is
quite understandable why a top Fench
bourgeols paper like Le Monde can
welcome (if not actually enthuse about)
Mitterrand’s victory, After the scandals ol
the Gascard presidency. with its crude
imterference in the mass media, the more
tar-sighted  members of the French
hourgeoisie can detect distinet advantages
in having a president like Mitterrand to
clean up the face of French politics,

However, it could be argued  that
Mitterrand was bound (o make noises like
these 1o appease the right and so secure a
majority in parliament in order to carry
out  his  tull  programme. (Many
revolutionaries wn the workplace have
found that when they have wurged
immediate action on long-standing
demands. now that Mitterrand was n
power, they have been met with the
argument not tae rock the boat.)

Sa, what of the measures already taken?

Mitterrand  has  raised  the  legal
minimum wage by 10% (to the princely
sum of roughty £26( per month'). But half
of that was due in any case beccausc of
automatic nscs and indexation hnked to
the cost of living. As for the remamning
5% , the government intends to reduce the
employers’ contribution with the costs

being borne by the state {ie eventually by
the workers). Even then, the burden
worn't tall heavily on the bosses, who will
pass it on n the form of higher prices
( Mitterrand has made no attempl to frecze
prices. )

As for the reduction of the working
week to 35 hours — another longstanding
demand of the left — Mitterrand and the
socialist  trade umion {CFDT}  have
suddenly  shown  tantastic “realism’.
Instecad of being imposed straightaway.
the CFDT wants it negotiated piccemeal,
sector by sector and over a period of time —
in Fact, only by 19851 Clearly. the CFDT
would hate to cmbarrass the comrade
nresident by pushing too far and too fast.
Whereas belore the election the CETYT
was regularly pushing the demand for a 35
hour week as part of its ant-Giscard
propaganda. it has now quictly dropped
the question 1in many of s workplace
union builetins.

The other main trade union, the
Communist-led CGT, can be expected to
take a similar line now the Communists
have their mimstries.
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‘Mitterrand has been compared
to Benn. The truth is his image
is not even that left wing

S0 when it comes to the two most basic
demands on pay and hours, Mitterrand’s
government has  already  backpedalled.
The bosses are not going to be torced to
cough up too much when it comes to
ratsing low salaries. and the 35-hour weck
15 already receding into the distance as
Mitterrand's  government  tefuses 10
impose 1t and the socialist trade unton
reluses to hight for it

As for other 1ssues, the new government
has suspended the expulsion of immigrants
((Giscard, the previous president had In
any case brought in a three month halt to
the expulsion of immigrants under the ape
of 25 except for senons offences). Phone-
tapping, one of the fong running scandais
of the last administration has alsc been
suspended {except, significantly, “where the
national interest 15 affected”).

These measures are, of course. to be
welcomed. But what is not clearis whether
the datly harassment of immigrants by the
paelice will stop, or how the police will be
prevented from undertaking unauthoriscd
phone tapping and surveillance. The new
minister of the interior, Detferre, has

threatened  severe  legal penalties;
however, a law designed 1o deal with just
such matters has been on the statute book
since 1970 — with no effect whatsover.

On the nuclear issue. Mitterrand has
cancelled the building of a new nuclear
power stattion at Plogoff in Brittany — a
gesture that has pleased most of the left
and the environmentalists — but won't stop
projects alteady started {whatever that
means) and has simply ‘frozen’ all other
decisions tor the moment. Mitterrand has
alse vielded to pressure from the army
chicfs 10 go on testing nuclear weapons in
the Pacific,

Mittcrrand has been able to get away
with all this becuause for the moment at
lcast he can rely on the passive support of
the wvast majority of French workers.
Revolutionary  socialists  report no
heighteming of class consciousncss, no
ncrease in the tempo of class struggle. 1f
anything, thc contrary. Other elections —
clections in the workpiace to elect tradc
unlon negotiating representatives —show a
decline in COT representation and an
mcrease for the less militant CEDT.

[t is true that vou would expect the
CFDT to bencfit from the nising fortunes
of Mitterrand {with the converse effect for
the Communist dominated CGT). But not
every CO'I militant is a CPer, and by and
farge the CGT have been to the forc o
disputes. But from the giant Renault car
plant to the steel plants in castern France
the decline in CGT votes reflects an
overall lack of struggle. Ior the time
being, workers have more confidence in
politicians than in their own forces, and
the Socialist trade union is able to use this
good will to back away from struggle both
grcat and small.

Mitterrand has been comparcd to Benn,
The truth s his image 15 not ¢ven that
left-wing. In lots of wavs he's an old-
tashioned  Keynesian  wanting  to use
decentralisation of  decision-making
combincd with greater state investment to
stimuliate demand in order to reduce
unemployment and crcate growth.

Firally. however authontarian and
conservalive  Mitterrand’s  predecessor
showed himself to be in the latter part ot
his presidency, Oiscard was no Margaret
Thatcher fipure when clected. The
bepinning ot his seven-year mandale saw
the announcement of ali sorts of liberal
measures: reduction of the age of majority
to 18, libcrahsation of prnison conditions,
greater  availabihity  of  contraception.
abortion law reform.

But at a farewell dinner Cnscard
complained bitterly about the ‘obstacles
placed before our reforming projects by
the political night and the hard element
among the employers. .. These same
rcactionary forces prevented us from
carrving  through  necessary  social
changes.’

If non-Socialist (iscard, enjoying much
greater  confidence  {rom  the French
bourgeoisie than ever Mitterrand can, was
beaten by the “hard element’, what hope
has the new president following the same
parliamentary path as his predecessor?
(zareth Jenkins

2 Socialist Review
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A new mood

One man crops up rather a lot in this (ssue of Socialist Review. His name, you've
guessed it, is Tony Benn, Not only do we have a major feature an the politics of
Bennism, but he's hovering notfar from the centre of half adozen other articles. from
the report on the conference of Britain's biggest union to the more rarified atmos-
phere of a gathering of socialist academics, through to the bcook reviews and the
letters pages. Giancing across the page, he's even made it into our international
goverage.

The reason for all this ¢coverage is quite simply that Benn's campaign for the
deputy leadership of the Labour Party has come to symbaolise the biggest shift in
British working class politics since the miners’ strike of 1972,

We are certainly not the anly people on the left to think that. Nor are we alone in
believing that this shift opens up immense opportunities.

Many socialists are now deciding they were wrong when they concluded in the
past that the Labour Party could not be a vehicle forsocialistadvance. We think their
about-turn s fundamentally misconceived. Nothing has altered our view that a
revolutionary workers' party has to be built outside the Labour Party.

More immediately, the political exuberance in the tabour movement is in marked
contrast to what is happening in the real world of the factories and the streets. While
conference delegates raise their hands for an Alternative Economic Strategy for
some time in the future, the appalling tell of redundancies and factory closures
continues in the present. While ail the specualtion in the TGWU is on whether the
union's leadership will get away with not voting for Benn, the fact that the union has
lost a quarter of a million members in a year is virtually ignored. While socialists
worry about the niceties of reselection conferences with short lists of one, unem-
ptoyed white kids are being attracted to the British Movement and the National Front,
preducing a horrendous toll of racist murders and attacks.

Yet ihe the new interestin all forms of socialist pelitics could feed back into the real
world so as to deal with some of these problems. if, for example, the Labour
Coordinating Committee conference in mid-July involved sericus discussion on
why the government seems to be enjoying success in the face of the biggest
industrial action ever in the civil service or of how to stop the racialist attacks, the
whole movement would be much stronger. We fear, however, that teft to itself, the
new Labour lett will ignore such problems.

The issues will only be raised—Ilet alone organised around—if political organisa-
tion is buitt cutside the Labour Party.

That does not mean ignoring what is happening in the Labour Party. It means
revolutionary socialists seizing every cpportunity to engage in joint activity with
those attracted to the new Labour Left. But it aiso means maintaining the argument
against the politics of Labourism and for the building of an independent, revalutio-
nary socialist organisation.
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Spain is different

The old tourist slogan ol Francoist Spain—
‘Spain 1s dilterent’ —haes recently taken on
new hizarre propuortions, Following  the
‘tragi-comic coup of Febraary comes the
now nolorious assault on the Central Bank
of Barcelona. On Moy 23rd an unknown
number ot armed men ook over the bank
and held over 200 people hostage all wee-
kend until ciected by the Spanish SAS,
GLEO,

The exact purpose ol ths gssaul, let alone
who did it, has since been couded in confu-
sion and contradhclion, During the seige o
was officially suspected that the assarlants
numbered over twenty, were wellarmed and
inchided members ol the Civil Guard, one of
whom was identificd as Capunn Sanches
Valtente, wanted for his partim the abortive
coup of February 230 A communigue read
from a phone box elsewhere i the ity
demanded the release of Colonel Tejero,
who led the oceupation ol the Spanish parli-
ament in February, and three others, plus
two planes ta take hoth the fatter and the
assailants (o Arpenting, Fverything seemed
clear—more Foasest thupgery,

However, late Sunday might (24 May)
afler the treeing of the hostages. 10 was
anrounced that there were only 11 assa-
lants, uf whom one was Killed. and what's
more none were connected with either the
Civil Gruard or the Besewsts, bl were o gang
ot “petty thieves, pranps, sesual deviants and
anarclusts’ (st The Following day the

Doug Andrews writes from

M Madrid on sinister,
horrific and bizarre
developments since the
abortive coup.

assailants, whose
number had now myste-
riously dropped 10 ten, were
indeed ‘in the pay’ of unnamed
ultra-rightists but definitely did not
include any Civil Guards. However,

the Spanish police have now gone one
hetter after three weeks of ‘investigations’,
the attackers had no political motives but
had hoped to rob the bank and escape in the
confusion through the sewers!

Pcople first began tosmell a rat (more like
a heap of elephant shit) when police chiet
Fernandez Dopico and government repre-
sentative Rovira Torazona entered the besi-
eped bank to *deliver an ultimatum’ that the
assailants immediately surrendered uncon-
ditionally. [t was insisted that there were no
negoliations, Why theqa did the ‘ultimaium’
take three quarters of an hour to dehver?
Why couldn’t it have been delivered by tele-
phone or loud hailer? Why did assailants
keep appearing on the bank’s roof following
the *ultimatum’, potentially exposing them-
selves to the many police marksmen?

The ‘aleventh’ man

Why was it ofticially announced that
‘there were reasons to be optimistic’ shortly
after the “ultimatum®? What was the mean-
ing of another statement, a bit later, which
referred to ‘a group of some eight’ who
refused to surrender? {'Some eight’ 18 more
than a group if there were only ten attack-
ers!) Why were the Civil Guard, and what's
more their commander-in-chief General
Aramburu Topete, involved in the siege
when they have no responsibilities forurban
security? Why did a Civil Guard armoured
car approach the bank and suggest by mega-
phone that it the attackers surrendered
immediately it would be treated as @ ‘mis-
take® (')?

What's more who were the people scen
fleeing across the bank’s roof minutes
belore the GEOs intervention? [t was widely
accepted at the time that these were hosta-
ges, but since then no hostage can be [ound
who escaped in this way, Who was the ele-
venth assailant who vanished overnight?
This ‘eleventh® man was identitied by the

police as *a brother of one of the assailants’.
However from photos of the attackers leav-
ing the bank the ‘eleventh’ man has been
identified by some people as a well known
fascist from Madrid who disappeared some
months ago.

All the hostages questioned 1nsisted that
the assailants numbered af feast 14or 15and
that there were definitely some ‘mihtary
types” invojved (eg military terminology was
used throughout), especially the apparent
lcader ‘No 1'. However the police 1denti-
fied "No ', the man shot dead in the
seige, as an ‘anarchist’, Jose Juan Martinez,.
Tn fact Martinez had infiltrated the CNT asa
police informer and had been identified as
such by the union some years ago, The hos-
tages also insisted that the attackers were
well armed in particular with CETME auto-
matic rifles, common issue in the Civil
Giuard and easily identified by anyone who
has done military service (practically all the
male hostages). Ye1 after the seige the oniy
arms produced were one Stein machine gun,
a few pistols and some knives.

The press conference foliowing the bank’s
liberation was given hy Aramburu Topete,
well known tor his fascist views and who
recently ordered all Civil Guard posts that
Franco's portrait should remain on the
walls (as if they needed telling!).

11 was Aramburu who announced to the
flabbergasted press that the assa:lants were
‘anarchists, pimps etc.” The press conference
then took on truly surrealistic proportions

Journalist: Didn't the assaultants have an
exiernal commando assisting them? For
instance the communique was read from a
telephone box.

(ieneral: No, there was no external help.
After three hours a hostage was released in
order to make the call.

Journalist: But atter three hours the bank
was completely surrounded, if anyone had

left we would have seen them?
General: As [ said, they were anarchists

and degenerates.

The government seems quite prepared to
accept the whole amazing story—that it was
tailed robbery! This is despite all the evi-
dence to the contrary and the fact that these
common criminals on the one hand had no
explosives to blast themselves mto the
sewers (their supposed plan), while on the
other hand they had obviously planned the
assault in great detail—the Central Bankisa
massive labyrinth of a building and would
be difficult for 20 men 1o hold let alone ten.
Also these ‘common criminals' did not
touch one peseta ol the 60 million in the
building and had the strunge habit of yel-
ling, and geiting hostages to yell, "Viva
Espana!’ every so often.

To get to the bottom of this affair one has
to ask: Who does it help? Quite obvicusly
the whole business has served the interests of
the ultra right. The general state of tension
since the coup attempt has undoubtedly
intensitied, and government credibility 18
now lower than ever.

The assault took place exactly three
months after the coup attempt, with *Armed
Forces Week™ and the national congress of
the lascist party, Fuerza Nueva, both taking
place in Barcelona that week. What's more,
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it followed the horrendous events of
Almeria.

On May 10 1t was reported that ‘three
ETA terrorists had been killed trying to
gscape” from the Civil Guard 1n Almeria, in
South East Spain. However, 1t soon emer-
ged that the Lthree were not even Basgues, let
alone having the shightest connection with
ETA. {Onein fact was a CP member}. Since
then the Communist weekly Mundo Obrero
(6.6.81) has publhished details ot the testimo-
nies of Civil Guards invelved mn the events.
These statements reveal that the three men
were brutally tortured on the orders of the
regional commander, Carlos Castillo
Quere, who was personally convinced of
their guilt. Two died under ‘interrogation’

-and the third wis placed against a wall and

shot dead. The commander then ordered
that the bodies be put 1n a car and burnt 1n
order 10 concoct the story that the car had
exploded when fired on as the three tried 1o
gscape. The inguiry inte the affatr conti-
nues, but pecple cannot really expect justice
to be done. _

The tantastic events in the Central Bank
and the Almena murders 1llustrate vividly
the nature of Spanish *democracy’. Since the
abortive coup of February, the Army and
Civil Guard, riddled from head to feot with
fascists, have clearly had their way. After the
dictator’s death the Fascist state was left
intact and the Spamsh people are sult paying
the price.

Unfortunately the reformist parties see
little alternative to this but to placate the
ultra-right and collaborate more closely
with the conservative UCD government (sce
March and Apnl SEs). Yet another sweep-
ing piece of repressive legislation, concern-
1ng ‘states of emergency’, has recently been
rushed through parliament with only the
Basque Nationalists opposing it and the CP
abstaining, On June 9th 4 new social con-
tract, the *National Employment Agree-
ment” was signed by both the Socialist and
Communist trade unions, the government
and the employers. Among other things this
agreement himits wage increases to below
G¢n while intlation is twice that, except in
firms 'in crisis”, whetre increases will be much
lower.

Rather than organise mass cpposttion to
the fascists and the goveroment the CP s
more concerned with continuing its witch-
hunt against revolutionarnes in the Workers’
Commissions (CCOQO). The recent Basque
regional congress saw the CP successtully
exclude in the most blatantly undemocratic
manner, members ol the revoluuonary
organisation Movimento Communista from
the local execuuve, where they had pre-
viously held a third of the seats.

The CP's present pohitics are well summed
up by the Front cover ot the latest Munde
Obrero, which shows the King and the
General Stalt watching a tank pass during
the recent annual military parade, beneath
which 1s the immartal slogan *The unity of
the people and the army 1s the basis of
democracy’.

However despite the repression, particu-
larly in the Basque Country and the general
decline of the left, there are some hopeful
signs —above all the growing lett opposition
in the CP, especially in Catalonia and Andu-

lusia. For example the recent Catalan
CCOO congress voted overwhelmingly to
reject the new social contract. The present
crisis has provided an impulse for more uni-
ted action hetween the revolutonary left
and other militants, 1n particular inthe ant-
NATO campaign which has shown the pos-
sibilities of mobilising substantial numbers
of peopie on a militant basis.

Doing it
the |
way

Abbie Bakan of the
Canadian International
Socialists describes on
Jamaica, eight months
after the defeat ot the
Manley government in the
elections.

Jamarca 15 guiet these davs ... relatively.
People remember the events of the last few
vears, of the general election last October,
like 1t happened yesterday. They remember
when all they could buy in the stores werg
sardines. They remember heaning gunshots
every night outside their windows, and
wondering If a friend or relative was being
shot. They remember taking home the same
pavcheque every week, and buving less with
it in the shops.

They are tired. And the hope that the
recently-elected government led by prime
minister Edward Seaga and his right-wing
Jamaica Labour Party (JLP) can put (hings
right 1s only surpassed by the tear that he
won't be able to do it.

- 50 whal s ‘relatively quiet’ 1 Jamaica?
Only two deaths at the hands of police, rou-
tinely armed with M-16s and sub-machine
guns, are reported daily in the press. Only
dbout two or three reports per week appedr

of politicaliv-mouvated gun attacks.

In Kingston, where almost halt of Jamai-
ca’s two million residents ive, many will stil]
not walk in the streets after dark, Windows
remain  barred, and pick-pocketing and
ocelly robbery are regular occurences. Bul
compired to the unprecedented level of vio-
lence which surrounded last year's election,
Jamaicans are feeling “safe’

Some will candidly tell you the thing they
hated most about lormer prime minister
Michae! Manley wus that he couldn’™ con-
trol the gun wars: "The J1L.TP turned on the
violence, so we voled for Seaga so he could
shut 1t off.”

The labour movement 15 also currently
constdered tairly ‘sull’, In May, strikes were
underway n the single Jamalcan cigarette
tactory. tn the stare o1l and soap company,
and among the non-acadenuc statf at the
University of the West Indigs. Nurses and
Junior doctors in the island’s hospitals were
on go-slow.

But with some 100,000 government wor-
kers represented by all the major unions 1n
Jamaica threatening strike action agaimst
the new regime’s wage otier, this feehing of
relative quiet could seon change.

For both the umons and the government
these negotiations are a test case. Withointla-
tion stll running at some 29%., and price
conttrols having been removed trom a large
number of basic consumer items, the public
service workers are digging their heels 1n to
slay in the sume place. Seaga’s budger. on
the other hand, presents a choice of cither a
wage offer wetl below intlation or the elimi-
nation of 11,000 jobs.

Rents have sodared, increasing by [O0-
2009 in some areas. A leading JL P suppor-
ter estimates that unemployment has risen
5% since the autumn, to a current rate of
3504,

The mumn 1ssue 1in the October clection
was Jumaiea's crisis-ridden ¢cconomy. The

clection was called after the prime minis-
ter. Manlev, under pressure from the lett
wing of his social-democranc Peoples’
Natuonal Party (PNP) retused 1o lay ofl
11O public service workers. The luy-otls
were setas d condition tor refinancing a loan
from the Internanional Monetary Tund
(TN, Tn March ol 1980, negotiations with

.
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the IMF broke off, and Manley announced
that a new election would be called within
the year.

But the so-called *non-1MF path’ never
materialised. Without foretgn cxchange,
shortages plagued cvery sector of the
economy. The global recession. which 15
leaving no corner of the world untouched,
could nat be reformed away by Maniey’s
bold anti-impernalist rhetoric,

Instead, Manley's ‘democratic socialism’
seemed to bring anly skyrocketing inflation
(rcaching 50% in the latc 1970s), massive
lay-otts and further unemployment, as
foreign and local mvestmem decrcased
dramatically, and a climate of viclence and
fear devcloped on a scale, that Jamaicans
had never before witnessed.

On Octoher 30th, more than 80% of the
Jamaican electorate turned out 1o the polls.
The victory [or the JLP was absolute — 51
out of 60 seats, and almost 60% of the popu-
lar vote. ‘

Fvervone left of centre seems to remems-
her a feeling of extreme depression as they
watched the result come 1n that night. Yet at
the same time, there was a sigh of rehet, All
the signs indicated that if the JLP did not
win at the polls, it would have organised to
win by the gun. Heavy CIA involvement on
the island indicated that the US would at
least covertly back such an effort. Either a
JLP victory or civil war were taken to be the
prospects.

The PNP is now in dire crisis, With only
nine seats in the Jamaican parliament, and
the major newspaper unabashedly biased in
support of the JLP, the PNP has to work
hard to keep up a public profile. Manley’s
submission of resignation to the Party’s
Nationa!l Executive has been overwhelm-
ingly rejected. His response has been fto
place clear conditions on his continued
leadership—no more association with
‘Communists’; no more party ‘indiscipline’;
more central *‘control’ over party activists
and public spokespeople.

It sum, the PNP is (o take a sharp turn to
the right, and assurances that those who
retuse to follow that turn will be severely
dealt with arc 1o be given. The next PNP
congress. to take place in September, s lik-
ely 10 see @ sharp divide hetween lelt and

right. So strong are the tensions 1n light ot

the PNP's defeal. that thereare rumours of a
PNP split at the congress. Such an event
would see a more left-leaning, but stull social
democratic, party emerge on the Jamaican
scene.

The JI.P. and the Seaga government, are
also hardly without difficutties. In the short
term, money is coming into the country. The
major international capitalist powers have
certainly backed Seaga to the hilt—betore,
during and atter the election. Ronald Rea-
gan had the dubious henour of receiving
Edward Scapa as the first head of state to
visit the new president. A loan pledge of $7
million was announced soon alter, followed
by a Canadian pledge in the same month.

One indication of the extent of US mterest
i5 the setting up of a spectal US Business
Committee on Jamaica, The Committee 15
chaired by none other than David Rocketel-
ler. and includes leading ¢xecutives from
Exxon, Gulf, United Brands. Kaiser, Rey-
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nolds, Alcoa, and Western and Eastern
Airhines.

Since the first meeting of the Committee,
some $1.500 million on loans from the
Woarld Bank, a number of Western coutries,
commercial banks, and the IMT have been
sccured. Bul while short-term tunding rolls
in, Seaga has still been forced to approve the
printing of $227 million in unbacked cur-
rency to cover a gap in last year's budget.
The 1980-81 budget dehicit alone was $732
million,

A major factor in determining whether
foreign investment returns to Jamaica in
force is Seaga’s abilitvtocontrol the island’s
well-organised  trade  vnion  movement.
Though the current IME apreement states
no explicit wage guidelines—unlike the
agreements  negotiated  during  Manley’s
otfice—the terms of the loan depend upon
the maintenance of rigid wage cetlings.

The problem for Seaga is complicated by
the Jamatca Labour Party’s historic links to
the largest union on the island-—the Busta-
mante Industrial Trade Umon {(BITU)
(hence the party name). The party has
always held to a conservative political plat-
form. But the lounder of hoth the JI.P and
the BITU Alcxander Bustamanie—
depended upon trade unton support to cata-
pult him into power 1n the fate 19305, Since
the labour rebellion that swept the 1sland n
1938, no pelitical party has been able to
sustain a voting base without ofticizl trade
union aflilianon,

Today, the former prime minster and cur-
rent deputy prime minister in the JLP
government, Hugh Shearer, continues to
haid the utle of president in the BITU, The
long-standing mner-party rivalry between
Seaga and the more moderale Shearer 1s
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now being strained by the former’s extreme
anti-unmon stance.

Further, the second major union in
Jamaica, the National Workers” Union, 18
atfiliated to the PNP. The BITU leadership,
fearing a loss of membership to the rival
union, has been forced to take a hard line
public stance against Seaga’s anti-unionisim.

In order for Seaga to secure the confi-
dence of the multi-nationals, he will have to
prove he can suppress labour militancy: yet
open confrontation with labour will
increase support within the JLP for the
Shearer wing of the party, and weaken Sea-
ga’'s base of support.

Seapa's right-wing political and cconomic
strategy, following what the JLP has called
the ‘Puerte Rican model® 1s nothing new, It
will be no mare effective in challenging the
ravages of a world crisis on the niny island
than was Manley's band-aid reformism.
Further unemployment, double digit intla-
tion, massive indebtedness and increased
domestic repression will be the order of the
day.

But Jamaica’s working class remains
angry and militant, and its trade unions are
intact. Bob Marley’s cries tor justice for the
poor have struck a receptive chord among
people of all ages in Jamaica. But neither the
current union leadership, nor the main left-
wing party, the 500-member pro-Russian
Workers® Party of Jamaica, will direct that
militancy towards a decisive struggle lor
workers® power. Only an  international
working class movement can challenge the
stranglehold of the Western monopolies
over Jamaica and the other Carnbbean
istands. The need for a revolutionary social-
ist alternative in Jamaica today 15 greater
than ever,
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Currency chaos

As the crisis continues, so the anarchy of the system increases, Dollar rises, deutschmark in
trouble, devaluation of the Italian lira, pound falls, speculation against the franc — the
headlines alone bear witness to the chaos in the international exchange markets over the last
few months. But what really is happening? Pete Green explains.

The immediate cause is clear enough.
High interest rates in the Umted States.
hovering around the 20% level, have
proved an irresistible attraction for
holders of spare cash throughout the
world. ‘Hot money” as it is known, can be
held by anyone from large multuinational
corporations 1o oil sheikhs. To obtain the
20%% nterest available from US banks or
the American government’s ‘treasury
biils’, all they have to do is to swop their
holdings of pounds, marks or whatever.
for dollars. What it adds up to is the rapid
movement of huge sums of money from
one country to another, wreaking havoc
on the foreign exchanges as they go.

Only two years ago, all the financial
commentators were frantic sbout the
decline of the dollar. A year ago it was the
rise of the pound which was causing a stir.
Now they are all complaining about the
dollar going up and an interest-rate war.
That is not just a matter of academscs and
journalists suffering from- a chromc
inability to make up their minds. [t
expresses the deep-rooted contradictions
and the intensification of competitive
pressurcs in the world economy.

There are no exchanpe rates between
England and Scotland, or London and
Yorkshire. In arational world there would
be no exchange rates at all. There would
be a single world money (with a hmited
and rapidly diminishing role), serving an
organised system of global production. As

it is, exchange rates express the division of

the world into national chunks managed
by states jealous of their prerogatives,
especially their ‘own’ bits of paper called
money. The instability of those rates
expresses the contradiction between these
national divisions and the international
character of trade, finance, and,
increasingly. production.

In the 19th century the pound, and after
the sccond world war the dollar, played
the rtole of world currencies, acceptable
everywhere. As long as the pound or the
dollar were strong that meant stabihity on
the world financial markets. But by the
late 1960s the relative dectine of the
American economy and the inflatonary
impact of the Vietnam war had
undermined the strength of the dollar and
its acceptability on world markets. Aftera
succession of cnises the fixed link between
the dollar and gold which underpinned
that acceptability was broken. From 1972
the dollar and most other currencies were
allowed to ‘float’, to move up and down
freely as the ‘market’ deaided.

Since 1972 there have been extreme
fluctuations of exchange rates, reflecting
the unevenngss of the crisis between
different countries, and the growth i “hot
money' especially o1l money' which can

be shifted from one country to another.
With profit rates in many industnies low or
uncertain, multinationals, banks and the
OPEC countries are all unsure what to do
with their money. Reuluctant to
‘"mmaobilise’ it in ‘real investment’, In
factories, machinery and labour, they shift
it instead from one financial market to
another in search of the best short-term

_profit going.

As governments seek to attract or hold
onto these funds. mterest-rates arc forced
up throughout the world. The movement
of funds serves to transmit recession from
one country to another. Events on the
New York financial markets have
repercussions throughout the world. They
can forcc up interest-rates in Bonn and
lead to German  workers  being
unemployed. They can add to the debt-
burden of countrics ke Turkey or Bolivia
and provide the background for a right-
wing coup. Those events are not the basic
cause of the ¢nsis. But they do add to it -
and make it impossible tor governments
individually or cellectively to take action
to deal with ic.

In Britain rhetoric about the “pound
has long been used to justify all sorts of
attacks on working-class living standards.
Whether the pound is falling. as 1n most of
the early seventics, or rising, as in the last
vears, workers are the ones who are
expected to pay. Bul what does it all really
amount to? [s the fall in the pound a bad
thing — as Chancellor Healey said in 19767
Or is it a good thing — as Dennis Healey in
Opposition is saying? Before looking at
what’s happenmg to the world economy,
it’s worth examining just what the changes
in the exchange rate have meant tor one
economy - the British,

The Rise and Fall of the Pound

The pound’s fall against the dollar was

rather more rapid than 1ts earlier rise. At
the time of writing it had recovered slightly
to around £1 to $2 = but this still amounted
ta a fall of around 20% on it s value at the
beginning of 1981 (although n had fallen
much less against the other Europcuan
curencies which have alse been 1n
trouble.)

For over a yeas the CBI and the TUC
complained that the value of the pound
was too high. The rise made exports more
expensive  and  Imports  cheaper.
Combined with a high rate of inflation this
meant an average ‘loss of competitiveness’
of around 30% in the three years from
January 1978. The price of goeds made in
Britain rose on average by 50% compared
to that of goods made elsewherc.
Exporting firms were forced erther to cut
prices and squeeze their profits to face a
loss of sales. Even now British-based
capitals are still at a significant
disadvantage compared with  their
European compettors.

In the Sunday Times of 14 June, the
chairman of ICI claimed that ICI profits go
up or down by £2Y2m with each change of
only a pfennig in the pound’s rate against
the mark (ICPs major European
competitors are are based in Germany).
Last year when the pound rose trom 3.9 to
4.9 against the mark, thus cost [CI £250m
in profit. Similarly Michael Edwardes has
said that the rise of the pound cost British
[eyland £1.7 billion in 1978-80.

From one point of view therefore, the
rise of the pound has been one of the main
causes of the slump in Britain being s0
much worse than elsewhere (with
industrial production falling by 6% last
vear). The fall in the pound should be
providing welcome relief, vyet the
response has scarcely been enthusiashic. A
falling pound also means problens.

When the pound falls the price of
imports rises. For firms subject to intense
foreign competition that is good news. For
those relying on imported raw materials.
machinery and components it is not. The
one success in the Tories™ economic
record. a rather moderate reduction in the
rate of inflation, is largely attributable 10
the strength of the pound. Now that i3
threatened. Not only will the price of
imports tise. Domestic firms competing
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with imported goods will also seize the
apportunity to put their prices up.

The expenence of *Hoating rates’ since
1972 has  consistently  shown  how
mflationary a fall m the rate can be -
especially if the country like Britain is one
heavily dependent upon foreign trade.
The nise in inflation prices British goods
out of foreign markets, causing the
exchange rate to fall, which in turn boosts
inflation — and so on in a vicious ¢ircle. For
much of the 7(ls that was the situation in
Britain. Only North Sea oil and the forcing
up of interest rates by the Tores changed
the situation and caused the pound to nisc.
Now there are several reasons why the fall

should continue.
The scale of the recession has meant a

glut of oil. The price of North Sea o1l has
just had to be cut. That has added 1o the
pressures  reducing  Britain's  current
account surplus (the trading surplus which
comes from an excess of the amount of
toreign exchange reccived for exports
that paid out for imports). The surplus on
trade has only been high recently because
of oil and because imports  have
plummeted with the stfump. By the end of
the vear the current account 1s expected to
be in deficit once again.

(On top of that huge amounts of money
ar¢ being sent out of the country for
overseas investment. In the first quarter of
this year the outflow of capital amounted
t £2.558 bn, a new record, and almaost as
much as the total trading surplus for the
whole of 1950, Insurance companies,
pension funds and the banks in particular
have been shifting funds abroad as fast as
possible. in the face of the collapse of
profitabilitv mm much of British industry.
Manufacturing  tnvestment in  Britain
continues to tall (by 8% in 1980 and by an
expected 179% tn 1981).

in effect, the foreign exchange saved or,

obtained by North Sea oil is being used to
finance a tlight overscas of British capital.
Mcanwhile the Cambridge Economic
Policy Group 18 predicting 4,300,000
unemploved by 1985 and their ‘pessimism’
has been consistently right in the last two
years.

It 1s impossible to predict what will
happen on the foreign exchange markets
(which s another reason why firms aren’t
too bappv). The whole situation 1s far too

volatile. But if the tall in the pound does

get out of hand, as it did in 1976, the Tories
will be forced to do something. Interest
rates will rise again. That wall put further
strain - on all  those companies  and
individuals secking to borrow money or
heavily in debt. Fhe effect will be to further
nusipone the much heralded recovery. In
the rest of Europe the ‘recession’ 1s already
proving much more durable thanexpected.

Reaganism and the World Economy

[n contrast, in the Unted States the
economy seems to have staged a rapid
turnaround. Output grew at an annual
rate of 6.5% 1n the first quarter of 1941,
However, it remains below the peak ievel
of early 1979, Factonies are being pushed
up to working at full capacity agam. But
the recovery will not be sustained unless

The US~UK Interest Rate Gap
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investment rises and capacity is increased.
That is hughly unlikely {General Motors
recently announced the postponement of
two new assembly plants part of its $40bn
investment programme). Indeed the
Reagan government seems to be doing
cverything possible to prevent it.

The Reagan programme 15 strikingly
reminiscent of that of the Tories in 1979, It
15 4 blatantiy victous example of class rule.
Tax cuts for business and the rich are to be
financed by cuts of nearly 350 bn in public
expenditure by 1982, With defence
spending planned to rise by $30 bn (a real
increase of 14.6% a ‘peacetime’ record)
what that means for welfare, the
unemployed and public sector jobs is truly
horrific.

Apart from what are quaintly termed its
‘redistributive’ effects the programme will
be deflationary. The ievel of spending and
thus demand 1n the economy will fall. The
notion that tax cuts will stimulate the
cconomy through incentives is ludicrous.
[t the British experience proves anything it
1s that any amount of tax cuts will not
persuade capitalists to invest when profits
ate low and demand s stagniant.

Yet Reagan is coming under attack,
from Wall Street and in Congress — not for
boosting arms spending, not for cutting
welfare. but because the programme will
still mean a budget deficit which they tear
will be inHationary,

Nothing illustrates better the collapse of
the old Keynesian orthodoxy, that
governments should run deficit in times
of slump to stimulate the economy.
Instead the Amencan monetarists are
advocating policies of balanced budgets
and a monetary squeeze that can only
make things worse. The rise in interest
rates has been the government’s reponse
to the pressures from Wall Street,
designed to hold down a rate of mflation

still running at around 10%. Ttis that same

rise which will inhibit any revival in
investment and i1s adding to the chaos in
the world economy.

It seems hike madness, and of course it
15. Yet there is & warped logic to it. The
long term problems of declining American
productivity and competitiveness against

w A
1981

its main rivals in Germany and Japan have
not disappeared. Any recovery wiil, as in
1977-78, lead to a flood of imports and
rising inflation. The American working
class has been very much on the defensive
with real wages falling by 10% or more in
the last two years. Yet as the recent coal
strike tndicates workers could well start
hitting back given only a slight recovery,
As 1n Britain, Reagan’s monetarism 1s
designed to hit American warkers, clear
out the inefficient bits of the economy, and
let the market force through a restructing
of the economy. As in Britain the
consequences will be severe.

What it all means for the rest of the
world was summed up recently in the
Financial Times:

‘Hopes that a soundly-based world

economic recovery would begin gently

this year and accelerate through 1982

have been abandoned or at best

postponed, mainly because of the
gyrations of US Interest rates and the

strength of the dollar.” (June 8).

Throughout Europe governments have
been pushing up their interest-rates to
stem the devaluation of their currencies
against the dollar. That has added to the
pressures forcing down their already weak
economics. All the other major European
countries are now expected to show a fall
in the &NP this year.

For the ‘middie-income’ countries such
as Brazil, South Korea, Turkey and
Poland which are heavily in debt to the
world’s banks, the consequences are if
anything worse. One estimate is that each
percentage point on Eurodollar interest
rates adds $1.3 hillion to their interest
payments. They will have to cut their
imports and their level of borrowing, again
putting the squeeze on their economies.

The American government is proving
oblivious to the complaints from tts
supposed allies. Indeed so sharp were the
disagreements at the latest OECD summit
of economic ministers that they couldn’t
even produce a joint communique full of
the usual platitudes. That says a great deal
about the chaos in the world economy,
and the destructive competition between
the ruling classes of the world it is
generating.
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The horrible history of
- the House of Windsor

An undistinguished military man in his early thirties is to be married in front of vast crowds
: and the world’s press. How does this come about? What is there about the man which makes

| his person and doings se fascinating to millions of people? It can hardly be his personal
gualities. Despite acres of newsprint, there seems to be nothing very special ahout him which

| would distinguish him from thousands of other upper-class twits who merit much more
mndact treatment. The only possible explanation is the family he was born into, But what’s so

special about the Windsor family? Colin Sparks investigates.

All families have long histories and they
are usually littered with rather sordid
events about which it would be better to
say nothing. It 15 in the nature of the
institution that it makes people behave in
very strange ways, But since this particular
family is held up as a model to us all, and
rests its wealth and power purely and
simply on its history, it is well worth
looking hard at that history.

If Charles is going to be King because,
and only because, of his descent, it must
be admitted that his family’s record is so
spectacularly sordid, and so riddled with
malice and accident, that he would do
better to change his name and try to lcad 4
normal life.

Without delving too far into the murky
and bloody history of the English Crown,
with 1ts murders, 1MPrisoRMets,
usurpations, massacres and general
bloodiness, we can conveniently begin
with one James II. His subjects suspected
him, quite rightly, of secretly preparing
tyranny and of being a crypto-Catholic
{about the waorst thing you could be at the
time). He was consequently deposed in
the 'Glorious Revolution’ of 1688. This
was a bloodiess coup, largely because the
commander of the royal forces, a certain
John  Churchill, later Duke of
Marlborough and ancestor of the current
war-monger Winston Churchill, was
bribed to change sides just before the
decisive battle. This noble act founded the
young officer's future fortune but left the
old king with no army and no choice: he
had to run away. '

He was replaced by his daughter Mary.
Her claim to fame was that she was a
Protestant and was marned to the equally
Protestant William of Orange — King Billy
himself. So the origins of the modern
monarchy are based upon a military coup
and surrounded by bnibery, treachery and
foreign mercenaries.

After a few years, the direct hine of
descent ran out. The descendants of James
II were disqualified for their obstinate
persistence in Catholicism. So Parliament
hud to look around for someone else.
There were two qualifications: some $Of11
of distant claim and Protestantism — the
second of which was much more
important. They lighted on an obscure
German prince, the Elector of Hanover,
and duly shipped him over to be George 1.

There was not much wrong with lhim as a
King, apart from the tact that he could not
speak English,

Despite having locked his wife up in a
castle for 32 years, George I somehow
managed to produce offspring, and he was
duly succeeded by his son Geroge 11, who
managed to learn English. His main claim
to fame was that, despite having fought in
many battles, he eventually died by falling
off a lavatory seat in Kensington Palace.
striking his head against a chest and
cxpiring from the wound thus glonously
received. His son, Frederick, was already
dead, having been hit by a tenms ball nine
years earlier, so he was succeeded by his 22
vedr old grandson, George I11.

If Georges Mark I and Mark IT had been
harmless if rather expensive, George 11
was not at all harmless. He was simply the
most promineat of a pretty bad lot.

His sister, Caroline Matilda, for
example, was married off at the age of 15
to the King of Denmark, whose major
activity was, as the chromnicles guaintly put
it. pursuing ‘low amours’. To recompense
herself she took as a lover the Prime

Minister,  Struensee. This  being
discovered, he was hanged for s temerity
and she was locked up in a castle »

for the rest of her hife.
Ceorge’s voungest brother,
the Duke of Cumberland,
seduced Lady Grosvenor,
was sued by her husband
for ‘criminal conversation’
(ie adultery) and had
his love letters read
out 1n open court.
Another brother lived
with @ woman who
had the triple
handicap of being

a widow, tllegitimate,
and the daughter
of a tradeswoman.

R

George IIT, whowasabitofasnob and a
lot of a puritan, decided that these goings
on were getting the family a bad name. and
he determined to clean things up a bic,
One of his mam instruments was the Royal
Marrmages Act. which he forced through
parliament m 1772, This piece of
despotism, which s still 1n force. states
that any marriage of a descendant of
Creorge IT is null and voud if contracted
without roval consent. This causcd an
awful lot of trouble because, while George
[11 had a lot of children. they were. in the
main, 4 very much worse lot even than his
hrothers and sisters.

All ot his morality had an unfortunate
gffect on poor George. and he became a
littie crarzy. On one occasion, driving
through the Royal Park at Windsor., he
stopped his coach, got out and tried to
shake hands with an oak, being under the
impression that it was FPrederick  the
Crreat, King of Prussia, This state of mind
came and went with George until, opening
the Isll session of Parllament, he began
his address: "My Lords and Peacocks . .07
This was going too tur: he was declared
unfit to rule, locked away in Windsor
Castle, and his cldest son was made Prince
Regent.

Now, it George T was mad. his son was
positively bad. He had, for example,
committed the greatest crime that any
[uture King of England s capable of: he
had married a Catholic. Besides this. his
extravagance. his reactuon. his general
uselessness, were nothing, His marriage,
to a Mrs Fitzherbert. in 1785, he kept a
secret,  but 1t presented  him o with
problems. It made it difficult to marry
legally and beget an heir, and withourt that
assurance of future nmonarchy., Parliament
would not agree to pay off his enormous
debts. Fortunatelv. Mrs Fitzherbert was a
reasonable woman, and tor a bnbe of
L3 OO0 a vear, agreed to keep quict about
the whole thing.




This noble gesture freed the Prince of
Wailes to marry his cousin, Caroline of
Brunswick, who had been located on the
Prince’s instructions that. 'One damned
German frau 15 as good as another.” The
couple met for the first time three days
before the wedding, and hated each other
on sight. The Prince was drunk during the
wedding, and had to be supported by the
Duke of Bedford. The bride nearly fcll
down under the weight of her wedding
dress. Despite these ill omens, the
marriage produced a daughter, the
succession was  secured. and  Princess
Caroline was given her marching orders in
the shape of a formal letter of separation.
The Prince of Wales resumed his life with
Mrs Fitzherbert.

S0 far, things have becen simple if
unpleasant, but at this point it starts 1o get
complicated. In 1817, the successor,
frincess Charlotte, died giving birth to a
still-born child, and the whole business
was back in the melting pot.

The Prince Regent was in a mess. He
was married to Mrs Fitzherbert, but she
was a Roman Cathobe, and af this was
discovered he would forfeit his title and be
convicted of bigamy to boot. He could
shelter benind the Roval Marnage Act but
his second regal wife was completely
¢stranged from him. One recourse Was to
divorce Caroline and find a third wife. This
could only be done on grounds of
adultery, which was quite drastic, since the
adultery of the wite of the hcir te the
thronc 1s High Treason. and if convicted,
Princess Caroline would bave to be
beheaded. '

(Incidentally, this piece of barbarism is
still law, so Lady Dh had better keep her
vows If she wants to keep her head. )

There were plenty of children floating
around from his vanous brothers. but they
were all illegumate — due once agam to
the aforesaid Roval Marriages Act — and
none of them would do. The Prince started

proceedings to divorce his wife, which
turned up a good decal ot extremely
unsavoeury evidence as to her activities
with her brother Bergami, but she died
before she could be tried. The Royal
Brothers also toak matters in hand. They
left their long-standing mistresses in the
lurch and hurried off to find eligibie
princesses.

Like the reahty they
conceal, the House of
Windsor are a
festering sore, and the
oreat lie that they are
fitted to reign over us
is the apex of a
system of lies.

The situation was pretty desperate. The
unemploved regularly took pot shots at
the Prince Regent with live ammunition,
and it one of them were to aim straight, the
first 17 candidates for the throne had no
chiidien who could legally inherit. And
the first 14 candidates were all themselves
over 4H). Unless one of them could get
legally marned and produce a legal heir,
then it was a farr bet that the crown would
pass from ageing hand to ageing band
quicker than the ball at Cardiff Arms
Fark. This, it was felt, would be bad
publicity for an already detested
monarchy and might give occasion for
seditious activity tending in a distinctly
Jacebin direction.

There was an additional incentive: legal
marriage and legal heirs were the only
things that would persuade Parliament to
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raise the salaries of these extravagant
drones and pay off their vast debts.
Fortunately for all concerned, the
numercus royal houses of Germany had
numerous offspring whose parents were
quite happy to overlook the moral and
personal shortcomings of future spouses
who might be expected to sit on the throne
of England. Censequently a ready supply
of royal brides and bridegrooms were on
hand. Thus a Princess Adelaide of Saxe-

Memingen had no qualms in marrying the-

foul-mouthed and disgustingly reactionary
Duke of Clarence, despite the fact that he
had only just left the actress Mrs Jordan
with whom he had lived happily for 20
years. And at the same ceremony, a
Princess Victoria of Saxe-Coburg took on
the relatively progressive Duke of Kent,
who had just left Madame de St Laurent,
with whom he had lived for 27 years.

There were a flurry of other Royal
Weddings, but the succession was soon
secured: the Duke of Kent and Princess
Victoria produced a daughter named
Victoria. Thus, when George 111 described
by Shelley as ‘An old, mad, blind,
despised and dying king’ finally snuffed it
in 182(}, the Prince Regent duly became
George IV. He was succeeded by hias
brother the Duke of Clarence as William
IV, and he by Victoria,

With her, things settled down a bit. She
reigned for an awfully long time and was
pretty respectable. Around her, the myth

of the modern monarchy was built. Some

idea of the breadth of her comprehension
can be judged from the fact that female
homosexuality has never been illegal in
Britain, since she refused to beheve that
women did that sort of thing and
consequently 1t was exempted from
legislation.

She married yet another roval German
stud, Prince Albert, and produced an
enarmous brood. Her successor, Edward
VII, was rather less respectable, gambling
prodigiousiy and ailegedly cheating at
cards, but his personal scandals were
confined to ilkhcit liaisons with actresses
and married women rather than
horrendous crimes like secret marriages to
Catholics. His successor, George V, was
agaln very respectable. On being told that
a famous man was a homosexual, he
replied, *But I thought that chaps like that
shot themselves,’

Sa far, the vaganes of the succession
had depended on the bizarre accidents of
dynastic matrimony, and with George V's
marriage to Princess Mary of Teck, great-
grandaughter of George III, it looked as
though things were nicely sewn up among
the petty German princes. Almost without
exception, these peopie had been political
reactionaries of the deepest hue, but they
had never been too far out of step with the
ruling classes. At this point there comes
about a filthy coincidence of reactionary
politics and the absuard regulations of royal
marrtage which ance again shifted the line
of succession drastically.

The successor to George V was Edward
VIII. He wanted 1o marry a Mrs Simpson,
who was a commoner, an American, and a
divorcee. About the only thing going for
her was that she was not a Catholic. In
additien, .. yoeNg - BEdward was an
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George |l a5 seen by his contemporaries;

above) swalluwinP plunder supplied by
arren Hastings, [right} ridden into battle
against reform by his prime minster Pitt.
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enthusiastic admirer of Adolt ihitler. The
British ruling class did not much mind
fascism as long as it kept the workers 1n
check. but some of them saw a war coming
with Germany over the spoils of the world,
and thought that they nceded o watch
their backs. Consegquently, Edward was
forced to abdicate.

He immediately shuttled off to the
Bertschesgarden 1o have an audience with
Hitler, who went on record as considering,
him  ‘an deal  fascist monarch’. He
continued his contacts with the Nazis
during the war. In 90 the Spanish
foreign minister, one ol  the
mtermediances. reported: "The Duke 15 4
hrm supporter of a peacelul srrangement
with CGretmany. The Duke  definitely
believes that continued severe bombing
would make England ready for peace.” A
later  dispatch said: “The Duke was
considering muking a public statement. .
disavowing present English policy and
breaking with his brother (ie the King).’
Fverd when shipped off to the West Indies.
he continued 1n contact with Nazi agents.
and atter the war settded down next door
to Oswald Moslcy cutside Pans.

His brother and successor, George VI,
broke with tradition by marrving a

commoner, Elizabeth Bowes-Lyon, the
current Qucen Mother and an enthusiastic
supporter of lTan Smith. Their cldest
daughter 15 now Queen, mamed to a
Crreek of German roval origin,  and
mother of the splendidly undistinguished
Charles. It is on that illustrious history that
his claim to cur attention and respect rests,

Nothing sums up the tacky nature of the
British royal house so much as its name.
We have traced a welter of Guelphs, Saxe-
Coburgs, Saxe-Meiningens. and god
knows wlat ¢lsc, none of which seem o
bear much relatien to homely old
Windsor. The fact 15 that 1t was changed to
Windsor for "patriofic’ reasons during the
wave of ant-CGerman feehing at 1he start of
the Fist World War., They are a family
whose record proves ttme and time again
that they will do Iiterally anything to hang
on to their wealth and power.

None of this would count for much, or
even be worth the telling, it it were not for
the idenlogicai importance of the House of
Windsor. They are projected as a central
tmage of our society. They buttress the
idea of the family. They prove that some
are born to rule and others to be ruled.
They embody the notion that merit is of no
importance and inheritance is everything.

They arc the focus of every attempt to
paper over the stinking decaymng reality of
British sociely with pretty pictures of an
ideal dream of the past. Like the realty
they conceal, they are a festering sore, and
the great lie that they are fited by
hreeding to reign over us 15 the apex of a
system of hes which drowns the truth every
day.

Colin Sparks
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The English Republicans

Scottish, Welsh and, especially, Irish republicans are ten a penny. The English, on the other
hand, are allegedly inflicted with some genetic mental defect that makes them cower before
crowns and thrones and leap to attention and bare their heads at the sound of the opening

hars of the National Anthem.

There is, unfortunately, a lot of truth in this: royalism has a deep hold on English thinking
and penetrates well into the labour movement. From Ramsay MacDonald to Harold Wiisen,
I.abour prime ministers have displaved a quite sickening devotion to whichever crowned
clown happens to be sitting at the top of the mall. That is not all of the story, though. There is
a long and stubborn republican tradition in Engiland. Colin Sparks looks at it.

There have been at least two penods in
which republicanism has commanded
mass support. On both of these occasions,
the leading republican thinkers were the
ideciogical representatives of the bour-
geoisie, but in both cases the bourgecisie
itself, once it saw the consequencies of
consisitent republicanism, backed down and
made 1ts peace with royalty. It was left to
the plebian, and later proletarian. inheritors
to keep up the struggle.

The first mass flourishing of English
repubhicamism was durimg the Enghsh
Revolution of 1641-60. For a long time,
the leaders of the Parliamentary forces
comforted themselves with the notion that
they were actually fighting for the King,
and only against his advisers who had rmsled
him. A conseguence of this was that they
did very badly, suffering defeats and missing
opportunities for victones. But the dynamic
of the war was already forcing new men to
the fore, who had far fewer illusions in the
King and were determined to beat him,

The best known of these was Oliver
Cromwell. He told his troops:

‘I will not deceive you nor make you

believe, as my commission has it, that

you are going to fight for the king and
parliament: 1f the King were before me |
would shoot him as another; if your
conscience will not allow you to do as
much, go and serve clsewhere.’
Once the king had been beateén, there was
. the problem of what to do with him. The
compromisers still wanted to do deals with
him, but Cromwell and his independent
party controlled the armed forces and
suitably intimidated the opposition, telling
the special court that: *“We will cut off his
head with the crown upon it.”

Charles Stuart was duly judged as a
“tyrant, traitor, murderer and enemy (o
the country’. Cromwell himsell wrote out
the death warrant, and on 30th January
1648 the King was beheaded in Whitehall,

The regicides had their theoreticians.
The best known wuas the torcign minister
and poet, John Milton. Less than two
weeks after the execution he published a
book justifying it called: The Tenure of
Kings and magistrates, proving thar it Is
fuwful, and hath been held so through all
ages, for any, who have the power, to call
to gocount a tyrarnt, or wicked king, and
after due conviction, to depose, and put
him to death.

Milton broadened his ideas to a general
statement of republican principles, which
hc publised as The Readic and Fasie Way
to Establish a Free Commonwealth, and
the Excellence thereof compar’d with the

inconvenience and dangers of readmitting

kingshup tn thiy nation, just before the

Restoration of 1660. In this, he argued:
‘People must needs be mad or strangely
infatuated that build the chief hope of
their common happiness of safety on a
single person. .. The happiness of a
nation must needs be lirmest and
certainest in a full and free Councel of
their own electing, where no single
person, but reason only sways.”

By then, there were few to listen to
Milton. Cromwell's  own  generals
negotiated and arranged the restoration of
monarchy. Among their reasons was the
dangerous implication of the arguments
that Milton was using. If the revolution
had been led by landlords, merchants,
even great nobles, much of the hardest
fighting had been don¢ by working men
from the towns and fHelds and, in the
course ot the war, they developed ther
own, radical 1deas.

The Leveller, Overton. wrote:

"1t is naturally inbred in the major part

of the nohiiity and gentry 10 oppress the

persons of such sort that are not as rich
and honourable as themselves, to Judge
the poor but fools and them wise ... 1tis
they that oppress you, mnsomuch that
vour .slavery s their hberty, your
poverty Is their prosperity.’

Another group ot Levellers went even

further:

We were before ruled by Kings, Lords
and Commons, now by a General, a
Court Martial and a House of
Commons; we pray yvou, what is the
difference? ... We have not the change
ot kingdom to 4 commonwealth, we are
only under the old cheat,  the
transmutatton of names but with the
addition of new tyrannies to the old . ..
and the last state of this commonwcalith
1s worse than the first.”

To the left of the 1.cvellers stood the
Dnggers, who had a clear idea as to the
origin of all this misery and a theory and a
programme for righting it

Diggersand Levellersalike werc crushed
by the generals, shot at Burford Church
for refusing to serve in lreland or driven
trom St George’s Hill by soldiers. But the
idea was there still, rooted in the brain of
the common people and rooted in the brain
of the rich. It was this that the elegant
arguments of Mr Milton led to. Better by
far 1o forget the ideals of republicanism,
compromise with a rotten kKing and a rotten
court. lestinthe struggle apainst them there
was a loss of aff power and priviligges.

The mnext great outburst if popular
republicanmism was at the end of the
eighteenth and the start of the nineteenth
century. The monarchy was widely hated
on all sides, and new sections of the rich
were emerging, an industnal bourgeoisie
who wanted their place in the system
which the cxisting set-up denied them.
The upsurge was crystalhised and given
form by the journalist Thomas Paine.

In 1776, Paine published a pamphlet
Commeon Sense. which was an immediate
best seller and made him a famous man.
The pamphlet 15 a justification of the
American Revolution, butin his argument
Paine raised more general questions,

Pamme asked what was the ongin of
kingship:

... It1s more than probable, that could

wi  tuke oftf the dark covening of

antigquity, and trace them to their first
rise, that we should find the first of them
nothing better than the principal ruffian
of some restless gang, whose savage
manners or pre-eminence in subtilty
obtained him the title of chicf among
plunderers.”
And tf kings in general owed their origins
to a robber band, the King of England in
particular held his title purcly by that
right:

'Cngland, since the conquest hath

known some few good monarchs, but

groaned beneath a much larger number
of bad ones, yet no man in his scnses can
say that their claam under William the

Congqueror is a very honourable one. A

French bastard landing with an armed

banditti, and cstablishing himsclt king

of England against the consent of the
natives, 15 mn plain lerms a very paltry
rascally original. 1t certainly hath no
divinity  in it That  Williamn  the

Congueror was an usurper 15 a fact not

to be contradicted. The plain truth is,

that the antiquity of the English
monarchy will not bear looking inta.”

The Amencan Revolution  cchoed
across the Atlantic. When the Brntish
general Cornwallis  surrendered  at
Yorktown, he ordered his band to play a
tune called *The World Turned Upside
Down’. Before long that choice proved
very apposite. In 1789 the people in Paris
stormed  the Bastile and the French
Revolution had begun.

Having scen the birth of two free
nations, Paine wished to see the birth of a
third — that of Britain.

He wrotc The Righrs of Man, which
became an instant best seller. In this book
Paine repeated and developed his ideas
about the origins of kingship, and was
particularly  savage about  hereditary
monarchy:

"Hereditary succession 15 a burlesque

upon monarchy. It puts it im the maost

ridiculous light, by presenting i1 as an

oftice which any child oridiot may fili. i

requires some talents to be a common

nechanic: but. to be a king, requires
only the animal Agure of man - asortof
breathing automaton.’
For Paine. the spread of republican
principles was the guarantee of a new and
better world:
“Never did so great an opportunity offer
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itself to England. and to all Europe, as is
produced by the two revolutions of
America and Erance. .. When another
national shall join France, desotism and
bad government will scarccly dare to
appear. To use a tnte expression, the
iron 1s becoming hot all over Europe,
The 1nsulted German and the enslaved
Spaniard. the Russ and the Pole, are
beginning to think. The present age will
hereafter merit to be called the age of
reason, and the present generation will
appear to the futurc as the Adam of a
new world.’

The movement which Paine had done so
much to inspire met savage repression and
was broken. But the ideas of
republicanism  continued tw  have
widespread circulation. The poet Keats,
for example wrote in 1815 & poecm On 29
May: the Anniversary of the Restoration of
Charles I

Infatuate Britons, will vou still proclaim

His memory, your direst, foulest

shame?

Nor patriots revere?

Ah! while T hear each traitorous lying

bell,

“Tis gullant Sidney's , Russell’s, Vane's

sad knell,
That pains my wounded ear.
(Sidney, Russell and Vane were

condemned to death by Charles 1l for
having voted tor his father’s execution.)

But, though many capitalists and intel-
lectuals were distanced from the idea of
monarchy, active republicanism was more
and more a prerogative of the newly
emerging working class movement. Paine
himself had always been a defender of
private property, believing that this was
the way to establish freedom, equality and
plenty.

But the arguments that he used against
the idea of monarchy and hereditary

which  had
Consider his
crushing demolition of Burke’s argument
for hereditary legislators:
“The 1dea of hereditary legislation is as

government were  ones
dangerous consequences.

Inconsistent  as  that of hereditary
judges, or hcreditary juries: and as
absurd as an hereditary mathematician,
or an hereditary wise man; and as
ridiculous  as  an  hereditary  poet-
laurcate.”

That 1s a fine and irrefutable argument,
but it is open for some wage slave to take it
a lot further. What answer comes if we ask
what basis there is for any sort of
hereditary social power — for example the
private  ownership of the means of
praduction? By Paine’s own logic, the
answer 15 a socialist one.

[t 1s thus that the republican trudition
has. since then, been almost exclusively a
prolctarian  ong, There have been
bourgeois republicans since, and probabiy
many of the capitalists even today consider
the monarchy a quaint and outdated
institution,  Even an editor of The
teonomist. Bagehot, considered it as
‘decorative’ rather than ‘efficient’. But it
was  the 1llegal and working class
newspaper The  Republican  which
denounced the Peterloo massacre in 1819,
and 11 was n Julian Hannev's The Red
Repubfican of Y November 1850 that a lead
article  Manifeste  of the German
Cormmunist Party, by a certain K. Marx
and F. Engels, appeared.

The tradition continued with William
Morris. 'the” name of his paper
Commonweal harks back to Milton, and it
was there that the denunciation of the
{887 Jubilee appeared:

‘Socialists feel of coursc that the mere
abolition of the monarchy would help
them litdde if it only gave place to a
middle-class republic. .. Nevertheless,

1819 - a manth
after the
Peterloo
massacre -
Goorge
Cruikshank
ictures the
rince Regent
and his
ministars
fleeing [rom a
walking
guiligiine
wearing the
republican cap.

now the monstrous stupidity is on us —
one’s indignation swells pretty much to
the bursting point. We must not, after
all forget what the hideous, revoliing,
and vulgar tomfoolery in question really
means nowadays. ..’

The modern revolutionary movement is
proud to claim to stand in this republican
tradition. Of course, the real power of the
English crown is feeble today. Charles III
will be no despot like Charles 1. He will do
cxactly what his capitalist masters tell him
te do. He will be, 1n substance, little more
than an enormously ¢xpensive parasite
upon the backs of the working people. But
the monarchy is more than substantial
importance; it also carries an enormous
symbolic weight. It 1s one of the key pins of
the ruling ideology. The struggle against
the monarchy 1s an important part of the
deological struggle for socialism.

It is a struggle which only socialists can
now wage. In previous cpochs, like the
anes we have glanced at, the monarchy
represented the interests of classes, or
parts of classes, which were at ogds with
important sections of property owners.
Somc of them were prepared to fight the
king in their own interests, and others
were happy to denounce him. That is not
true today. The English throne is linked by
chains of pold to the capitalist order. The
only class which has an interest in the
overthrow of the monarchy s the class
which has an intcrest in the overthrow of
capitalism: the working class.

The last words belong to that great
republican Thomas Painc. When he wrote
them, they were not vet exactly true and
he certainly could not forsce what their
future meaning would be. But today they
are precisely right:

‘Monarchy would not have continued so

many apes 1n the world, had it not been

[or the abuses it protects. It is the

master-frand, which shelters all others.’
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The gay movement today

John Lindsey looks at how a movement that has given so many
people hope over the last decade 1s coping with pohitical and

eCcOonoImic Crisis.

Soon after the attempted coup in Spain, the
police raided a gay bar vet again and arres-
ted 40 people—the fifth raid 1n as many
months, From his comfortable cell Colonel
Tejero wrote an article for an influential
Catholic paper in which he called for the
elimimation of all those who campaign for
the ‘third sex’.

The response of the gay movement,
capable at one stage in Barcclona of calling a
demonstration of 8000, was paralysis. ‘But
we are all so tired’, said one activist. And
this after the PSUC, the Catalonian Com-
munist Party had gone further than any
ather European CP in its support {or gay
rights, including the standing of an openly
gay candidate. Mcanwhile the FAGC, the
‘main pay movement organisation, was split
over whether to use Spanish of Catalanin s
ieafless.

Yet the memory of what happened after
the Pinochet coup in Chile 1s fresh in thewr
minds. A number of them who attended the
international gay conference in Turin
shortly afterwards raised most urgently
their security should they be torced to flee in
the {ace of ancther, more successful, coup.

[n Britain palice raids on gay bars are still
capable of producing a response and mur-
ders of gay people still capable of precipitat-
ing demonstrations, but the heady feeling of
the 1970s has leng since heen lost and there
has been a scnse of routine, boredom, except

in the starstruck new gay clubs, which are
minting monegy,

Unless gay liberation is to remain the pro-
vince af the middle classes and ex-students
of halt a dozen industrial countries, we have
to have an understanding of where the gay
movement s¢ far has gone wrong, and what
its lessons really are.

Ever since the 1950s there had been a
campaign for legalisation of male homosex-
ual acts, and the change in law in 1967 in
Britain was part of a pattern right through-
out the world, duripng a period when a num-
ber of anomalies in the relationship between
the state and the individual were ironed out.
The upsurge of demonstrations, magazines,
meetings, discussions and conferences after
1970 however, was completely new, and put
forward fundamentally new demands—that
gay people are glad 10 be gay, that it 1s
society which is screwed up, not the individ-
ual homosexual, and that sex and sexuality
are social products, notunchanging biologi-
cal human inevitabilities. In other words, in
asserting the slogan of ‘Glad to be Gay’ was
also asserted the instability of ‘normal’
heterosexual relationships. -But where did
the enthusiasm go?

One result of the upsurge was the growth
of ‘gay capitalism’. This ts not nearly so
developed in Britain as in New York, San
Francisco or Amsterdam, but there was still
no shortage of peopic to take advantage of

the possibilities of a commercial gay scene.
Gay clubs, companies producing perfumes
and jewellery; hairdresscrs, all seized the
opportunity of the much wider implications
of the gay struggle in freemg men from white
shirts and short-back-and-sides. A whole
new industry of male-peacock grandeur,
hidden since the beginning of the Victorian
era, hlossomed.

Capitalism had no trouble in developing
commadities to satisty this new spending
power of young people during the post war
boom and the demands of gay liberation
ptayed their part in stimulating that boom,
Gay News which started Iife as a co-
operative, growing out of the demands of
the gay movement and giving them direc-
tion, now has an editor and a board of direc-
tors, and is as much subject to take-over bads
as the Observer. Virgin Records owns the
biggest gay disco in London—Hegven—
which changed hands for half a2 mitlion
pounds.

Another section of the gay movement
produced the analysis that basically
straights are the source of the problem. The
solution therefore is to create a world with-
out them. This led to the settimg up of gay
communities, either in the worst areas ot
decaying cities or in the countryside. These
groups proved o be pressure cookers for all
the contradictions of gay hberation, and
have blown themselves apart. However,
there remains from the ideas of gay identifi-
cation the most lasting valvable contribu-
tion, the gay switchboards and self-help
agencies, the alternative to the processions
of doctors, lawyers, soctologists, psychia-
trists and policermen whoattempted to *cure’
this ‘problem”.

But although essential in helping to
decontaminate your mind from the process
of being brought up, they sull present gay
hiberation as a matter of civil liberties and
individual liberation—'*I want the right to be
myself”—and the solution to the prohlems
of being gay in terms of having enough
money 10 be able 1o live a gay identity tn
terms of housing, entertainment, sex.

During the early stages of the gay move-
ment, there was a tendency which was
attracted to Marxism. Many of the early
fighters in the gay movements had been
socialists or communists. But the best res-
ponse of the left had been to tiake the ‘I want
the right to be myself” at its face value, and
to say that while civil liberties demands
would be supported, it was a matter of pri-
vate life and therefore had nothing to do
with politics. If that was the best response,
the worst was to say thal homosexuality is a
petty-bourgeois distortion which will disap-
pear in the secialist millennium,

The left was only just breaking from the
shell of Stalinism, correctly fecling the need
to establish links with the working class at
the point of production, but incorrectly
afraid of frightening the workers' byraising
1ssues in their newly-donned donkey jackets
which weren’t immediately related to the
workers” struggles, as if sex 1sn't.

It was only with the need to raise the
question of gay lhberation in the workplace
in order to fight sackings, victimmsations,

. gqueerbashing jokes int the canteen, that the

gay movement was thrust back on that lett
which had rejecied it and which it had rejec-
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ted. To come out at work requires conside-
rable courage and It 1s only possible to
survive If vou can find allies. To take up gay
rights systematcally to fight a sacking
requires courage, and an orgamsation. In
NALGO, NUT, CPSA, the unions where
systematic work on gay rights has best been
done, rank and file groups existed which
provided the network of suppotrt and
communication,

But vou cannot ralse the issue in the
labour movement as simply a matter of gay
rights, Or 4t least you can, but it won't stay
there. Because the experience most people
have of homosexuality comes from their
own childhood, education, the media, the
church, their opinions and arguments are
mnextricably tied up with theirr own sexuality,

The normality of divorce, childbattering,
wife-beating, arises as soon as discussion
commences. Questions of child-sexuality,
pacdophilia, the myths ot the molesters,
pornography and "do you want your s0on Lo
turn out one? cannot long be ducked.
Which means that the onginal questions of
the pay movement have to be asked once
agairi—if sexuality 15 a social product then
why has it emerged m the way it has, what
are 115 contradictions, and how do we act?

These questions cannol be answered
within the gay movement because thereisn’t
the width of experience and perspecthive 1o
make generalisation possible. It 1s only by
understanding the role that sexvality plays
11 the relations of preduction and in social
reproduction that we can then find a basis
for analysing our own situaiion, our own
responses. Without this understanding all
our attempts 1o fight for gay liberation will
be hampered by our own Fears and by resur-
gences of morality ever ditficult guestions,

There are no short cuts. Lvery queer-
bashing joke requires a response and an
argument. Every sacking requires a cam-
paign built around it, not because there 18
much chance of winning reinstateiment, hut
because every vicumisaluion gives the chance
of having the argument over again,

The comrades in Spain took a short cut.
They won the support ol their party without
having the argument right down to the rank
and tite, in the workplace, The result is that
when the attick comes comes and supportis
demanded, it is not torthcoming, There 15 of
course another side to 1t: when the working
Class fails o take the lead which the situa-
tion requtres, then groups of people whose
gxperience has marginalised them from the
matn stream of society, people who with the
lead of the working class could be drawn
into the struggle with 4 revolutionary poten-
tial, stand back and wait, or find individual
CRCAPISE TCHPONSES,

The result 1y that struggles For sexual libe-
ration are not carried into the heart of the
class and movements without the strength
and determinanon of the class will have no
will and no muscle.

Middle class gays (ry (o Cscape Into ano-
ther world, Whether 1L 15 an excape from
Barcelona to Marsedles or from Ishington (o
"Heaven' the parody of heterasexual society
which the gay movement takes on becomes
rnore and more ditficult to bear, Belore we
discovered liberation we lived with our bary
and jails. Now we have discovered liberution
we need a socialist revolution even muore.

GLC Bolognese?

I want to take up a couple of remarks [rom
Ken Livingstone's extremely interesting sta-
tement of what he sees g5 Labour’s strategy
forthe GLC.

The first 15 how he detines class. Ken
obviously regards class as being determined
by what views pcople hold. not by thewr
posttion in soclety, He writes ot skilled man-
ual workers that ‘they are not necessarily,
fust because of their factory background,
likely 1o be radical’. On the other hand, the
new intake of Labour councillors are the
products of 196%, have shifted to the left and
therefore are working ¢lass.

His analvsis of what people think may or
may not be correct, and certainiy sociahists
have to relate to all members of the ‘proieta-
riat’ {the workimg class seen in its widest
terms as all those who are forced 1o sell their
labour power to capital). But the real pointis
another: the potentiat economic powerofthe
mass of the population which Ken hopes to
represent 18 still concentrated inside the man-
uat working class. These people still exist
contrary to what Ken claims. He only has 1o
goto Park Roval Estate or the Lea Valley to
see that for himsclf,

The danger in Ken’s position 1s that by
concentrating on the new demands of the
radicalised white collar workers he could
perpetuate and cven increase the divisions

that have existed in the past between manual -

workers and the left, [.ook for instanccatthe
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swing to the Tories in areas like North East
London or the Midlands in the elections of
1979,

This view of class that Ken prociaims
obviously lies bechind his surprising state-
ment that the book Red Bologra has been
something of an inspitation for many of the
incoming Lahour councillors. Bologna has
been run by the [talian CPever since the end
of the war, anditwouldbesillviodenythatin
comparisonto therestof Italy tisa remarka-
bly nice city to live in.

However, the specific claim 1s that in
Bologna the local authority throwsits weight
hehind strikes. In general, this (s Just nottrue
— 1t only happens when the ruling Commu-
nist Party and the strikers' aims coincide and
that has rarely happened over the last lwelve
vears. In general, the CP has attempted to
mediate within strikes riather than help the
workers winthem. Thisishecausein Bologna
the CP s a party thatspans the classes and in
which ‘Red Bosses™ play a prominent role.

On a national level, the CP has tor vears
been trying to force its way into national
government alongside the Christian Demo-
crats; a governmental sirategy which contin-
ually rules out a whole-hearted detence of
workers’ strupgles.

A much more authorative book than Red
Bologna — Copimunism in fralvand France by
Blackmer and Tarrow —explains the reality
of the CP's intervention in disputes.

‘My obscrvations confirm those of other
students of the PCT in finding that the local
PCI is often drawn into labour disputes ...
and then it performs very much tike a referee
between Commumnist workers and Commu-
nist — or sympathetic — employers ... One
CPleadersaid, “‘thisotcourse has happened.
What happened. Well, we compromised
that’s what happened™ .

Hardly a very good model for a Labour
GLC to tollow!

The Communist Party tn Bologna though
does share one point in common with Ken
[ivingstone: 1t constantly tends to identity
the working class as itsclf, as those whoagree
with the CP. So anv attack on Lthe party was
jdentibied as an avack on the working class
itself.

Send me 12 issues of Sociahist Review
starting with the ISSUE.
| enclose £ ...

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

Return to Socialist Review, PO Box 82,
London E2.

Make cheques payable to SW
Distributors.
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In the ‘“Movement of 77, students, unem-
ployed and some white-collar workers united
in a mass protest against the CP’s line of the
Historic Compromise. The locatadministra-
tion cracked down; a militant of the move-
ment was shot dead, free radio stations were
closed down and dozens of militants ended
up (n jait.

No-one is suggesting that the same could
happen in London but [ would make two
suggeslions to the new Labour group:a)they
should rapidly do a bit more reading before
talking about the Bolognesc model and b)
they should recognise that the Party, be it
British Labour or ltalian Communist, 15 a
very ditferent thing from the working ciass
and they should never conluse the two.

Tim Potter |
Stoke Newington

No wonder we're cynical

1n the March issue of Socialist Review ]
explained why my experience working for
[.ambeth council led me to take Labour’s
promises for the GLC with a pinch ol salt. |
therefore read with interest the interview in
the last Seciglist Review with the new GILL.C
ieader.

First 1 must reply to Ken Livingstone's
remark that ‘alot of tendencies an the leftin
a desire to maintain their own credibility
always have to find an issue on which they
can differentiate themselves from the left
within the l.abour Party. The rates 1ssue has
bheen used in that wayv quite cynically.”

It must be admitted that it was the SWP
who raised the "No cuts no rate rises’ slogan
when Lambeth introduced that memorable

supplementary rate. We in the Lambecth
council workers SWP must also admit to a
somewhat cynical attitude to our employers.
I.ambeth’s latest blow in the fight agamnst
unemployment has been to threaten thewr
employees at Clapham Reception Centre
with compulsory redundancy ot redeploy-
ment. Next the council plans to introduce a
voluntary redundancy scheme. If our poli-
ics are to be called ‘bankrupt’ for opposing
this then the politics of municipal socialism
may equally be declared ‘redundant’.

It has taken no special effort, no Machiav-
ellian cunning, on aur part to ‘diflerentiate’
ourselves from the other side to the Lam-
beth U-turn. Ken Livingstone's solution ler
Lambeth, that the whole financial burden
be passed on to the rates, would have mcant
that this year’'s rate rise was 569 instead of
the hefty 37% the council did levy., The
council may wish 1o halance its budget. but
we who live in Lambeth have to balance
ours too!

On my estate we already pay morc in rates
than we do in rent and few people round
here can afford to be squeczed much harder.
The rates option blocks any possibility of
the council mobilising on the estates against
the Tories, The only effective mobilising
done when Lambeth raised s supplemen-
tary rate was led by the Tories.

Similarly it prevents mohilisation
amongst the council’s workforce. Although
from a purely sectionalist point of view rate
rises might seem a simple way to (inance the
demands that council unions raise there 1s
absolutely no faith in this option amongst
the workforce. Indecd T have seen in many
shop meetings how the memory of the suc-
cess of the right wing inspired demonstra-
ticns held against the supplementary rate,
once raised, can still paralyse council wor-
kers considering industrial action (handy
for our employers of course!).

[n any case Lambecth- council clearty
recognises that there is little room for tur-
ther rate rises, and Heseltine wail soon move
to make sure therc is cven less. As the Tories
tighten the screws on local government,
more and more cuts in both jobs and servi-
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ces will be the only legal "option’. The point
is that cuts and rate rises are not in fact two
different opticns; they are but two sides of
the failure o confront the government,

We draw no sectarian pleasure from the
sad defeat of Lambeth, but neither can we
duck the questions: what were the reasons
for that defeat? And how could the GLC do |
any better?

When asked if he would adopt the SWP’s
position, ‘No cuis no rate rises’, Ken Liv-
ingstone replied, ‘That bankruptcy option is
credible when you have got trade union and
mass support. But when the government
isn't threatened with defeat 1t opens the way
for the government to set vou aside’.

1 belicve we must take this argument
seriousty. Suppose the GLC turned round
romorrow and declared that they were no
longer prepared 1o pay out 1o the cuty finan-
ciers mare in interest than is levied from
them in rates. To da this without organising
to gain mass support would be nothing but
ultra-left substitutionism. Government
commissioners would in turn be ‘substi-
tuted® for the Labour councillors. This kind
of isolated confrontation would have no
benefit for the organisation and cenfidence
ol the class.

Our slogan, ‘No c¢uts no rate nses’,
though, means neither capitulation nor
ultra-lettism but class organisation. It must :
be used to link up tenants’ associations, |
opposed 10 rate rises but too isolated to
sustain active opposition, and council
unicns fighting to save jobs. It is the tulcrum
essential to the process of co-ordinating
ragmented opposition, in different sections
of the class, against the various effects of the
Tory onslaught on focal government servi-
ces. The new GLC still have sufficient credi-
bility to play a leading role in linking up
workers in the public sector and in the pri-
vate sectar, on the dole gueues and on the
gstales, wherever a fightback can be orga-
nised. The lorging of these links entails
opposition to culs and to rate rises.

it is therefore hard to understand Ken
[ivingstone when he says of the GLC mani-
festo, ‘We have a Labour Group with a
determination to carry it out (which is quite
unustal in Labour party terms)’, and asserts
‘the rate increase option does benefit our
class’.

Determination or no determination, the
Tories simply will not permit the expendi-
ture necessary for even half the manifesto to
be carried out. They can throw out the
annual GI1.C Money Bill from parhament
and they will certainly penalise any sustai-
ned increase in revenue through precept
unless they are forcibly prevented from so
daing. They can only be stopped by a united
counter-offensive by substantial number of
workers opposed to cuts and to rate rises.

Ken Livingstone wanis us to beheve that
he represents a new type of Labour coun-
cillor, different from the 'old muniipal
deadheads’. With disarming naivety he sta-
tes 1 don't believe that they were all ‘little
Ken Livingstones and Ted Knights'. The
tragedy is that many of them were. That
tragedy, it would appear, is now being re-
cnacted.

Will Webb
Lambeth

e e ————
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Regressive rates

Ken Livingstonearguesthat ‘the rates option
does benefit our class’. But the latest othicial
figures (Economic Trends, HMSO, January
198 1) clearly show otherwise. They show that
rates are a regressive torm of taxahion —they
hit the poor much more than the rich.

A household with an income of £26a week
pays 7.5 per cent efitinrales. Asincome goes
up the proportion paid out declines, until a
household with an income of £278 a week
pays cut only 1.7%.

Gross income per week

£26  £35 £100  £133  f£188  £27%

Rates as %

7.5% 4.6% 3.3% 26% 2.2% L7%

All these figures are gfter takingaccount of

any rebates — so much for the claim by left
Labour councillors that the rebates ensure
that rates increases hit the rich only.

The point about rates is that the system by
which the rateable values of houses are set

greatly undervalues the supenor features of

the sort of houses lived 1n by higher tncome
groups. So rateable value declines as a pro-
portion of market value in the case of more
expensive houses,

Jim Kincaid

Leeds

Too soft on subsidies

Onthe question of import controls, there 1sa
small problem in the politics of 1the SWP as
put forward both by John Deason and Roy
Smith {1981:6). For while we fight against
import controls for the reasons thattheyahly
put forward, we could get ourselvesticdupin
knots over the question of governmenl
subsidies.

John says (approvingly, it seems) that “the

ARGY-VERSY
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Poems by Hugo Dewar

SPECIAL OFFER TO S.\vv.READERS £1.20 including postage
Socialists Untimited 285 Seven Sisters Road London N4 ZDE

fight of the miners has always been with the
government over the question of state subsi-
dies” and Roy savs ‘we must, where neces-
sary, raise the demand for subsidies’.

Now, of course, this position does avold
the central problem of import controls —
that so easily and often they can be directed
against the *foreigner’ with all the implica-
tions tor racism and chauvinism that are

carried in its wake, However, we ought tobe

quite clear that subsidies are only a hidden
form of import contrels. What they do s to
make British goods cheaper than imported
ones. Imported goods are driven out of the
market, workers abroad lose their jobs.
Further, where 15 the money to pay for

these subsidies to come from inside the pre-

sent system? From taxation or from borrow-
ing neither of which, 1 presume, we are
particularly in favour of.

L.ast major problem: the demand forsubsi-
dics absolutely does not prevent workers
linipg up with their own employers or with
the state iself around the demand. After all,
Thatcher is presently fighting Schmidt and
the EEC burcavcracy to preserve the very
high levels of subsidy being pumped into
BSC, and it's easy Lo imagine the same hap-
pening even with this government over cars
and coal,

As to the rest of what John and Roy say |
agree absotutely. But to talk about increascd
subsidies as a goal withoutl any qualifica-
tions, 15 to leave an enormous hostage to
fortune.

Tim Potter

Making a virtue of necessity

In the May issue of SK Chris Harman asks,
‘How often have we heard so mueh nonsense
about how the women’s movement can
‘teach new lorms of organisation™

But is it s¢ much nonsense? T agree with
Harman that the form of organisation nec-
ded to overthrow capitalism is not one which
can guarantee unlimited personal develop-
ment for its participants. Butdoes he have to
make a virtue of necessity?

His dismissingly rhetorical guestion has

come at the end of a passage where he himselt

describes sociely at a particular nme as a
“competitive rat race for men’. Unless heisa
tan of the ‘competitive rat race’, I would have
thought Harman would have looked more
positively at something which tries to under-
mine i,
Jefl Pike
Eaxr London
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How many
people, when
asked to list
the great
socialist
thinkers, will
come up with a
ling of men?
Marx, Engels,
Lenin, Trotsky
... Far too
many of us
forget that
among the
greatest stands
Rosa
Luxemburg.
Here's a book
to regdress the
balance.
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The case for keeping 0lll 0| the Labour Part

PN A

Something is happening in and around the *wﬂ%&gx%
[Labour Party the like of which has not been AfEI" u“sni.:i "
seen for atleast 4 generation, The movement g _ => : ;ia
assoctated with the name of Tony Benn is 31_&3 H,ﬁ 3% n,
totally ditferent to anvthing since the Beva- gaa“ﬁ”’:"‘zﬁ?;” s m'ff o
nism of the cariy 19505, And in a number of SRR s
Important respects s ona much higher level 3 *ﬁfﬁ%ﬁi‘e«"’ﬁﬁéé?ﬁ _ﬁiﬁ it fﬁﬁ‘ ﬁﬁﬁ " ﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁ‘* !
than Bevanism was, Any socialist whoigno- SRR I 410 Lo i e '
res Bennism™s strengthsis on arapid journey ; L - 115
Lo sectarian irrelevance. AR S -
What are thesestrengths? Firstand torem- ?é-"" ﬁ "5%
st that it is a mrovernent. ltinvolves masses of L
people. i |
This can be seen a1 the mundane levet of ﬁ’gﬁ; 0 ‘}C ! !
public mectings. 1n the sixties and seventies e 'i“ s i Sitaians 2
even the hest known Labour MPs were not M%Eg« _;i ts J:E i |
great crowd pullers. A local appearance by H“ﬁi; o : 'Iw
one af them was an event of little conse- ww : i
guence, pulling at mast a few dozen of Lthe ﬁ%yijiigﬁfﬁ Rm“f;;ﬁ 5
[.abour Party activists. A speech by Tony ﬁgﬁi‘%ﬁ%ﬁ e
Bean in vour town hall tonight would be a : Eﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%i iy r
rather different altair, getting an audience of iﬁ o |
several hundred, ncluding a lot of fresh i %&”“ G |
faces. In the past year Benn has done dozens ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ -gi -
of such mieetings. To tind the Labour left ﬁf;; "gzxﬁ S |
3 5 i
|

deirectly addressing audicnces on such a sgale
you would have to go buck to the Tribune
braiis trusts of the carly fifties (and they
taced no competition from the TV

The ditterence can also be seen on the far
bigper scale of street demonstrations. These
traditionally have not been part of the
labour Party’s lnmited range ot activities.
Yet over the past twelve months it 15 the
Labour Party itselt which has called the hug-
cly sucgesstul demaonstrations agaimst vngem-
plovment in Liverpoat and Glasgow, as well
as the first maior natienal demonstration in
the new campaign against nuclear weapons
lastspring,

Not. of course, that the Labour Party has
suddenly gamed 4 monopoly of calling big
demuonstrations. The two hipgest ones of the
last vear — last Qeiober’s CND demonstra-
thon and the 31 May chimax to the People’s
March—were both called by other organisa-
tions. But, ina sense. the reality ol Benpism
as 4 movement wis even more visible here
Foronboth oceasions Bennwas notmerelya
decorative appendage on the platform, the
role so traditonaily plaved by lett MPs, but a
hgurehead greeted wirh cansiderable enthu-
stsm. o Labouwurleft since Bevaninthe early
fitties has plaved such a role,

[t 15 a role which has been spectaculariy
confirmed by the response at this vear's
urton conterences (0 Benn's campaign for
the Labour deputy-leadership. 1t has been
the event ol the conference scason —and not
just fram the point of view of the media. Al
every conlerence he has attended he has
drawn large and enthusiastic mectings, cven
i bastions of the night-wing tike APEX. And
this has not & en stmply orchestrated trom

above hytheleit tradeunwmn barons. Many of

these have been disgonctly cool ordownright
hostile to Benn’™s campaign, But they have
net been able westitch things up on thisssue,
as Clhive Jenkins found to his cost at the
ASTMS conference.

Avam, to find the Labour left taking
thewr  campawen  into the unons  with
A0y suceess. vou have to 2o back to Bevan
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campaigning for the Labour Party treasurer-
ship trom 1953-35, Bevan eventuatly won it.
But the response to Benn's tew months of
campalgning seems to have already reached
turther than Bevun's three vear campaign.
It would be carly davs vet to talk of any
specitically Bennite machine in the unions,
But it 15 noteworthy that some of the most
successtul Benn mectings at umon conferen-
ces were organised by new Broad Lefts, built
mainly ol people actively involved in the

Labour left. From this basis of trade union

support the Beanite Labour Co-ordinating
Committee [ooks like being able to hold a
gutle impressive trade unnon conderence this
month. 1f this docs live up Lo expectations
then it will be a most signiticant first Lor the
Labour Lelt

Hennism has an audience that goes way
beyond the ranks of the Labour Faithful and
this, torthe brst imein three decades, signiti-
cantly reversed the decline in the number of
Labour activists, T'rom a highpomt ol over
one million individual members in 1952,
membership dechined to what Labour Week{y
was estimatingm 1979 to be 284,000 A large
proaportion of these were ald, 80-90 per cent
were totally tinactive. In many working class
areas Labour organisavon, even in electoral
terms, wasa sheliorwaorse, Eventhe unpopu-
larity ot the Tory government of 1970-74 did
httte more than slow down the rot.

But again, according to Labowr Weekfy,
after two vears of Thatcher the Labour Party
hadput onanextra 60,000 orsoextraindivid-
uat members.Local reports would conlirm
this, and alsoadd (thatthese new recruts have
also sigmificantly expanded the party’s aerive
mcmbership, Proporttonately this increase

In actuail membership of the Labour Party is
by no means as great as the expansion in
intluence of the weas of the Labour left,
which go way bevond party card holders. As
the first real break in thirty vears ot declhine it
15, however, of no little importance.

It 15 the resonance that Bennism has
antong many tens of thousands of activists,
particularly trade union activists, that puts it
1n & different league from anything in the 6{s
or 70s. Nothing illustrates thissomuch as the
contrast between this Tory government and
the 1970-74 one. Then Labour conferences
went sharply to the left, but the activists
tound their focus in the industrial struggle,
The Labour lefis tound themselves reflec-
tions ol or decorations for the ndustrial
struggle. They were not, as Benn is, a tocus
tor aspirations on the ground.

This fact that Bennism is a real movenent1s
undoubtedly its mostimportant feature, One
other teature s alse worth noung. The Ben-
nite movement is happening in very different
times than the Bevanite, Bevanism was cruci-
tied by an era ol full employment and rising
Hving standards, Benmisim s growing in the
wOrsl economic crisis for two generations,
Asgoonsequenceuand particularty asa conse-
quence of the bankrupiey of the last Labour
government 1n the face of that crisis, the
Labour might s today 1declogically very
weak. The Bennite lett has therefore succeee-
ded in making greater inroads into the party
machine than cver the Bevanites did.

These inroads arc above all represented by
the constituttonat changes, OF course, the
cftects of these are exaggerated. The much
loathed Denis Healey s stlljust about tavou-
rite toscrape through as tormal winner ot the
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deputy leadership: the re-selection guitiotine
will in all

heads than its cpponents fear; and
absolutely committed [.abour lefis hke Ken

Livingstone and Nigel Stanley have both
made clear to us that their time scale tor a
Bennite Labour government 1s not the next
eiection, but the one after. Nevertheless, the
Bennite left has got a lot further in the
machine than any of its predecessors, and
that adds turther tuel to the hopes that are
placed in it.

Yet if Bennism is in a totally different
league from its predecessors, 1t 1sstill playing
the same game. Behind the very real new
strengthd, how many of the old weaknesses
remain—plus at least one important new
one’?

Let us start with the new., How do we
explain the change from the marginal place
of the Labour left in the fight against Heath
to the central place of Bennism in the fight
against Thatcher! The answer quitesimply is
that fram 1970-74 there was a lot of very
successful industrial struggle, sufficient in
1tself to provide a focus. The heroes were the
dockers, UCS, the miners. Under Thatcher
there has not been the same industrial suc-
cess, so another focus takes its place. The
upturn of Bennism {pius a more general pol-
itical upturn} has been grounded on an
industrial downiura,

It 15 a vital weakness that the Benmites
either ignore or portray (with references to
‘economism’) as 4 positive strength.

What about the old weaknesses of the
Labour lett? They were that the Labourleft’s
power base was the declining shell of the
constituency parties, ¢xclusively oriented to
elections and increasingly manned by tea-
chers, social workers and so on rather than
manual workers. The decline has been rever-
sed in the last two years, overall membership
and attendance at meetings has signtficantly
increased. But the numbers participating in
constituency Labour Party activities has
prohably noteven returned to the level it was
around 1964, never miud to the level at the
highpoint of Bevanism. And despite much
publicised urgings to extra-parliamentary
Labour Party activity, Constituency Eabour
Parties remain essentially what they were in
their darkest days, small groups overwhelm-
ingly geared to elections.

Peter Hain and others may dearly wish
that local Labour Partics were intervening in
industrial disputes, but as vet there s little
sign ot 1t.

Nor has the recent growth in party meni-
bership rebuilt direct orgamisation in ihe
working class. All reports are agreed that a
very high proportion of the new recruits,
especially the active ones, come from the
protessional white collar layers rather than

~manual or lower grade white collar workers.

Of the 50 Labour GLC councillors elected
this year only three were manual workers
immediately prior to elecion. The enor-
mously important resonance of Beonism 1m
the unions still tinds 4 very limited reflection
in termys of the active membership of the
CONMSHtUSNCY OTZanisalion.,

And it has not vet dramatically transtor-
med the skeletal organisation of the Labour
lefts themsclves. The Benmite Labour Co-
ordinating Committee may hit the headlines
and can call a trade union conference. But it

likehihood chop off fewer

still has no real paper and only a few hun-
dred forma! members. Its activities at the
grass roots can be judged by a glance
through the Local News section of its news-
letter, Labour Activist. ‘In Watford Michael
Meacher was the guest speaker at the inaug-
ural meeting of the Watford and SW Herts
group. This attracted 30 people, a high
attendance from only two Constituency
[.abour Parties.’

Finally, the real pgrass roots support
among trade union activists for Benn's cam-
paign does not mean that the Bennites have
hroken from the traditional left Labour
dependence on the trade union burgaucracy.
True, they did give Clive Jenkins a fright at
the ASTMS conference, and they do talk
about greater accountability of trade union
officials. But their operation in the unions s
dependent on the goodwill of a whole laver
of appointed full-time officials inunions like
NUPE, TASS, TGWU etc. Itis a layer they
are unwilling to risk aliepating.

It may be objected that the weaknesses we
have described in the Bennite movement are
prganisational, rather than political, and
that, given the strengths, they can, in time,
be overcome.

It is a reasonable enough objection, But
only so long as itis recognised that organisa-
tion and politics are inextricably tied toge-
ther. A serious look at Bennite politics
reveals it not on the strengths side of the
balance sheet, but is the most fundamental
weakness of the Bennite movement.

Benn's programme

Benn has become a symbol for the whole ot
the new Labour left, for people who held a
variety of views, often conflicting i both
aims and strategies for achieving them.
Hence the oft-heard claim that it 18 not
Benn's personal political pesittons that mat-
ter, but the principle of establishing control
of Labour Party pelicies by rank and file
party activists.
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Yet Benn's own politics do matter 1n two
very important ways.

First, Benn himself (s by far the most
widely known publicist of the new Labour
teft. It 1s his speaking engagements whici
attract the large audiepces, [t 15 his words
which spur the union gatherings to standing
ovations. It 15 what he says in television
interviews that represent the views of the
Labour left to the ordinary man or woman
i the street. The rest of the Labour left has
very much been capitalising on idgas which
he projects.

Sccond, the key mechanism by which the
left hopes to achieve ns aims 15 1 Labour
government. Whatever may be the future
logic of consututional change within the
party, for the moment it is the leadership
which will tend to dominate such a govern-
ment and, by the political patronage at its
disposal pull the rest of the Labour MPsinto
line, That 15 the sigmlicance of the Benn-for-
deputy campaign. The left want to ensure
for him a position of considerable power in
such a pgovernment, whatever the majority
of centre and night wing Labour MPs desire,
But that mecans the lett’s aspiranion to
changc British society in the near future
depends crucially on the politics of Benn
himself.

Benn's political starting peint is his per-
ception that the policies of the Labour
governments of 1964 and 1974 ftailed
miserably.

As he told Robert McKenzie in a recent
television interview,

“The policy was (o use the state to
make capitalism work., To pour money
Inle private mdusiry, to merge compa-
nies together, to deal with businessmen
and so on ... The more | tooked at it, the
more [ realised thatit was really a corpo-
rate statec we were making And
wasn't cthicient, 1t didn’t 1improve our
growth rate, 1t wasn't cgalitarian, it
wasn’t democratic, it was very secretive,
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and jt was accompanicd by a steady and
continuing decline ol British industry”
(Listener, 21 May 1951

What applied at home, apphied also in
international policy.

‘It seemed 10 me (in the late 1950s) that
unitateralism was not the rightnitianve
1o take. [ have changed my view on that
because 1 am utterly persuaded, particu-
larly after being tn the tast Labour cat-
net, that i a country has nuclear
weapons. 11 destroys  pahamentary
democracy by having themy.

Benn's solution to such problems is fora
Labour government to take tar more radical
measures than the last two ever did. Instead
of giving in to what he cails the "internauo-
nal financial community” and to those with
‘nower” — ‘the banks, landowners, mihitary,
civil service, media,fmultinationals, Brus-
scls’ {interview with Socigfist Challenge, 5
June 81) — that government should impose
its policy regardless, relyimg on *the suppuort
of the trade unions, the Labour Party and
the people who elected them.

This is not, however, Benn 1s quick to
point out, talk ol revelutiongry change. The
problem of past Labour gavernments has
been ‘not of reform having been tried and
failed, but of relorm not having been tried

Determined retorm, Benn insists, can end
the crisis, stop de-industriahsation and bring
about an ‘irreversible shift in the balunce of
wealth in favour of working people and their
famihies,”

[The reform that is needed 1s imposition of
the Alternative Econoemic Strategy which,
the Lahour Co-ordinating Comrmttec
pamphlet Socialismt and the Trade Uniony
assures us, has already been “supporied’ by
the TUC and the Labour Party conlerence,

The key components ol the Strategy are:

(1) Retlation,
spending.

(2) Import controls

(3) Planning agreements

(4) Increased public ownership.

Benn 1s right to insist that these do not,
gither individually or together, represent a
reveduironary package. Indeed, they are not
particularly radiead. 1.e’s look at each in
Tur.

(1) Reflution through increased public
spending. This, of course, 1s the old Aevae-
sign response 10 crisis, preached by the right
in the 1940 and 193(0s as an @fteraative Lo
socialism and implemented, For instance, by
the MacMillan government in 1962 and the
Healh government in 1972-30 Even Dcnis
Healey 1s preaching s virtues as part of his
bid {or the deputy leadership.

(2) Import controls have never been
regarded as a socfalivr measure. In the hirst
third af this century they were the com-
paigning slogan of the righr wing ol the Tory
Party. and today "Buy British™ 15 a favourite
refrain of right wing umon lesders like
Frunk Chapple and Bili Sirs. In the 1930
and 1960s Japanese capitalism systemati-
callv used them to build up its position, and
today all major powers are threatening them
against competitors who are too suceesslul.

{3y According to Benn, ‘the whole pur-
pose of plannming agreements is to introduce
the democranc tripartite element into indus-
trial pohicy’ fArounients for Sociafism. p72).
The three parts of the “detmocratic clement’
are, of cowurse, “government, trade union
mosermnent  and management’. In other
words we are hack e the old notion of parl-
nership, of nstitutionalised class collabora-
tion, engrained o the traditiony ol the
British trade union burcaucracy smmce the
Maond-Turner talks of the late 1920s which
Benn's Labour lett forechear, Jumes Maxton,
and Arthur Scargill’s Forebear in the mining
union, A ) Cook, joined together to
denounce — a tar cry from Benn's present
attirude.

(4} The vaguest part of the Bennile canon
concerns ‘public ownership’. The only solid
commitments seem e be to renatwmahse
(*without compensation®) those parls o
nationalised enterprises “hived oll® by the
Tories and w insist on a state holding in the
shares of compamies which receive public
funds. Neitherisall that radical. The gencral
lack of success of the Tores o hiving ofl
imdustry means there wilt not be much to
renationalise. And schemes For buying sha-
res inprivate industry have been the Labour

increased  pubtic

o

through

sight’s aliernative 1o outright nattonahisa-
tion ever since Harold Wilson got confe-
rence appreval for the policy statement
Industry and society back i 1958 —and was
denounced for wanting to patch up capital-
ism by the then lcader of the lefl i the
unions, Jim Campbell,

Other than these commiiments, all you
get [rom Benn s vague waffle about Clause
Four of Labour's constitution ("the public
ownership of the means of production, dis-
tribution and exchange’). Thus he told
Soctalise Chalfenge:

‘I'm in favour ol Clause Four. I think
that the process by which you bring
about Clause Four has to be first ot ali
the persuasion of the party of the rele-
vance ol socialism, and for 30 years no-
onc has spoken about socialism ... It’s no
good me saying it's got to be that way.
['ve gol 1o persuade the Labour Party ...

‘I couldn’t telt you with any authority
what the next Labour government will
do about anything because we haven’t
vet succeeded in dealing with the prob-
lem of the manitesto .0 -

To be honest, such statements could have
come tom Harold Wilson in 1964, And they
are Lo the righr ol the sort of commitments
made by Labour in the 19350 and 1951 elec-
tions, when specific industrics (chemicals,
road haulage, sugar refining) were listed for
naticonalisation,

Benn's supporters claim this shows the -

need to work harder within the party to win
specific policy points (when they are not
claiming, as Socialisim and the trade unions
does. that the party is afready won to the
Alternative Economic Policy). But you
cannot win anvone Lo anyvthing without cal-
ling tor it. So why Benn’s silence?

The answer probably lics in the fact that
the talk about Clause Four isnelto betaken
seriously. That certainly must be the view of
Benn’s close ally and economic guru, Stuart
1Toland: in his book The Socialist Challenge
(not Lo be contused with the paper of the
same name) he argues [or public ownership
of «f moyr a quarier of the top 100 compa-
nies — i¢ tforless than 124 per cent of British
industry. The fatest Communist Party publi-
cation to endorse the Bennite strategy, The
Road from Thatcherism by Sam Aarono-
vitch. suggests that when the Alternative
IFconomic Policy has been fully implemen-
ted ‘nearly B0 per cent of manufacturing
output ar 75 per cent of total industrial out-
put” would remain in private hands. And the
Labour Co-ordinating Committee in 1ts list
of *policies ¢rucial in any conlest for the
deputy leadership’ makes no mention at alf
of a takcover of private capital. fLabouwr
Aetivise, April/May [981).

The point s impaortant, not because rhe-
torical commitments to  turther publw
ownership would in themselves mean much,
but becausc of what their absence signilies:
all the talk of ‘tripartie structures’, ‘plan-
ning agreements’ and import controls is talk
of what is going to take place in what will
reman an overwhelmingly private capitalist
economy. And so is the talk which someti-
mes slips out of something else — incomes
policy,

The Labour Co-ordinating Committee, in
Frade uniony and Socialism argue thatsuch a
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policy could be ‘supparted’—providing the
Alternative Eeonomic Policy 1s being imple-
mented {that s, even it Horee guarrers of
indusiry remialns in private hands) and pro-
viding “prodits, prices and dividends as well
s incomes dre contrelled (something which
his been promsed by every incomes pohicy
since 194K, but never achieved)

Hroev are i fact catfing for support for asi
ey podfo v wider capitadisig, fowever
fhev dress 1 up.

On detence Benn's position s Just as
tlabby as on cconomic issues. He says he s
opposed to nuclear weapoens. But he 15
also aditnirnt that Britamm must stay i
NATO--ulthough nuclear weapons are
mbtegral to the albiance’s global strateay,

He tolad Sociadise Chaffenee;

| basimg myscll onconterence pu-
iy, The vonference rejected o reguest to

Ieave NATO, but sind we should have o

non-nuclear policy, ltke Canada'’s L. |

think thit the non-nuclear defence strat-
gey and being a non-nuclear member ot

NATO 15 a perfectly logical positton,

“Mavbe the Labour Party will go
bevond it and say we should Jeave

NATOL T think it unhkely, because there

arc a lotof peaple of my gencranion who

remember the preswar years ... My gene-
ration could not pussibly sit back wod say
whatever happens anvwhere else doesn't

CLUHTCeTT WS dnyvimoie .

Benn would Teave intact all of Britann’s
‘defonce” elforl apart Irom the nuclear
weapons. He goes as tar as to clinm that "The
Tores are destroving the Navy to produce
the Trident, so we are secing delence
reduced ...°0 What goes for Benn scems 1o
go lor his supporters. frade Lniony and
Suciadfixer s tagainstonereased arms spend-
ing” bul savs nothing aboutl ensting the arms
hudlget.

The Labour Left's mechanism

For Benn and his supporters the noton of
control of  government  policies by the
[abour movement s more important than
the spectiic content of those policies. Con-
(ral from below, they arpue, will force any
Labour govermment to move as reguired to
conlront Lthe power of big busipess. “The
experience af  office”, claums Benn, “will
create the demands Tor radical policies,”

The mechanisms= of control are based,
unaishamed]ly, oo parBamentartaesm,
When Benn stood i the contest Lor Labour
leader hack in 1976, u key potntin his pro-
ETUINIC wis Lo orcese the power ol MPs,
b dreepbenrs Fer Soctadoonr le states categ-
arically ius beliel m "the power of the vote'.
Marxists have o place m the Labour Party,
he savs, on condition thae ‘they conumit
themselves to advincing soclihsm throagh
parhamentariansm,”

In s Socialive Chaffenge merview he
rides out as o Ccoup” any noton of brimging
the Tory govermuent down by industriad
ACLLHT,

ovou are saving we shodld replace the
goveritment by imdustriad acrion, my opi-
mon i thae wiphout winnmg the argumcent
yvou can't bold socialism 7 Heeven claims
than 1t was ool the nuoers bat "the Britsh
peaple” that got rid of Hearbrm 197471 was
the clectoral provess that brought Fleadh
orwn,”

What diflerentiates Benn lrom the trivdi-
tional Labour Ielt 15 not his parliamentar-
panism. 115 his behel that it can be made
more radical by increasing the responsibility
of Labour governments to Labour MPs and
of Labour MPs jo the Parey at large, The
clectoral collepe falready achweved) 1s meant
tr make the Labour leadership responsible
tar the uniens and constituencics as well as
the MPs: reselection {already achieved) —
the abiiity ol constituency parties to displace
asirting MP at v nest general eleclion — 1
meant o etsure MPs keep to thor niani-
fostos: the drawing up of e mantlesto by
the conference (not yetachioved) s meant Lo
cosure that the marmfesto cxpresses confe-
rence poliey.

It should he added, however, that Benn
himsell does not go turther than thes i cal-
Jing for the disciplining of MPs who retuse
ro g wlong with party policy,

T'm not 1o favour of expetling MPs
becanse they tind ithard to go along with
party pulicy on individual matters. The'
arcat characleristic of the lett is thar it s
not our tor bleod 1f evervone doesn’
come tnta line L

Croven that underany conccivable circum-
stunces. the Pavliamentary Labour Party
atter the nest general clection v gomg to
contaln a large nuwmber of night wingers,
Beno'™s “toleranee” s remarkable.

But what can such mechamsms and such
policies be expected to produce m practice?

Scenarios

The munmstreany Benmite Lelt assume that a
Labour government o which they were
donmimang could hitt Briam out of the criss
and improve working cligss conditions sub-
stantially by parhamentary introduction of
the Adfernative Feonomic Pohey, Exora-
parlamentary aglitation s merely an adjungt
tu what goes on inside the Labour Party and
parliaiment — il can help Lo bunlld support
for lett policies i the umons and 10 can
sustain a el parliomentary  government
against Dinancial or military attacks, but it
cannel  substitute tor parliamenlary
muechiisms,

The constitutional changes in the Fabour

Pariyv. they argue, can produce o left govern- |

nient which can then do the job withouot
dithiculiy.

Sociabists have o work in the constituen-
cles foo 2ot the nghtl sort of attendance al
selecnion conterences and then to heep their

cve on sitting MPs. The new Broad Lefts in
the untons have o work 10 get block vores,
tor Benn and for the control of the mani-
festo by conterence. Workplace branches
have to be butlt to facihitate both these tasks
and e deliver vaters on polling day, Hope-
Fully ihis will mean. by 1984, 4 Labour maj-
ority 1 parhumem committed to the
Alternatve Economic Policy by its mani-
festu. with o delt 1nclined leadership and
under pressure from the consttluencies 1o
fudtitl ks promuses, Fear of reselection and of
the lett presence in the umons will then he
enaugh Lo make the parliamentary pargy
and the Governmeant stand op tis the o b
business and the IATS 00e cooiag e wal
expand., unemplovment wiil be caren up,
welfare services will improve and the
government will further strengthen its hand.

L ooked at more closely this provesto be a
YOIY THHVE DRerspeclive.

First, it assumes that the hmited controls
on the private sector entatled by the Alter-
nutive Feonomic Policy would be cnough to
prevent  ditect cconomic sabotage.  Past
experience suggests thar thes s just not so, In
1931, 1in 1964, 1n 1966, in 19756, Labour
governments found that the littlest things
they did o please their supporters, upset
British big busimess and s international
financial friends.and produced ‘runs on the
pound’ that undermined the value of Lhe
currency and "investment strikes” that threa-
tened Lo Force unemployvment to sall greater
helgzhts,

It will be ireied thal the Alternative Eco-
DO Stritegy gives the staie mare power
than 1 the past o impose controds un the
operatuon of private capual. This may or
may not be truc: import controls have exis-
ted in the past as a possible weapon (and, in
the Torm of 1mpoert deposits were actually
used by the fosr Wilson government); plan-
ning agreements depend upon the co-
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operation of hig business, however they are
framed; and even the strongest verstons of
the Alternative Economic Strategy assume

that private capital will still be responsible’

for three quarters of productive capacity
(and theretore jobs). But, more impurtantll;f.
the power of private capital to evade state
controls s grealer than ever betore.

Modern capitahism does not merely
tnvalve the international flow of commodi-
ties vig trade or the international flow of
capital via overseas investment, it 15 also
based upon the orgamisation ol production
internationally. This 1s most clearly the case
with the multinationals of, say, the motor
industry: ‘British-made® Fords containup to
30 per cent of German-made parts; while
‘German-made’ Fords contain up to 50 per
cent of British made parts. 1t 15 difficult to
see what “controiling imports” means ip such
a situation — or how a government with the
mealy-mouthed powers of the Alwernative
Fconomic Strategy 15 going to be agble 1o
stop a multinational moving funds wherever
it wants simply by rigging the pricesits ditfe-
rent national plants pay each other for
COmponents.

This is just as true with many ‘British’
firms. A huge chunk of British industry
imports half finished goeds, processes them
and then re-exports them. In this case too
import controls are bound to he ineffective,
and price rigging 1o move funds abroad easy,
Against such practices the state controis of
the Bennites would he no more than a very
leaky colander.

The experience of Chile under Allende 15
worth recalling here. Faced with a popular
government doing things it did not like all
that much, hig business deliberately closed
down factories to ¢create unemployment and
hoarded goods so0 as 1o create scarcity and
high prices. State controls greater than those
envisaged in the Alternative Fconomic
Strategy were unable to deal with this sabo-
tage. Indeed, a powerful section of the
government {the CP and the right-socialists
around Allende himself) argued that the
only way to avoid catastrophic crisis was ...
to bring the main capitalist party, the Chris-
hian Democrats, into the govermment so as
to keep big business happy.

Consciousness.

One can easily imagine what would hap-
pen under such circumstances in Britainin a
couple of years time. Those who beheve
most fervently in ‘tripartite’ agreements
(hacked. no doubt, by a substantial section
of the Parliamentary Labour Party and by
many elected-for-life trade union leaders)
would begin to insist that the workers had to
make ‘sacrifices’ in the interests of the grea-
ter good. They would say that the only way
t0 protect ‘their’ government was to stop
behaving in ‘economistic’ ways, and instead
to behave “politically’ so as to get the agree-
ment of *all sides of industry’ to ‘restabilise’
the economy, so ‘consolidating’ the ‘great
gains’ of ‘our’ government.

We can guarantee in advance that not
merely the Labour right, but alse a good
number of the Bennite leaders would say
this. How? Because they have already said it
at least once. In 1975 and 1976 Benn himsell
behaved in exactly such a way when the last
Labour Government was under pressurc.
He decided it was more important to remain
In government than to stand up to big busi-
ness and the IMF. As late as 197%, as degre-
tary [or Energy, he threatened to use troops
10 break a strike at Windscale and helped
draw up contingency plans to use troops
against oil strikers. There can be no guaran-
tee that he would not do the same Lhing
again.

And as we have seen, a section of the
Bennites are already preaching the virtues of
a ‘socialist’ incomes policy for next time
round

The tendency for such a government o
capitulate to pressure would be streng-
thened by something else. All the Bennite
plans assume that the state can be used 1o
discipline big business, But the state 1snot a
thing. It is a strictly hicrachical organisation
of people, with quite specific people from
quite specific backprounds with quite spe-
cific ideas at the top of it, giving the orders.
Almaost without exception those who domi-
nate in the armed forces, the civil service, the
judiciary, the publicly owned media, the
Bank of England bclong to the same class as
those who own industry. They canalways be
relied upon to use their dominating posi-
tions in the state to obstruct the implemen-

The Labour left do not see the econgmic struggls as something on which to build political

tation of anv government orders they
dislike,

In its most extreme form this means the
sort of coupthat took place in Chile in 1973
or in Turkev last year. But much more subtle
technigues are also avatlabic — and they
have been used quite recently in Britamn.

Someone as ‘moderate” in Labour Party
terms as Wilson’s lormer press secretary Joe
Haines can tell onthe basis of the experience
of [975-6:

‘At tmes the determinaton of the Treas-
ury to tell the government of the day to
accept policies 15 ruthless, even to the
point where il seeks to create conditions
which make it impossible tor the cabinet
to spurn its adwvice’,

In 1975 when a run on the pound deve-
loped that eventualtly produced wage con-
trols from the Wison government, the
Fingncigl Times told of top vl servants
who argued that *alarm over the pound is a
necessary ingredient in negotiating new
wage guidelines’, while the Sundav Times
told that ‘Instead of the Treasury and the
Bank and England arguing violently the vir-
tues of the pound, the authorities seem anx-
10ous that no-one should miss the gravity of
the situation ...° Finally, Peter Jenkins
reported 1n the Guardian (24 October 1967)
that a ‘foreign source’ had told him that
‘Your Trcasury seem to be agreed that the
Labour manitesto 1s a manual for smeide.®
They are constantly 1n touch with our peo-
ple saying, ‘Don’t bail the bastards out™.™’

All this could be dane gquite ‘constitutto-
nally’. And so could other forms of obstruc-
tion, Evenifa government led by Tony Benn
were to ask the Queen to create a thousand
peers 0 as 10 overcome the House of Lords’
delaying powers over government action,
that would leave unwouched the ability of
top judges to interpret the taw as they wash.
One can casily forsee a situation in which the
government would take emergency measu-
res to deal with, say, a run on the pound,
only to find that Lord Denning declared the
measure 1illegal and top civtl servants
accordingly rcfused to put 1t into effect.

Even were Dennming eventually overruled,

the delay could he falal, since these days
enough money can flow out of a country ina
matter of hours to completely undermine its
ECONOMY.

Instead of the state machine helping the
Labour Government curtaal the power of
big business, 11 would help big business
cvade .the controls ol the Labour
gOVETNIMENt.

Such economic and polittcal sabotage of
the government does not have ta happen
immediately after it has been elected. when
1t has ¢learly "won® an election and can most
rely upon popular support. The ruhing class
are wtelligent enough (o wali unti the nght
moment hefore moving. Thus, in Chile, they
tolerated Allende for two years, [rom 1970
until the autumn of 1972, It was only then
that they made their first attempl to force
him out by economic sabolage. When this
failed, they rushed back to apparent col-
laboration with hiz government, putting
some of their penerals in his cabinet. But in
return they insisted thatl he endorse measu-
res against his own supporters — eviclion ot
those whao had occupied fuclories, disarma-
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ment ot those who had prepared o defend
theselves, altempts 1o stop wages rising as
fast as prices. As these measures destroyed
the momentum of popular support behind
him the ruling class prepared its second, and
fatal, onslaught.

In its desperate attempts to placate the
ruling class and to get buck to ‘tnpartite’
agreement, the Allende government forced
1ts own supporters to make ‘sacritices’. [n at
least one case the result was disastrous.
Striking copper miners were subject tobitter
abuse by the government parties and were
attacked by the riot police: so desperate did
some of the miners hecome that they turned
to the parties of the right and refused to back
the government when the final coup came.
The ruling class had set terms [or coliabora-
tion with Allende that meant that he drove
his own supporters into their urms.

Of course. the more politicaily sophisti-
cated workers could see what was happen-
ing. But the working class is only strong
when the more experienced can lead the less
experienced workers behind them. And you
can't do that if you cootinue (o demand
sacrilices’ of them so as to allow a govern-

The end result of Bennism would be a right wing disaster — whether in the

limited form of Britain in 1976 or the absolute form of Chile.

ment to collaborate with capitahsm,

Again, similar things have olten hap-
pened in Britain, cven if the final deteat has
not been as catastrophic as in Chile. In 1931,
1951, 1970, 1979, it was weariness with con-
tinual calls for ‘sacrittce’ {rom Labour
governments that led many less expernienced
warkers 1o see Tory governments as no dan-
ger, or even as possible solutions to ther
problems. Collaboration between a Labour
government and the employing class, whate-
ver name you give it —social contract. plan-
ning agrecments, Alternative  Economic
Sirategy — always has the sume elfect: i
makes workers bear the burden ol dealing
with capitalism's crizis, disiflustoning many
of them with the Labour government and
apening them up to the propaganda of the
right,

To sum up then: the nunnstream Bennite
perspective is wrong, not simply because 1t
proposes reforms ol capitalism, bur because
it cannol even hope te huild the halfway
house it proposes. Rather the end resolt
would be right wing disaster — whether in
the Limited form of Britain in 1976 or the
absolute form of Chile 10 1973,

M
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3The left of the left

The Bennite movement 1s drawing i its
wake significant numbers of socialists who
would claim t@ accept some at least of the
criticisms of what we have called main-
stream Bennism, They have witnessed past
Labour governments, olten leaving the
party in disgust, but feel that Benn s creat-
ing a new ferment out of which something
new can emerge. There is u flood of people
hack towards the Labour Party from the
lelt: the editors of both the original and the
later New Left Review, the authors of the
anli-Labour Party May Day Manifesio, the
former luminaries of the Biack Dwarf. lead-
ing lights {rom the Furocommunist wing of
the Communist Party, the supporters of the
International Marxist Group, the authors of
Bevond the Fragmenis..

These would all give different nuances to
their reasons for sticking back together the
party cards they once tore up. Yet all in one
way or another would say that Benn i3
opening a door to socialist advance via the
l.abour Party which others can use even it he
(alters, The only pre-condition 15 ta be a
party member.
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The argument is most coherently put by
those whe would claim to accept all our
criticisms of Benn's own programme —
cspecially those entering the party from the
revolutionary groups. But bits of what they
say crop up in most of the other justifica-
tions tor rejoining the Labour Party from
the *extra-parliamentary” left. They all claim
that what matters is not the Bennite pro-
gramme, but the fear it arouscs in the ruling
class on the one hand, and the enthusiasm it
generates among workers on the other.

Take, for example, Alan Freeman of the
International Marxist Group writing in a
recent 155ue of their journal, International;

‘Even a mild programme of reform like
Benn's is unacceptable to the ruling class
.. Quite apart from what his policies
would do to ruling class profits, they
could arouse tremendous expectations in
a stull undefeated working class that
cannot be satished whatever Benn's
personal inlentions.”

A Benn government, he argues, would
produce a rerun of 1876 but with a quite
different outcome.

‘If in 1976 government expenditure had
gone on up, in the middle of 4 recession,
there would have been a tremendous
reflatienary crisis and a collapse in confi-
dence 1n sterling. Capital would have
flooded out of the country, which wor-
kers would have seen as open sabotage.
Parliamenlary methods could not have
cantralled the Mow and, indeed, the civil
service would have refused point blank

to co-operiate 1n government policies,

“The ruling class faced the risk that
workers would forget all about the nice-
ties about tripartite representation and
partnership and simply take over the fac-
tories en masse — just as they did in
Cihle. A similar crisis would be pro-
voked by the left's foreign policy measu-
res., Breaking the EEC connection and
breaking with NATO's nuclear policy
would mean breaking oft the whole pat-
tern of trading and state relations on
which British overseas investment 1s now
based ... A tremendous political and eco-
nomic crisis would ensue.”

‘In no way does this imply that the
Labour Party could produce a solution
to the crisis it provoked. On the contrary,
Benn steadfastly rejects the only reliable
solution to this crisis — a working class
takeover.”

In one respect this scenario 18 probably
over catastrophic, It does not even consider
the passibility that what would happen is
what has happened every time in the past
when a British Labour government has run
into trouble. The leadership, however ‘left’
Its previous credentials, has been terrified by
the prospect of catastrophe, has therefore
used all its prestige to get workers to back
down betore the demands ofithe ruling class,
and has carned both the majority of consti-
tuency activists and the leading ‘left” union
officials with 1. That was what happened
through the machinations of Foot, Jack
Jones, Hugh Scanlon — and Tony Benn —
In 1975 and 1976, No doubt it is what alot of
the L.abour lett would want 10 do in Britain

As Secrelary for Energy, Benn threatened to use troops to break a strike.

(i’ the situation developed under the next
Labour Government. |

The class ay o whole does not quromuii-
cally move spontaneously to the left as it
toses its faith in revered reformist leaders
like Allende or Benn., Much of 1t can drop
into apathy and demoralisation, an easy tar-
gel for the radical demogogy ol parties of
the right. This 15 especially the case if the
reformist leaders have tried 1o imposc on it .
'sacrifices’ 1in order to placate big business:
under such circumstances the less politicised
sections ol the class can turn away from the
activists in the workplaces and unions who
have traditionally led the class into siruggle.

Still less da the retormust polirical orpani-
sations of the class automatically swing to
the left: in Chile the CP and the Allende
wing of the Socialhist Partyswung to theright
as the final catastrophe approached, doing
their utmost to get an alhlance with the
generals and/or Christian Democracy. We
can expect the elected for lile leaders of Bri-
tain’s trade unions and the majority of
Labour MPs to swing even more in that
direction should a really deep political and
social crisis develop.

These quahfications do not mean that it s
impossible tor the electiort of a Benn or a
Foot-Benn government in certain cireuim-
stances to lead 1o a huge social crisis of the
Chile type. But it does mean that this crisis
will not have a positive outcome unless a
powerful Body of revolutionary socialists 15
operating in the tactorics, mines and otfices
long before it breaks, warning their feilow
workers that no taith can be putinreformist
politicians or *lett” union bureaucrats,

The problem of reliance on such elements
does not are simply at the moment of crisis
when they shy away trom confrontation. It
begins long betore that.

The Labour left always say they would
rely upon the sirength of the tradecunions to
prevent any moves dagainst them from the
right. But trade umian strength 15 not some-
thing fixed and immutable. It depends upon
the conhdence and organisation of workers
in every workplace and industry. That 1s
something that cannot be relied upon to
develop spontancoosly at the moment
desired by those engaged in manoeuvres at
the parliamentary level, It has to build up
through thousands of struggles, some little,
some big, often erupting at completely unex-
pecled -~— and from the point of view of ‘left’
bureaucrats and polittcians, ‘embarrassing’
— moments. The only way to build the
strength of the class s for socialists to grve
all such struggles unconditional support and
throw every effort into providing the solid-
arity and leadership that can help them win.

It 15 here that the Labour tefl {including
most of the lett of the left) fall down. The
very word they use to descnibe an obsession
with the struggle at the point of production
— ‘economism’ — betrays thelr approach.
They do not see the economic struggle as
something on which o build the political
consciousncss of the class, but rather as
somelthmg to e turned uon and off in accor-
dance with the needs of politcal manocuv-
res in the parhamentary-clectoral sphere.

And so, at present they are gnthusiastic
about any struggle in untons controlled by
leaders who will vote for Healey; but they do
not care overmuch about organising in
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uniens run by Benn-supporting burcaucrats
like Alan Fisher — even though Fisher can
be as hostile as any right winger to sponta-
neous upsurge of militancy, self-confidence
and potential class consciousness among his
own membership. Certainly, ifwe did havea
Bennite government, much of the left would
be doing its utmost to head off strikes which
might embarrass it.

Such an approach prevents precisely the
development of tradc unmion strength which
the Labour lefts ¢laim will protect them at
the crucial momem from the attacks of
capital.

There 15 2 contradicuon at the very heart
of all the strategies of all sections of the
Labour lett. They believe that a “slep
towards socialism® can be made by a left
government committed to running capital-
ism, leaving at least 75 per cent of indusiry in
private hands. But to make a success of that
vou Agve to clamp down on the spontancous
struggles against capital which workers take
part in at the point of production. Yet when
capital moves against such a left govern-
ment, it wants to rely upon a strength at the
point of production that could only have
been built by encouraging such struggles to
the utmost.

Can a mass revolutionary left be built
within the Labour Party?

Some, at least, of those re-entering the
Labour Party would apree with our last
point. But they insist, it is possible to build a
current inside the Labour Party that prea-
ches lack of faith in letl leaders and bureau-,
crats. Indeed, they say, there is nowhere else’
it can be built.

But there arc problems with any such
perspective.

First it just 15 not possible pelitically 1o
have your cake and <at 1t as revolutionarnes
within the Labour Party. Even the maost
outspoken of the leaders of the Labour left
are calling for a programme to reform the
present system. It is the words of these lea-
ders that are attracting many mihtants
towards the party. Yet to build the indepen-
dent politics and organisation that1s needed
to prepare the class for controntation, you
have to be criticising those leadcrs merci-
lessly. You have to be pointing to cach vacil-
lation of Arthur Scargill, each woolly
ideclogical compromise of Tony Benn, each
absurdity of the Alternative Economic
Strategy.

It was for thesc reasons Lthat when the
questions arose of what should be the {led-
gling British Communist Party's attitude
towards a Labour Party much looser and
with much less rigid traditions than the
party today, it was taken for granted that it
should only consider joining the Labour
Party if it was allowed to retain its complete
independence as regards agitation 11 indus-
try, political critictsm of both wings of the
Labour leadership. and propaganda agamst
the parliamentary road. Even at that time
such demands were unacceptable to the
Labour leadership. They remain unaccep-
table today, and revelutionaries who join
the party do so, 1n practice, by watering
down their independent politics.

You have to use the same Aaryé polemical

tone that Rosa Luxemburg used durning the
First World War against the leaders of the

Even the most outspoken of the Labour left are calling for a programme to reform the present

system.

lett socialist current in Germany {L.edebour,
Hilferding, Haasc) or that Gramsci used 1
1920 when he realised how unrevolutionary
was Lhe left wing lcadership of the [tahan
Socialist Party (and that spoke of Soviets
rather than of *planning agreements™)

It you talk in this way 1in a Labour Party
ward or GMC today., vou find yoursclt very
unpopular with the left as well as the right,
All the pressure 1s to Hwr the 155ue, to appear
to be talking about more left wing versions of
reformist Labour Party politics rather than
about a politics which hreaks the reliance of
workers onlett Labour leaders. Youfindthat
i you identify vourself with Benn, sell *Benn-
For-deputy” badges, vou can get support. If
you criticise him. you are virtually alone,

The same goes tor the parllamentary road,
[t is not possible (o remain in the Labour
Party while putting vour main emphasts on
denving the possibility of parllamentary
sovialism: as we have seen, even Benn would
not have you in the party on that basis:
[nstead, 1n order to win the respect of the rest
ot the lett, you engage n the same sores of
electoral activities as them. whether it oy
packing selection contercnces or canyassing
for votes, and end up giving the impression
that vou believe in the soggey mix of ‘parliam-
entary  activity  backed by extra-
parliamentary pressure’ they preach.

The logic ol such polhitics s shown, perhaps
most clear!y, in the case of the Midizan: Ten-
dency — the group of organised Marxists
wha have been longest in the Labour Party,
Whatever they may say to gsch other in the
privacy ol the education meetings, i their
press they do not enticise the parliamentary
road and publicly therr spokespeople like

LABOUR'S NEWLEFT

Peter Taffe and Ted Cirant have claimed that
‘Marx and Trotsky' thought a “peacetuiroad
to socialism’ was possthle,

The other olten-mocked feature of the
Mifirant tendency 15 also no accident; i1ts
seclartan and clandestine organisation. For
(o organise in the Labour Party you either
have to do so on the loose basis which 1s
acceptable tothe apparatusand the reformist
left, or you do so clandestinely, saving things
tn private you deny in public. But the mcre
whitt ot secret, underground organisation s
usually enough to put ott many you would
like to attract to you.

All these problems are linked 1o the most
tundamental one of all. The Labour Party s
built from top to bottom on the basis of the
division between the political and industrial
wings of the movement. 1t s taken for gran-
ted by the left as well as the right inside the
party that trade unton mectings discuss
industrial issues and Labour Party meetings
discuss “‘political’ issues—which means that
‘pohitics’ comes to exclude the struggle in the
wotrkplace. Yet ts in the workplace. where
they collectively contest the power of capital,
that workers most become opentonew palit-
wal ideas that suress their ability to emanci-
patc  themselves  without rehance  on
saviours from on high', whether of a “left” or
right” variety., And so it 15 in workplace
struggles that revolutlonary arguments have
the cutting edgc over retformist ones.

The new Labour left claim taowant to relate
1o industrial strugaeles and to build Labouwr
Party branches in the workplaces. But when
pushed, it soon becomes clear that they are
merety refurbishing the old view of the party
as ocvcasionally supporung the industrial
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struggles waged by the unions,andof Labour

members arguing in the workplace tor sup-
port for a politicai struggle seen as taking
place cutside. They are not talking about
political structures which will challenge what
trade unmion bureaucrats suggest in the work-
place, about Labour Party branches fighting
for certain sorts of activities inside stewards’
committees,for wards and General Manage-
ment Committees hammering the local tull
time trade umon officialsfortheirconduct of

battles over wages and jobs,

Organisational structures themselves con-
dition what people see as possible. A struc-
ture based upon the separation of politics
from industrial muscle necessarily focuses
attention not on fighting back against the
present industrial offensives ot the govern-
ment and employers, but on waitingupon the
next Lahour governmentto deal with things.
Sociahists inside the Labour Party do not
discuss at ward and censtituency meetings
why Linwood went down or Ansells wassold
out. Instead, their concern, like that of the
reformist left, is with resotutions and confe-
rences. Under such circumstances, they,
againlike the reformists, cometohehaveasif
nothing can be done about the Tories untit a
genaral election s called.

It might be argued that in the past mass
revelutionary parties Aave emerged as splits
from reformist parties, This was certainly
true after the end of World War One. Buttwo
conditions were required for that. First, the

F

the People’s March but ...

There has been no difficulty in working with left Labour

existence ot a fantastically powerful pole of
attraction outside the partes 1o the form of
the Russian Revoluten and the Communist
International. Second, sustained, ne-holds-
barred agitation [rom mdependent revolu-
tonary organisations which never wavered
in their criticism of the lef1 socialist leaders.
And even then, the mass parties were all too
often formed after the decisiverevolulionary
upsurge had passed (in Germany and n
[taly).

The independent party and
the vnited front

Fortunately, there 13 no need to join the
Labour Party in order 10 get a hearing irom
the workers attracted towards Benntsm, The
party does not have the ail-encompassing
domination over the working class move-
ment that, for instance, German 3ocial
Democracy enjoyed in 1914 or the French
and Italian CPs [or the twenty years after
World War Two. Hundreds of thousands of
activists continue to organise and meet In
structures quite outside the direct control of
the party — shop stewards’ committees,
union bhranches, trades councis, tenants
associations. Millions ol strike days occur
every vear without anyone wattng for the
say-s0 of the local Labour Party.

And the new acuvists whioc have heen
drawn into the Labour Party respond to this
fact by a willingness to work alongside peo-

ple who for one reason or another refuse to
take Labour Party cards. So, for instance,
‘members ol the Soclalist Workers Party have
found ne difficulty in working with left
Labour Parly members 1o gain support tor
occupations like Lee Jeans or Lawrence
Scott, to build for the People’s March or to
campaign against the bomb. Nof being in the
L.abour Party can be a positive aid in such
situations: not only are we not hide-bound in
cur c¢riticistn of the disastrous tactics often
preached by trade umon officials or Labour
leaders; we also are not wasting on electoral-
ism and inner-Labour Party manoeuvres
energy that 15 needed to build such
Campalgns.

The spectacular growth of Benntsm means
that we are going to have to develop such
joint work  systematically in the penod
ahead. All the time we are going to have to
search out Labour Party and trade union
members influenced by Benn and to urge
upen thermn the need for joint action on the
Issues on which we are agrecd. Every stnke,
every CUNID demaonstration, every campaign
forclectionofunion officeals, every protest at
racialist attacks, has to involve revolutioni-
ries reaching out todraw Labour Party mem-
bers into joint activity. But that 1s not the
same as revolutionariestorgetuing what they
have learnt by bitter experience — that the
Labour Party by its very naturc cagniet be an
instrument of soc¢ialist change,
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INTERVIEW

Socialism is 2 word whose meaning changes
according to who is using it. In the Soviet
Union today socialism no longer stands [or
the democratic ideal of workers control
ance promised by the October revolution.
Instead socialism has come tomean an auth-
oritarian one-party system preserved by
means of political censorship and a repres-
sive state apparatus which works systemat:-
cally to eliminate all forms of opposition.

Those who have spoken out against the
Communist Party and its regime have had
many objections—religious, artisuc, aca-
demic as well as political. The challenge to
orthodoxy has been met with imprisonment,
hard labour and internal exile, Others have
heen interned in psychaitric prison hospitals
where if they fail to conform they are asked
to leave the country.

Some dissidents started oul on the right of
the political spectrum. Others moved there
as in desperation they looked to the Wesl
and liberal democracy for change within
Russia, when attempts at internal reform
failed. Understandably, therctore, those
who remained loval to any concept of social-
ism are few. Even rarer are those who would
call themselves Marxists,

Pictr Egides, a socialist dissident who
recently came to the West, describes the
reaction of his friends 1o his persisient belief
in socialism.

‘You, you who have been in prison for
eleven years, how can you remain a socialist.
We cannot understand you,’ they said. Ip
reply he told them ‘I am a sociahst, but in
Russia there is no socialism’. And when fri-
ends argued, pointing cut of the window
saying, ‘This, this what you see outside the
window this [S socialism,” he remained
adamant.

For unlike other ‘socialist” dissidents he
does not believe that the Soviet Union is
socialist. or that it canbereformed. He says:
“The main task now is to fight for democracy
in the Soviet Union—for without demo-
cracy there cannot bhe socialism. I believe
there is not one lota of socialism in the
Soviet Unien, because there is no demo-
cracy. It is a totalitarian regime. The leaders
of the Communist Party have betrayed the
interests of the working class, of socialism
and of Marxism, and they have turned our
state into an anti-working class state.’

Central to his idea of socialism 15 the 1dea
that the working class must be a leading
torce in the revolution. He and the other six
editors of the underground journal he has
heen involved in producing believe, “The
working class has a revolutionary potential.
The Polish events have shown us just how
much a working class is capable of’.

But Piotr insists the working class cannot
act alone:

“I'he working class in Poland did not act
alone, but in conjunction with KOR (the
Workers Defence Committee) which 1s an
organization of inteliectuals. Before when
the workers moved, the intellectuals did
nothing, and vice versa. Now they have joi-
ned together they have accomplished
something.”

~ A Marxist dissident

Piotr regards the distance between the dis-
sident intelligentsia and workers in Russia
as regrettable. When the Ukranian miner
Klebanov tried to organmise a Free Trade
Union some vears ago, he insisted that he
was not a dissident and that the workers in
his union were not struggling against the
state hut around economic 1ssues alone,

“The intellectuals said if that was the case,
then they would have nothing to do with i 1
think that neither they nor Klebanov were
right.’

Piotr Egides and his group tried to make
contact with Klebanov in order to work with
him. But it was too late. Klebanov had been
interned im a psychiatric prisen, and his
trade union smashed. Piotr and his associa-
tes then formed an organization which they
believed had to have a broader cutlook.
Thus SMOT was born,

Pictr Egides

‘SMOT was something different—it wasa
trade union organised by dissidents, In
SMOT there is unity between intellectuals
and dissidents.’

Marxism, however is rejected by mosl
dissidents:

‘In Russia today hardiv anyone has ever
read Marx. The most widely read of his
works in the Communist Manifesto, althouth
I doubt if Brezhnev and his lot have read
even that. Most dissidents are not philoso-
phers or even historians. They are chemists
and mathematicians, doctors and scientists.
They sec what there is and they disagree with
i, When people have gonc through the
camps, seen thousands killed under Stalin,
all in the name of socialism, then they no
longer believe in socialism. They don't
theoreticatly.”

‘I have read almost all the Marx and [
hold a different view. But [ didn’t just learn
from hooks. I learnt from my experiences. |
was chairman of a Kolkhoz {collective
farm). And I know that a collecuve farm is
not really a coliective farm. And i know that
you can't build communism with the Com-
munists in Russia today, but thai with us
Kolkhozniks vou can. 1 know that many
people aren’t against socialismm but thut
what exists today is not socialism.”

‘T was alwavs a socialist, but before 19371
believed that Stalin would practise social-
ism. 1 was still young. But in 1937 when |
saw Stalin arresting and killing honest peo-
ple 1 realised that Stalin was simply a Ghen-
gis Khan with a party card. Then during the
war there was the pact with Hitler, and the
whole of Europe was divided by leaders.

‘1 was imprisoned fwice, once under
Stalin and once under Brezhnev, T fimshed

G M Cooksan (Sociabst Challenge!

university and volunteered for the front dur-
ing the war. The German surrounded 1%
Russian armies. | managed (o got ow
through the German lines back to our ras
army. I was arrested. [t was dectdad char ali
of us who got out wherc betraver- 1 iy
country. I wasn't tried, but T was oo catag
for almost eight vears.’

When | came out of the camp | was, v
course, unemployed. T couldn™t get wors,
Then I 1aught for a while. Atter Sealin's
death Khrushchev made his famous specech.
He said, “We shall take at;n_thff EH
believed it. T volunteered to go and wiors an
a Kolkhoz.' |

‘T worked there for six years as charmun
of the Kolkhoz. It was there | had 1o deal
with all parts of the system and lcarned huw
i1 worked—Lhe committees and the regionil
committes and the party commiftees. But |
couldn’t do all things that were possible
because the leadership hindered me. They
kept on acting in Stalin’s way.

‘1If you are ploughing a field vou have 1o
do it deeply. But the cotlective farm woiker
does it shallowly because he ts paid by the
hectare. They plough at night—again shal-
lowly. [f the chairman of the Kolkhow pets
up to check they see the lights ¢ s cerand
they plough deeply. When he . gone they
plough shallowly again.

‘[ proposed a new system of payneni on
yield rather than hectare, Then supervision
would not have been necessary. (The rate of
pay would of course have taken weather into
account). But the regional committee sand.
‘No this is not a socialist way of working.
Who else 1s doing it this way?

‘I told the Regional Committee that no-
one else was doing it this way, that we were
doing something new. They told me thit was
not possible as there had been no order from
ahove.’

‘Eventually they tried 1o sack me. I sand
that they had not elected me and that they
could not sack me. So there was a collective

farm meeting. But the coliective farm wor-

kers sacked the secrctary of the Regional
Committee instead of me. Three times they
elected me._al meectings instead ot sacking
me. Eventually ] was threatened with prison
and T had to leave.

This incident convinced Plotr of the
impossibility of reform. His wviews was
strengthened by the Russian invasion ot
Czechoslovakia. After it he wrote & book
The Onhy Way Ou, which led (o his second
spell i prison,

For years Piotr worked 1o publish an
underground paper Foiski (Scdatches),
Unusually among Russian dissident jour-
nals it carries articles by workers as well as
intellectuals. Two of tts editors are workers,

Now in the West, he is looking for sucial-
ists who can help him in s aim ol taking
socialist ideas to the working class in Russla,
But he has been disappointed in many of
those who profess to be of the left As he
puts 1it.

‘The right are against us, thev lvar the
Russigns. The lefl on the other hand bow
down to the Russians and think that dissi-
dents are necessary sacritices in the canse Ol
detente. What are needed are soctlists who
are neither atraid of the Sovie! Union, nor
admire 1t.”

Anna Paczuska.
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A Marxist Fabian Society?

On 2( June about 150 people gathered in
[.ondon for a day’s rather woolly discussion
on setting up a *‘Socialist Society’. Most of
them were academics, most would consider
themselves 1o be Marxists and the object of
the propoesed society would be to put their
intellectual resources at the disposal of the
labour movement.

It is not the first time such a project has
becn attempted: the Centres for Socialst
Educanoninthe midsixties, forinstance, ora
couple of years later, the May Day Manifesto
were attempts by socialist intellectuals disil-
lusioned with the realities of Harold Wilson’s
Labour Party to play a more activist and
more natwonally co-ordinated poelitical role.
Both soon disintegrated without achieving
much; partly because even socialist academ-
1cs find 1t difticult 10 stay long out of their
tvory (owers, more begause neither was able
to find a political tocus to maintain it.

But despite their fate, their naivety and
their political confuston both were worthy
initiatives. Foronethingthey were partofthe
process of  establishing an  extra-
parliamentary feft in Britain. And forano-
ther, however ditficult it may be, socialist
academics showld be out of the ivory tower,
using the skills they undoubtediy have1o atd
the struggle. Quite rightly the [nternational
Socialists {the SWEP's forbear) critically sup-
ported both the Centres for Socialist Educa-
tion and the May Day Manifesto.

If you went by either the discussion on the
day or the documentation circulated, the
current initiative would have ¢ven less hope
of getting off the pround than its prede-
cessors. Two things, however, make us think
that it just might make it.

First of all the spread of people atthe (not
very well publicised} 20 June meeting was, in
its own terms, impressive: leading figures of
the “old new left’ of the late 50s—early 60s
like John Sawville, Ralph Miliband iand Ray-
mond Willilams; the present New Left Review
team, Perry Anderson, Robimn Blackburn; the
Bevond the Fragments authors, Hilary
Wainwright and Lyn Segal; feministintellec-
tuals like Michele Barrett; the editors ot both
the Communist Party and the forthcoming
Labour Party theoretical journals; Tarig All
Vladimir Derrer, secretary of the Campaign
tor Labour Party Democracy. One could go
on naming names; certainly not household
namgs, but representing virtually the whole
spectrum of the left intellectual world that
has built up over the past twenty vears, All
had their quibbles, but all were prepared to at
least seriously investigate the project.

But the maore important reason why the
project might make 1t s that this tme it does
haveafocus:therisingstar of the Bennite left.
References to the passibilitics opened up by
developments in the Labour Party domi-
nated the meeting, even from the small muin-
ority who remain determined that they wiil
never take up agan the Labour Party cards
they tore up yearsago. Acommonshorthand
way of describing what the proposed society
would be was a *Marxist Fahian Society’,
They are thinking of asociety afliliated to the
Labour Party,

However the sume real political Focus that
makes the project viable, also creates very big
political dangers. Another piece of shor-
thand used at the meeting was that the pro-
pased soclcety should be a ‘bridge’ between
socialists 1nside and outside the Labour
Party. Fine: socialists in and out of the
Labour Partyhaveplentvofareas where they
can usefully co-operate. But vou should bhe
able to cross a bridge in both directions. And
judging by the debate this bridge is in danger
of carrying only one-way traffic: a headlong
rush of most of the tormerly ‘Marxist' inteih-
gentsia behind Benn. At the meeting Allerna-
tive Economic Strategy theorist, Stuart
Holland, was hstened to with apparently
uncriticial respect, and the general consensus
scemed to be that talk of "smashing the state’
wis distingtly outdated.

S0 1f the society does get olf the ground

-

how will it be using its intellectual resources?
Take the example of the Alternative Eco-
nomic Strategy. Will *Marxist” economists
[ind themselves glamourising it, providing
saphisticated justifications for a ‘socialist’
incames policy? Or will they be ruthlessty
cxposing it as utopian and ultimately class
collaborationist? It 1s notan issue thatcanbe
fudged.

From the mood of the meeting we guess
that every attempt will be made to fudge it,
and it that 15 successful then the path to
providing intelicctual cover for a Foot-Benn
government 1s wide open,

The meeting ended with setting up a 26
person commtrttee 1o explore the project and
report back after the summer. The commit-
tee includes [an Birchall forthe SWP. He will
have a hard but necessary job on his handsof
making sure that the 1ssucs are not fudged
and that If the *Marxist Fabian Society” is
tormed it will bethe Marxist thatdescribesits
palitics rather than the Fabian.

Pete Goodwin
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The new Broad Lefts

This year’s union coniferences have shown how the political situation within the working class
mevement is undergoing a significant change. Substantial numbers of trade union militants
have responded to the continued battery of assaults on the industrial front by seeking
generalised political solutions to the crisis. Unable te¢ stem the tide of widespread factory
closures, enforced and voluntary redundancies, rigid cash limits and pay restraint they are
showing a renewed interest in Labour-type reformist politics. Ralph Darlington looks at

what is happening.

The New Broad Left groupings have
emerged in a number of unions recently —
notably in the Post Office Engineering
Union and the Union of Communications
Workers, There are signs that the same
thing could soor happen elsewhere,
following the considerable success of
meetings organised in support of Tony
Benn at many union conferences.

Following Benn’s address to a number
of delegates at this yecar's APEX
conference it was agreed to form a Broad
Left: initiated by the Labour Left and
Militant, a draft statement has now been
circulated and preparations are in hand to
unite left forces. At this year’s EETPU,
Fire Brigades Union and steelworkers
conferences tentative moves were made
along the same lines. The Labour
Coordinating Committee trade union
conference in mid-July has been organised
to cxtend and consolidate this Broad Left
phenomenon.

It the model of Broad Left organisation
in the 6Us and 70s existed in enginecring
then the model today is very much the
Broad Left within the ¢ivil servants union,
the CPSA. Although established some
some vears ago it has now developedinto a
tormidable grouping and has helped
provide the impetus and encouragement
for newer Broad Lefts in other unions.

There are about four hundred
individual members of the CPSA BL.
National conferences have  attracted

hetween 2(0)-300 supporters. Although

the Broad Lett journal is published
sporadically, 1t has a national network of
distribution. And in this year’s elections
for the CPSA National Executive
Committee the Broad Left stood 28
candidates and successfully captured 11
(with 17 going to the right wing).

Four major pelitical tendencies co-exist
inside this far-from-homogenous
amalgamation of unton activists. The
Labour left and the Labour right are both
represenied (and the Communist Party are
in both camps depending on the issue).
There i1s a Socialist Caucus of ex-
revolutionaries and semi-revolutionaries
and political frapments. And probably the
best organised current 18 the Militant
Tendency.

The CPSA Broad Left has an overiding
elitist interpretation which holds that if
only the union had the correct political
leadership dramatic changes would oceur.
‘Providing leadership” s posed as a
panacea to the weakness of the working
class movement generally. And the
membership are to be ‘mobihscd’ but from
calls from above.

The result 15 .a virtwal obsession with
capturing official union positions. But the

‘Broad Left’s success in doing so bears little

relation to their support on the office
Hoor. o the middle of the most protracted
and widespread industrial dispute ever to
involve the union’s members the Broad Left
have studiously avoided any real campaigning
amongst the rank and file, with few leaflets, little
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the first six crucial weeks of the pay
campaign the Broad Left swung all its’

efforts inte an elaborate campaign for the

NEC elections.

Given a choice between right wingers
and the Broad Left candidates the ‘rank
and file' Redder Tape grouping argued for
the latter, including the Broad Left's
nominee for President, a leading Militant
supporter Kevin Roddy. But the main
problem for militants in the CPSA over
the last few months has nor been their
attitude towards the elections but their
attitude towards the pay dispute.

And the CPSA Broad Lett have argued
for stubborn caution in winning the pay
dispute. [t was the Broad Left at the
unton’s conference who moved a motion
for a five-day stoppage (which was never
carried out) preventing an array of
motions for indefinite strike actiom (the
only way the dispute could have becn
won) from being heard.

Far from organising solidarity for the
Scottish DHSS unofficial strikers who
walked out in disgust at the official
selective action strategy, the Broad Left

argued for their return to work. Such

Broad Leftism is always cxposed in strnke
situations.

The Brixton dole strike last year over
the victimisation of fwo umon militants
was the longest running unofficial dispute
in the history of the union. Yet again the
Broad Left was by no means unanimous in
its support. An article in the Mifiant
newspaper attacked the strike as a
‘diversion of resources'. Individual Broad
Left members played a very good role in
assisting the Brixton strikers. Yet they
opetrated only as individuals. The Broad
Left grouping in the CUPSA is not an
activist body geared for disputes. It 1s
essentially an election machine.

While formally the Broad Left have a
similar programme to Redder Tape thewr
method and approach to the class struggle
15 entirely different. They have no wish to
establish groups among the rank and file
that witl battle to involve the membership

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION
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in a struggle against both employers and
the union bureaucracy.

In telecommunications, the first major
national dispute for the 35 hour week 1n
1978 was undoubtably the watershed for
the emergence of one of the newer Broad
Left groupings. The POEU membership
flexed their muscles in collective action
with a combination of escalating sanctions
and immediate walk-outs in response to

SUSPETSIONS.

A fter that, and in particular because of
the ultimate sell-out by the
overwhelmingly night wing  union

exccutive, important changes occurred
within the union.

There was always a left group inside the
POEU whose leading fgures were
members of the Communist Party. In the
last three years that group has become an
open Broad Left organisation, involving

‘an uneasy alliance between the Labour

Left, Communist Party and Miitant
Tendency.

It’s formation succeeded in attracting a
number of branch committee members
and rank and file militants disaffected with
the official leadership of the union. And
recently the POEU Broad Left has made a
considerable impact wmning policy
changes in the face of fierce opposition
from the union bureaucracy.

There are roughly 400 individual
members of the POEU Broad Left, with
up to 200 attending national conierences.
An elected steering committee of
members from across the country (sitmilar
to the CPSA Broad Left) meets from time
to time. They produce a journal The Spark
which appears four times a year and sells
about 2,000 copies. Quite regular Broad
Lecft meetings are held in London with
about forty supporters attending (A third
of the entire POEU membership are
concentrated in London).

After three years of contesting unicn
clections the POEU Broad Left have
managed to win nine seats on the
Executive Council. However there are
continuing wrangles over the

Nt %51
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The Broad Left as such did not campaign for the Brixton dole dispute

accountability of Broad Left EC members
to the organisation that helped raise them
to prominence.

The impressive success of the POEU
Broad Left sparked off a similar initiative
last year within another right wing
dominated trade union, the Union of
Communication Workers (formerly the
UPW)

The 1971 postal strike was a massive
set-back to any militant and socialist
within Tom Jackson's union. Anti-union
views flourished in the absence of any
credible group able and willing to
challenge the leadership. For a period the
National Front were able to build up
pockets of support in a few London
offices.

Then after eight years of inactivity and
meek acceptance of any pay nse no matter
how small, the membership exploded m
1979, An Executive Council
recommended pay and productivity
package was rejected in a umon ballot by
6-1. and over 1500 UCW members laid
siege to the union’s Londen HO.

The formation of a Broad Lef,
composed of older miliiants alongside
newer recruits into the industry who had
not cxperienced the 1971 defeat, was
almost inevitable. And in the last year the
newly formed BL has held a number ot
national meetings  attracting  60-odd
supporters, gained a membership of about
3(X), issucd a magazine Communigue and
it almost won the election of a BL. member
onto the EC at this year's conference.

Again the driving force behind the
UCW Broad Left has been the Labour
Left and Militant. And like the POEU BL
they have rapidly gamed adherents not
only among union officials and branch
committee activists, but from grassroot
members i the sorting offices and
telephone exchanges.

There are three major aspects of policy
that unite all these newer Broad Left
eroupings that we need to consider.
Firstly, their general statements of aims
were such that no real socialist could
oppose them.

The key points of the UCW and POEU
BL programmes are:

* Re-nationalisation without

compensation of all enterprises hived

off by the Tories.

* Democratic workers

management  of  the

Telecomms.

* Alevel of pay commensurate with the

needs of the members, their skills and

knowledge.

* Fora 35 hour week.

* No reduction in posts by natural

wastage.

* Elections of all officers of the union.

The real crux of the problem however 1s
that their statement of aims are so general.
they have been deliberately designed to
reach a wide concensus of support within
which individual supporters can hold
VArying opiniens, even on major issues.

No harm in that you may wonder. Yet
the new Broad Left style of catch-all
approach can lead to serrous divisions
when it comes to s athitude towards
unofficial disputes. regularity of clection

control  and
PO/ British
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Natignalities Bill demo — the new Broad Lefis have not raised this issue

ot atficials, thewr accountability to the
mumbership, ete. More importantly such
vague  policles  over wages, jobs and
conditions do not commit rank and file
~upporters 1o much more than general
baviiiny for "alternative policies”

Phie ariument 15 an important ong and
1= tlects the pofitical attitude that undermins
e Mroad Left’s orientation. Rank and
e sroupines need to be  absolutely
ciwcampromising in their refation to union
curcuncrals if they are to maintain some
ey of purpose and discipline over their
SLUPOTTCTS.
~ The Broad Left's programme is aimed
not ot rank and file activity in the
workplace buat in changing overall policy
withut the umon. A glance at any of the
casting rank-and-hle” groups’ statements
cGoaums ndicates a radically  different
doproach.

" Fur flat rate wage increases.

“ Fhe regular election on each scction,

block or department of shop stewards

rully nccountable,

“ For regular mass meetings and shop

stewards committee bulletins.

tor regalar meetings of all members
1Y every section/department.

'ull report backs from all
e eofintions with management.,

Against [0 per cent facility time for
uitton reps 1n office. branch, regional or
Srher commiitees.

Foi all offictals to be elected annually
ded subvject to anstant recall. For the
hanouring of all other workers” picket

hies and  tall respect for calls for

nacking,

CCTvompromising  opposition oo all
- raclabsm o and  sexual

!'.:'||||'.,‘ I.-Ii

discrimination. No Nazis to be allowed

to hold union office.
Crtven the fact that the Broad Lefi

programmes are not ammed at organising
the rank and file, 1t 15 of no surprisc that
they make their  greatest efforts  at

intervention at union conference and not
around disputes throughout the year.

Secondly, there is an obsession among
the newer Broad Lefts with the Labour
Party. Hence in the UCW Broad Left
programme we find it spelt out thus:

* *Full support to the democratic

changes passed at the 19580 Labour Party

conference, and the involvement of all
postal{telecomms workers in the party
to build a mass membership.

* Labour to Power on a Socialist

Programme, including the implemen-

tation of Clause 4.°

And in the POEU Broad Left we find:
‘Kick out the Tories and return a Labour
government commatted and accountable
to a truly socialist programme.’

Agpain the orientation leaves a lot to be
desired.

Whatr matters to the BLs i1s not how
strong and confident workers are to hght
back and how deeply socialist ideas have
pcnctrated  into  the heart of the
workplaces, but rather the task of ensuning
the return of a [Labour governmment. In
common with the Labour left in the
constituencies the new BLs do not sce the
industrial power of workers as the force to
transform  society.  Yet without that
industrial strength and the willingness to
apitate to use that strength socialist politics
are impotent.

Worse, the whole notion of "‘Labour to
Powegr on a soclalist programme’ fires

lllusions 1n the parliamentary road to
socialism, the alternative economic
strategy and the ability of even a left wing
labour administration led by Tony Benn
not bemng blown otf course by those who
control and run our society.

Although CND has been backed at
most union conterences the Broad Lefts as
organised groupings  have been
conspicuousty  -absent in generating
enthusiasm for one of the largest mass
movemenis seen in Britain. Similarty the
Anti-Nazi League 15 never mentioned in
BL  publications or  energetically
campaigned for other than by sympathetic
individual members. And for all the
pretensions of being anti-racialist, the
Nationalities Bill has been totally ignoréd.

In relating to the new Broad Lefts it is
imperative revelutionary socialists do not
adopt a sectarian attitude, denouncing or
1gnoring their initiatives. Yet we also have
10 guard agasinst dissolving ourselves into
such movements by tatling to differentiate
aur own brand of politics.

Those attracted to the Broad Lefts are
those who want to fight the employers and
the Tories. There are many excellent
mulitants invelved with or influenced by
the new Broad Lefts. We should stand
shoulder to shoulder with such forces
against the right even though we may
disagree with some of the policies and
tactics of the Broad Left leadership.

The left must achieve a degree of unity
in action if the Tories onslaught on the
working class is not to prove disastrous. In
this situation the united front in activity is
of central importance. That means the
struggie to unite on limited aims on which
there 13 at least formal agreement,
irrespective ot the profound political

differences that may exist on other issues.
The ‘rank and file' groupings ltke Redder
Tape, NALGO Action Group, Engineers’
Charter, need to make repeated initiatives
for joint activity with the Labour left, while
still preserving their own organisational
independence,

The expetience within the EEPTU
where Rank and File Contact and the CP/
Labour left have jomed together in a
campaign to re-open the suspended
London Central Branch is an example of
that united action.

In those unions where revolutionary
socialists are 1solated mdividuals, they
should work within the Broad Lefts but
anly as a critical voice. The newly formed
UCW BL has for the moment a rank and
file type approach, although we should not
underestimate the influence of the current
that sees this as a way of winning influential
umon positiens and who at a later stage
may well steer clear of agitation at the base
of the union for fear of alienating potential
allies at the top. Even as a smatil voice
within the Broad Lefts, revolutionary
socialists can still be full of suggestions for
active sohdarity for disputes, backing for
the Right to Work march to the Tory Party
conference, etc. And we should always
seek to argue every gambit of our politics
aover the Alternative Economic Strategy,
and the impossibility of dealing with the
crisis via reforms.

Jivo st Boview
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The big one balks the issues

At a time when the government 1s riding
roughshod over the working class move-
ment, the TG WU conference buried 115 head
firmly in the sand. Mction after motion was
composited in such a way as to remove 1ts
teeth.

The whole thrust ot the debate and the
resolutions was armed art what a tuture
Labeur governmeni would do. Tt wasironic,
therefore, that the Genegral Executive Com-
mittee was conniving all week 1n an attempt
to prevent delegates trom voting on the 1ssue
of the Labour deputy leadership.

Despite the manoeuvringof the Executive,
there was a revolt from the floor over the
guestion of the deputy leadership. It was
quite obvicus from the beginning that the
overwhelming majority supported Benn, but
every bureaucratic means was used to pre-
vent a decision, And the stitch-up succeeded.

Alongside the parliamentananism went a
dreadful undercurrent of nationalism. This
came out most strongly in the debate on
economic policy and import controls.

The main reselution recommended by the
Executive contained nothing by a senes of
wishy washy palliatives, all aimed at class
collaborative economic nationalism. The
constant references to ‘our’ industry, ‘our’
trade etc were very noticeable, and theargu-
ments used tor import controls were ofien
little short af racist. There was a mock 1nter-
nationalism, with attacks on the multinatio-
nals, But no-one explamed how they
expected to fight the multinationals without
the support of our brothers and sisters
employed by these multinationals in other
lands.

This attitude reached a tarcical low point
in the debate on the Channel Tunnel moved
by Number One Region committce. We were
told to oppose the Tunnel because 1t would
allow some of *our’ trade to be controlied by
the French. Perish the thought!

The import controls argument was well
answered by a steelworker who remembered
the support ol the Swedish steelworkers
during hisdispute. Allto noavail:theunion’s

existing reactionary position was endorsed.

As well as nationalism, the conference was
marked by sexism. Something hke a quarter
of thé union’s membership are women, vet
there were only a handful of women delega-
tes. And there was not a single motion on the
agenda which related to women 1t any way,
despite the increasing governmentattackson
women.

As opposed to all this the bright spark i
the debate was a motion on the cuts which
was carried in the teeth of vicious opposition
trom the Executive. It is worth repeating it
in full, as one of the few examples of what
should have filled the order paper:

*This ¢conference is totally opposed to
cuts in the public services and supports
direct action against the cuts. Where
workers take direct action and occupy to
defend jobs and services, the TGWU will
calls for strike action to support such
occupations to create the best conditions

for success, In addition the TGWU wall

support Labour councils who refuse to
implement the cuts, put up rates or refuse
to pay interest debits to the banks.’

The other victory on economic policy—
although not seen as such—was tn the
debate on Endustrial Democracy {class col-
laboration, 1n everyday terms). Workers,
participation has been very important to the
bureaucracy in the union and is central to
the Alternative Economic Strategy. And we
turned it over in the face of the General
Executive Committee. The interesting thing
about this 1s that many of the delegates
argued the case on the basis of theiwr experi-
gnce of trving to operate planning agree-
ments and the like, and they saw that they
had been fooled.

How do we retorm the TGWU? You may
not have heard of it, but here exists within
the union an organisation calied the Broad
Left which managed to get together a meet-
ing of more than a hundred delegates early
in the conference. You probably haven't
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The TGWL conference — and the only
bulletin to go in every day arguing the
lef{’'s case

heard of it because it i1s a purely electoral
block which does not exist below the level of
senior steward. And so at the conference it
did not bother to put out a single bulletin or
leaflet. Nor was it capable of making any
well-organised intervention over the Benn
issue—it was left to Alan Thornett from
Cowley to try te get the i1ssue voted on.

The Broad Left's lack of effectiveness was
matched by a lack of principle when i1 came
to political issues. At one point a leading
member of the Broad Left went so far as to
issue a call to bring back flogging in the
debate on bus assaults!

The way to reform does not lie in electoral
trade offs, but in building a rank and file
movement capable of mobhilising the
membership.

The SWP delegates made small steps in
this direction when we initiated a Right to
Work Campaign meeting which was addres-
sed by representatives of the Ansells wor-
kers, Holmann Micheil, and Lawrence Scott
strikers. We also put a Socialist Warker bul-
letin every day. We believe this had some
constructive effect on the decisions,
although the chairman, aided by the regio-
nal secretaries, managed to work the miracle
and prevent most of us from speakingin any
important debate.

Steve Cushion
e ________________

WHY IMPORT
CONTROLS WON’'T SAVE JOBS

* I the face ol growing
uacmployment and eaer-
Eadling K iop standurds, the
caull Eor imtport cuniriply —
particularly Trom sonte
seylions uf the trade union
leadership—is rising He

b sterical chorus, Hut would
iport controds save jobn?
Wl import contraly
improse livimg standards?
Woald the prives i the shops
goup of down?

This pamphict agswers these
gHesTin s,

25p - 15p poEiage
iPcoplas £2.25
{pot frea)
Soclahtiziz Unltimilad, .
255 Saven 5isters Road, |

Ltondon W4 | Thi i
AL LRY
case import contrals.
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Smoke without fire

Back on the 1rains a4 tew days after the
ASLEF conference and you wonder what
was achieved. Despite intensc debates on
wages, job losses, one-man operation, and
proposals 1o restructure the union, all the
policies won by the left will now go hefore an
Executive Cammittee for ity interpretation.

The militant conference atmosphere, with
fiery speeches trom Tony Benn, Ray
Buckion and delcgates praising ‘accounta-
bility" and demanding real socialist policies,
fades when local management try to stop 25
jobs and you wonder what the hell can be
done,

The loss of jobs 15 the 1ssue on British
Rat. This was reflected a1 conference. Dele-
gates made 1t clear they were disgusted with
the lack ola hght. In the last yearsome 2,200
ASLEF jobs have gone. In December the
EC said they would *not sit idly by and
watch the demaolition of the railway indus-
try’ and resolved o take industnal action to
stop it.

But the action was called oft? Instead, the
EC went hand in hand with Sir Peter Parker
to the transport mingster and sawd they were
prepared to talk about further job cuts and
productivity it the government would fill
BR's begging bowl.

Delegates from the South East and Sco-
tland insisted that a policy of industrial
action be implemented at the end of the
conlerence as the only way o save jobs, The
Exccutive Committee wanted to stall indus-
trial acuion and would have preferred a few
more lobbies of MPs and protest marches.
Delegates stressed that the recent unofficial
strekes on Southern Region have saved more
jobs and reinstaled more trains than all the
Jobbies and marches put together. Despite
two attempts to water the resolution down
and delay any fight, it was eventually carried
unammously.

Bul this victory could prove illusory with-
cut further pressure from the rank and file.
Already the EC are backing off over the
closure ol the Manchester-Shelfield line,

The effect of the attack on jobs stood out
in the wages® debate, There were no resolu-
tions this year calling for industrial action
on pay, and despite our 29.2% ¢claim there
seemcd to be a willingness to seitle for some-
thing around [0%—whtch wouid be a mas-
SIVE wage cut.

{Gaven this atmosphere, the high point of
the conference came when two Lee Jeans
strikers spoke from the platform. All 46
delegates applauded their tremendous fight
and £325 was raised. All the speakers in the
political  debate referred 1o Lee Jeans,
including Tony Benn. Unfortunately, the
debate was dominated, 1o the exclusion of
mosl olther things, by our decision to back
Tony Benn lor the deputy leadership, Ray
Buckton even wound the debate up early so
that this support couid hit the evening head-
lings. Nevertheless, there was overwhelming
support for & resolution on total opposition
to the siting of Crise massiles 11 Britain,

And thereas also a possibility that the Right-

lo-Work-Campaign-backed resolution tora

National Unemploved Workers Union will
go to the TUC from ASLEF: it was one of
four suggestions for the agenda accepied by
the delegates.

Meanwhile the membership dispute with
the NUR drags on. Len Murray has now
suggested we gmive up 150 members on
London Transport i eschange l[or sole
nnegotiating rights on British Rail. A number
of LT and BR delegates were opposed to this
horse trading, which they suw as further
steps 1n the sell-out of the LT membership,
hut it appears the EC will get their way,

Murray has also mmposed a Ralway
Umon Federation on us. This sounds good
in theory, but in practice it could be a disas-
ter. The aim 15 the establishment of one
unton which could see ASLLEF's occasionat
militancy sutfocated by the NUR. Bearing
this in muinds, some delegates were suspi-
cious of the EC proposals to restructure the
union. The disbandment of District Coun-
cils, the reduction of the EC and the phasing
out of orgamising secretaries may be the first
step to winding up the union. |

The EC report onthesciterms was referred
back to a recall conference. Counter propos-

Ray Buckton

als [rom branches mean there is a real possi-
bility of ASLEF officials, including the
general secretary, facing regular reelection.
This is possibly the first time our campaign-
eng will have succeeded at a national level.
We'll just have to wait and see.

Steve Forey

Kings Cross

Looking left and standingstill

NALGO confcrence was marked by &
tendency to draw back from committing
the union to acuon while giving stunnming
support 1o the action of others. There
was delinite recognition of the need lora
political as well as a trade union response
to the crisis. But 1t fell just short of
moving Into action to prove the point.
Two issues in particular highhghted this:
CNID and the curs,

On OND the NEC were resoundingly
defeated when they tried to detend multi-
lateralism, and there was an overwhelm-
ing vote for unilateralism and affiliation
to CND. Buta small amendment to com-
mit NALGO to taking part in a general
campalgn of industrial action (o stop
Crutse and Trident was defeated. Regret-
tably the opposition of the intormal
scotush “Broad Left’ playved a role in
this.

However, the Health Group mecting
did vote 1o boycott new posts being crea-
ted 1o organise a post-holocaust health
service! And full conference voted to
support any member refusing (o work on
cnvit] defence.

On the cuts, conlerence decided ‘in
principle’ that the law should be broken
In defence of Jobhs and services, But, later
in the week. it refused to support mem-
bers boyeotting the sale of council hou-
ses, thus breaking the law in practice. It
must he sapd that this was a narrow
deteat on a card vote, but did seem 1o
epitomise the conference’s predilection
tor talking politics and not putting them
INEG praciice.

Most of the action we saw at Black-
pool came from the NALGO Action
Crroup, who put out daily bulletins which
were well recerved and which were dis-
cussed i daily meetings, On top of this,
NAG called several other successful
meefings, including one to discuss action
across the country to defeat the Scottish
cuts, one for health service delegates 10
plan a paycampaign, and a good meeting
on Troops Out—a topic not reached on
the agenda for the third year running but
pushed well to the fore by NAG's efforts.

Conference’s two emotional high
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spots were generated by outside spea-
kers. Following a proposal from NAG a
spcaker from Lee Jeans was allowed to
address conference and received two
standing ovations together with a collec-
tion of over £1000. The second hearten-
ing spcaker was a delegate from the
Polish union, Solidarity, whose second,
standing ovation followed his call for
international sociahsm.

NALCGO did have some strikers of 1ts
own to welcome to the conference. The
Typists Charter campaign, onginated by
NAC supporters, continues to spread,
und the local government meeting over-
whelmingly called upon the NEC to
increase strike pay for Liverpool typists
and machine opecrators being victimised
for jow level industrial action {The NEC
later managed to twist this request in
such a way as to kick the typists in the
teath). :

There was also a good response from
Cias members to the threat of selling off
show rooms and consequently destroy-
ing several thousand jobs. The national
ieadership are totally unprepared on this
issue, and a lot will depend on rank-and-
file militants building for national all-out
action—a response manual wotrkers are
ready t0 make.

By far the biggest issue, though, was
the massive threat to local government in
Scotland, particularly Lothian. There
were two respenses to this. OQutside con-
ference there was an almost immediate
and very well supported one-day strike
by the Lothian Nalgo branch. Mean-
while, the Scottish Distnict Councl
{dominated by the ‘Broad Lelt’) was put-
ting forward a conference motion calling
for everyone under the sun (eg STUC,
TUC, Labour Party NEC) apart from the
NALGO members affected to do some-
thing, This took up six of seven para-
graphs, while the members—who alone
can build the mass action whichsthe key
to success—got only one paragraph and
that was about acting jointly with their
employers.

" The search for political answers and
the lack of confidence in producing
action culminated in a vote (o have a
national ballot on the creation of a politi-
cal fund and affiliation to the Labour
Party. This vote was all things toall dele-
gates. Right wingers want a ballot so that
affiliation will be resoundingly defeated.
Other delegates know their members
could not blame them for their pro-
I.abour inclinations, since the decision
was merely to have a ballot.

Nevertheless, the vote was hig and did
reflect a genuine wish for some political
solution, albeit m a4 form that meant
athers solving members® problems. But s
hardly justified the euphoric outhursts of
many left delegates. Any atlempt to unite
politics and trade untonism is welcome.
But there are two dangers. QOne is that in
tace ol the right, the Labour Party will be
presented uncritically-—not much of a
danger, though for those of us tighting
Labowr councils. More 1mportantly,
many letts will see campaigning for aftil-
ation as an excuse for ignoring those
small but not insignificant groups of

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

workers that are tighting now.

Last, but not least, a lot of lip SCrvice
was paid at the conference 10 the major-
ity of NAILGO's membership being
women, but not even lip service was paid
to a rule change that woutd have made
sexism (among other things) an action
against the umion’s interests and the-
refore an explusion ofteace 1f a branch

desired such a move. That was rejected.
Although women have often been 1n the
lead in struggle in NALGO Conference
and the NEC remain overwhelmmgly
male and wel! paid. Any successtul fight
back and anv successful rank-and-file
group must be based on a sound socialist
and feminist approach.

SWP NALGO delegates

Telecoms witch-hunted

The power of the capilalist press and their
ability to intervene in trade union 1ssues was
demonstrated at the POEU conference in
carly June,

In 1980, the Broad Left had won three
additional seats on the National Executive,
giving them nine outof the 23available. Only
three more seats were required to give theletr
control of the executive tor the first time to
the late 1940s.

Some {although not all} on the left in the
union believed that 1981 would be the year to
win. So apparently did the ruling clique on
the NEC and their supporters within the
Muainstream group of right wingers, The ‘evi-
dence’ of a potential ‘red threat” appeared
when, forthe first time figures showing which
hranches had voted for what NEC candidate
were published. The voting figures showed a
wide spread support for the policies and
candidates of the left, not justin London{the
traditional base) but in branches as far apart
as West Cornwall and Kendal.

The right wing were seriously concerned.
Soon documents began to appear, with the
right indicating those branches theyfelttobe
in danger. [n West Cornwall an anonymous
letter was circulated to all members warning
them of the ‘danger to democracy” posed by
their hranch supporting candidates of the
left. In response, at a massively attended
meeting, the leadership of that branch recel-
ved an overwhelming vote of confidence.

But the right were not down yet. In early
March an article appeared in the Daily Maif
warning of the ‘threat to democracy’ posed
hy the Broad Left in *Britain’s most impor-
tant trade union’. They sited as evidence

those same voting figures, together with
comments from general secretary, Bryan
Stanley, and the leader of the right, John
Price. What the Adgi/ omitted tosay was that
if it had not been forthe Broad Left support-
ing the rule change enabling voting figuresto
he published against fierce opposition from
the NEC and the Mainstream group, the
sa-called ‘evidence’ would not have been
available. So much tor the threal to
demuocracy!

The article in the Mai/ was followed hy
similar articles in the Telegraph, the Tinies
and the Sunday Mirror (W Wyatt — who
glse?), all highlighting the ‘threat’” and pub-
lishing the list of right wingers standingin the
comifig elections,

Just two weeks before conference, when
branches were holding mandating meetings
another article appearcdinthe Daify Express
exhorting POEU members 10 get atong to
their branch meetingsand ensure that the pay
offer was accepted and the left kept oft the
NEC.

As a result many branch meetings were
flooded with members, many of whom had
never been to a meeting in their lives, mostly
leaving as soon as the payclaim was accepted
with only a handful of branches voting
against.

Throughout the week the NEC wonall the

major debates. In fact, the only high-spot of

an otherwise depressing week was that all
nine Broad Left members retained their
seats, two ofthe nine actuallyincreasingtheir
vote, Gloating over its achievement the
Fxpress, during conference, published a lea-
der congratulating the union’s members on
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beating off the ‘attack from the left’ and
quoting John Gulding, a POEU-sponsored
MP and leading right winger, thanking the
Express tor the help it had given the POEL.

Su what now'? 1t has to beaccepted thatthe
press plaved a major role in the aftair. They,
at least, realisc the potential power of a
POEL led by socialists and know only too
well what that would mean tor them and the
capitalist class that they support. To blame
the press. though s (o avold the real 1ssues,

The left lost because theydid not recognisc
the right’s ability to fight and their inbuilt
advantape of controlling the union machine,
We only have one answer (o that inbult
power, we musf win the rank and ftic. [tisnot
encugh to compete forseatson theexecutive,
the tight for policies and politics must be
W,

The nght are bankrupt, they donot know
how to tight either Telecom management or
the Tores. Their commitment to capitalism
and their reliance on a future Labour govern-
ment wedded to the same philosophy cannot
beat off the increasing attacks on the mem-
hers. Ouly socialists can offer the opportun-
ity tor survival, as Telecom moves out of the
cosy envirenment of the last 30 vears.

The threat to the monopoly, new techno-
logy, grade reorganisation, all pose major
threats to the workers i the industry. The
Broad Left has to develop the ighting poli-
cies necded to win the battles that he ahead.
Some un the left do not believe in that Dight,
they baulk at declaring thewr position and
arguing their corner within the union. They
have to change or move over, the rank and
lle will not wait tor them, Socialists in the
POET] must recognise the imporiance of the
Broad [.ett and ol working within it, the
importance of fighting and winnmg the bat-
tic tor policies. OQuremphasison the rank and
file 15 the key 1o success,

Socialists in the POEL have to take their
task sertously and become more active both
i1 the uron and wintiun the Broad Left. The
wnion s nol a saft oplon, itisessenual W our
politics. People moan about the bureaucracy,
about the endless meecnngs and commitiees,
what they lail to realise (s that without the
slog, without the hard grafi, therc can he no
success, Your politics may be immaculale
But il you cannol translate those polnicsinto
dction vou might as well give up now,
Bryvan Macey
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Yes Sirs, No Sirs

The lron and Sieel Trades Confederation
held ity annual conference last maonth.
Unlike most union conferences this one has
only been gomng the last few years. 1tis non-
policy making. Delegaies are often appoln-
ted by district othicials rather than elected.
The whaole atmosphere 15 rather like a jam-
horec with  general secretary  Bill Sirs
(unclected of course), dommating the speec-
hes and the union organising funcuons in
the evening—including a banguet with free
drink which cost mors than £23 per head.

Despite this aunosphere the conterence
way far far more positive rthan in previous
vears., SIirs was heaten on two nmpaortant
ssues, The conference voled for unilateral
disarmament and withdrawal from the 13O
against the direction ol the plattorm, Even
after Sirs had pulled out Joc Gormley, Sid
Weighell and Michacl Foor—two years ago

Neither Washington,
nor Moscow. but

-
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Prince Charles spoke from the plattorm—to
speak, he only just carried the vote for the
Labour right’s position on the electoral col-
lege and the deputy leadership.

But Sirs maintained his bureaucratic con-
trol over the union. Two important resolu-
tions on  EC elections and making
conference policy binding on the executive
were dropped to the end of the agenda and
then not taken due to lack ot time,

Real Stee! News wias the only fogus in the
conference arguing tor a positive rank and
file tight back. George Sanders, a Real Steel
News supporter from Sheffield, made an
excellent contribution an how redundancies
can be fought. By banning overtime they
had forced thewr management to f{ill the
vacancies left by voluntary redundancies.

The Real Sreef News strategy of arguing
through the rank and file and organising
around disputes stands m stark contrast to
the Relorm Movement started three vears
ago. The Reform Movement have wheeled
and dealed during tiose three years to get
members elecled to the EC. Because this
strategy was carricd out behind the backs of
the rank and file and was never connected to
tighting the BSC and the cmployers, no-one
at the conference could tell who the Reform
EC members were. They failed to maove
resolutions or attack Sirs and the EC
Majoriy.

At last the ISTC have adopled a position
of oppusition to any turther redundancies.
But Sirs managed 1o et this year's wage offer
of 7 per cent. postponed for six months,
accepted without a hght. The conference
showed there 1s some wing of change in the
ISTC, but Rea! Steel News and militants in
the steelindustry have a long struggle ahead,
Sinton Turner
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Staring bankruptcy in the face

As Socialist Review goes to press, tne Edin-
burgh area Lothian Regional Council 1s fac-
ihg cuts of £33 million—an eighth of the
council’s total budget.

A staggering 10,000 plus redundancies
could easily be the direct result of cuts on
this massive scale.

Lothian is number one on Secretary of
Stat{Genrgc Younger's hit-list of Scottish
locatl authorities which have failed to slash
spending to the Tornes' satisfaction. And
Ypunger is now armed with a new biudgeon,
in the shape of the Local Government Mis-
cellanecus Provisions (Scotland) Act, which
gives him sweeping new powers to cut the
Rate Support Grant to authorities which
exceed the Tory ‘guidelines’.

Not that Lothtan has been exactly profli-
gate. Still, since reorganisation in 1973, 1t
has taken on  about 4000 workers {total
workforce about 40,000) of which 3000 are
in education, 1000 in social services and 300
etsewhere and it has not increased charges
for services or bus fares. Rate increases have
only reflected inflation and a massive cut in
the Rate Support Grant from 66% te 4% 1n
the last two years. A fair amount of militant
noise was generated in L.othian’s rejection of
cuts, and it is now attracting the wrath of
less stalwart Labour councils who say that
things wouldnr’t be so bad now if Lothian
had kept its mouth shut and made a few
token cuts.

The argument for no rate rises, no culs,
and confrontation sooner rather than later
was lost substantially in the Labour Party,
the Labour Group and the unions. Instead,
an attitude of uncritical adulation of the
Lothian Labour Group bas prevailed. The
two year period of 42% and 51% rate rises
has given birth and sustenance to a vocal
ratepayers’ organisation (RAGE) and a sus-

tained portrayal in the mass media ot

Lothian as spendthrift.

Required 10 respond to Younger's
demands by July 3rd, the signs are that the
Labour Group will say no, although one
defector can upset the majority on the coun-
cil (25 -24). Younger should get pariiamen-
tary approval 1o dock the rate support grant
in the next few weeks. The council will then
be staring bankruptcy in the face, and the
commissioners (hailiffs to you) will be clos-
ing in for the kill.

In response to this most of the running so
far has been made by the organised rank and
file, the NALGO Action Group and Rank
and File Teacher. NALGO fortuntously had
a hranch meeting arranged for the day on
which the £53 million was demanded. While
hranch officers argued for a ‘general cam-
paign of action’ a NAG emergency motion
for a one day strike was carried overwhelm-
ingly and five days later there was a good
response and a march of about 2000 which
received excellent coverage.

At a joint conference of all shap stewards
in Lothian Regional Council, debate from
the floor was curtailed and the platform
motion ‘to take whatever action s necessary
including industrial action’ was passed.
NAG and R&F Teacher are pushing tor all

out action from the date of withdrawal of
the Rate Support Grant. The signs are that
the officials will argue for sclective action, as
necessary.

The one day strike on June 30th locks as
though it will be massive but there 15 a dan-
ger of a vacuum atter that, as the teachers
break up on 3rd July and the summer holi-
day period begins. It the Labour Group
cracks, the union burcaucracy will swing
towards cooperating with them in order to
make the cuts s ‘humane” as possible, and
to help them win the May ‘X2 ¢lections,

Broadening out the action across the
country is essential not only to avoid 1sola-
tton and defeat, but because Younger has
only just started in Scotland, and Heseltine
intends to do the same in England and
Wales. The issue could be big enough to
bring Thatcher down. Bul lor that to hap-

« i
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pen rank and file militants must be prepared
to think big and push for bold solidarity
action. Lothian just might be the start of
something very big indeed.

ELaure Ross (NALGO) and Dave Struit (EIS)
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LABOUR
CO-ORDINATING
COMMITTEE

Everyone with a TV set must remember the
scene from the film Casablanca when Bogart
comments on Bergman's reappearance in
his fife; “Of all the joints in all the wortd she
has to turn up in mine”, That is roughly how
1 felt when 1 read the new pamphlet, The
Trade Uniony and Socialism by Peile Row-
lands: of all the reformist rubbish that has
heen written down since 1945, must we have
some more? Am I being rudc about a former
[S comrade’s attempt to construct a trade
union strategy for the Labhour Coordinating
Commitice? Untortunately the answer must
be an uncquivocal o,

Socialism as we understand it 15 a system
of socicty based upon the self-activity of
working people. Therefore the methods we
use to achieve such a society will determine
its pature. The retormist left—no matter
what extra-parliamentary rhetoric they may
use—have no strategy for socialist advance
which does not entail the mampulation of
workers® organisation. Hence this
pamphlet.

[ use the word ‘manipulation” advisedly,
since this is 4 conscious attempt (0 woo the
“eft” bureaucrats away [com the Tribune
‘centre’ ol Michael Foot towards the Ben-
nite camp. In order to achieve thisitis neces-
saty 10 distance the LCC tfrom the ‘rank and

An old tune

filism® of the SWP. This is achieved on page
16 where, under the heading ‘Key Areas of
Debate’, we have the following gem:

“The main fault with this analysts {that
the role of the bureaucracy will lead them
to contain the action of the rank and {ile)
is that it substitutes sociology for polit-
ics, seeing the crucial difference as being
between members and officials rather
than right and left,

“Such criticisms often amount to little
more than condemning leaders because
they are not revolutionaries, a view mis-
placed in & number of white collar
unions, where the leadership are often to
the left of the membership.”

The argument is rernarkably similar to
that [ heard last vear from a well known
London CP *Broad Left’ engineer, that it
Ken Gill was tostand forelectionon AUEW
rules as general secretary of TASS, he would
probably lose, since 'Every office girl and
typist who was a TASS member would have
the vote’ '

But Ken Gill will have nothing to worry
about from the LECs trade union strategy.
Under the heading “Internal Democracy’,
we read:

“It is often suid on the left thal unions are
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undemocratic, but this 15 a view which
needs qualification and consideration.
The formal constitutions of all unions
are democratic in that policy is ultimat-
ely decided by the membership at a con-
ference which all unions hoeld.”

Undoubtedly, our EETPU comrades will be
extremely pleased to read this, especally
those belonging to the Central London
Branch.

Again, ot page 22 we are told that the
‘debate about trade union democracy Is
extremely complicated. It 1s all too easy to
sloganise 1n this area and put too much
emphasis on election of officials.” So Ken
Gill can relax. After all, he is a left official,
albeit one with a penchant for British built
nuciear fighter/bombers.

It is on issues such as these that revolutio-
nary socialists must reiterate cur conside-
rable differences with the Bepnnites. For us
the concept of the rank and file is nor a
sociological abstraction. Yes, we may
appear to have a ‘simple minded attitude to
the trade unien bureaucracy’ {as the review
of the pamphlet (n Socialist Challenge puts
1t), but then our distrust is borne out by
years of practical experience. I am afraid
that I must consider those who call our dis-
trust ‘simple minded’ as people preparing te
make compromises with the left and not-so-
left officials at the expense of the workers.

On the question of the election of full ume
union offictals, again we make no apology
over the matter. We are 100 per cent for the
election of all officials as often as possible
and for the inclusion in unicen constituthions
of rules governing their recall.

There are other points in the specifically
trade union section I could take up, i par-
ticular the attitude to the *hlock vote” at the
Labour Party conference: as the sails are
trirmmed to Benn's contest for deputy lea-
der, all of a sudden the block vote isn't such
a bad thing aftter all.

At the L.CC’s first industrial conference
last year, few trade union officials were pre-
sent. We commented at the time, correctly it
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appedars, that they were not Likely to be 50
long as there was loose talk from the commit-
tee about democratising the unions as well
4s the Labour Party. This year’s conference
has the blessing of many of the top left offi-
cials; there’s nothing in this statement to
frighten them. ‘

[f the pamphlet simply dealt with union
organisation it would be bad encugh. But it
attempts to lay out a ‘road to secialism’ also.

What Pete Rowlands has
proposed is a re-run of the
Socialist Wages Plan’ of
1958, with the same
proposals for socialism by
committee, gradually
weaning awar capllallsm S
power, in a siow, painless,
peaceful process.

In the section ‘The Future: the Policies
We Need’ Rowlands lays out the Alternative
Economic Strategy. At one point he slips
back towards his 5 past, talking of the
extra-pacliamentary power of the working
class, of the on-going fight for democracy in
the unions and the Labour Party. Whoops!
That could be a very slippery slope. But he
soon recovers and we leap back into the
extremely soggy swamp of the AES with:

1) Reflation of the economy threugh
increased public spending (Good cold
Kevnes).

2) Planned controls on foreign trade and.

the movement of capital (that sounds a very
polite way of saying import controls)

3} Extension of public ownership, plan-
ning agreements and indusirial democracy
(problems here, since the TGWU contfe-
rence has just thrown out planming agree-
ments, and there is no indication from the
author that Industrial demo<racy means

A new pamphlet
from the
Soclahst Workers Party.
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anything other than the TUC proposals— -

indeed, he later talks of a ‘so¢ial aadit® in
this contaxt).

4y A pational economic plan (wait a
minute, didn’t we have ane of these once
hefore from a man called George Brown?)

5) Price controls, in exchange for...7 Yes,
you've guessed it—an incomes policy! This
1s not spelt out at this point, but further back
on page 19 under the title ‘Free Collective
Bargaining’ the ground work 15 laid for a
new soclal contract.

We are told that in order to hoodwink the
IMF and big business, a future Labour
government attempting to implement
‘socialist policies’ (a rather vague phrase,
but we can assume that if they intend hood-
winking big business they don’t propose
hanging them irom the lamp posts) must
make a deal with the unions on the following
conditions:

a} Agreement to include profits, prices
and dividends as well as incomes.

t) Guarantees of full implementation of
the AES.

¢} The agreement to be prececded by
‘measures indicating a determination to
redistribute power away from the rich and
big business’.

This agreement to limit wage rises would,
of course, be ‘voluntary’ and based on
‘union support’ and ‘free collective
bargaining’-—just in fact litke the 1975 one.
So presumably, someone—a Labour chan-
cetlor perhaps—would ¢xpress his or her
determination ‘to squeeze the rich until the
pips squéak’, thus indicating their determi-
nation to redistribute power etc.

It is at this paint that the really old movie
comes on the screen. What Pete Rowlands
has just proposed is a re-run of the ‘Socialist
Wages Plan’ of 1959 In that year iwo
‘socialist economists’ John Hughes and Ken
Alexander presented almost precisely the
same strategy for a future Labour govern-
ment. The LCC may have learnt the value of
socialist rhetoric in selling such a package.
But in basics they are the same proposais for
socialism by committee, gradually weaning
away capitalism’s power, ina slow, painless.
peaceful process.

[n the first series of Secialist Review 1n
1959, Eric Heffer {then a lowly carpenter]
had the following to say:

‘The economy is capitalist. Capitalist
laws apply, even in the event of a Labour
government,certaindy if it buys shares in
the various industries and fails to expro-
priate the owners. The British state 1s a
class state, created by and for the ruling
class’.

1t was mnconceivahle, he claimed, for the
sstate 1o be so oblhging as to fashion and
implement an incomes policy designed to
expropriate the class whose interests if was
there to defend. ‘“We have had too many
talse dawns.” he wrote, ‘I'll settle for oid
thinking based upon the class struggle’.

I would finish there, but one final word.
Ken Alexander ended up on the Board of
Directors ol Fairfields shipyard, where he
was responsible for bargaming away the rule
bhook. He was appointed to the position at the
behest of the Minister of the Technology of
the time, a certain Tony Benn.

Jim Scott
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POLEMIC

The attempted assassination of Ronald
Reagan last March unleashed howls of
liberal protest about the tact that tire-arms
are 50 easily available in the USA. Many
people on the left, who do not think too
much of Reagan, have joined in that protest.

The argument runs rather like this: it s
shocking that guns are so easily available 1n
the USA. Quite apart from the shootings of
presidents and other public figures, 1t means
that there are a vast number of murders of
ordinary people in the USA. Addtothat the
carnage from hunting accidents ¢tc and vou
have a dangerous system which profits only
the manufacturers of firg-arms and red-neck
apes playing cowboys, Fire-arms should be
tightly controlled just like they are in any
other civilised country.

From a Marxist point of view, this argu-
ment is total nonsense. Theready possession
of firg-arms does not lead to an increase in
murders. This 15 easily proved. In Switzer-
land every adult male citizen has 4 modern
high-velocity ritle and 25 rounds of ammu-
nition at home. This 1s provided by the
government as parl of the defence pro-
gramme. Zurich and Geneva are not the
scenes of mass sluughter in the way that New
York and Dallas are. It 15 the rotten struc-
ture of American capitalism which drives its
victims to murder, not the possession of
fire-arms.

It is worth while asking why Americans
have such a situation in the first place. The
legal position 1s that it 15 written inte the
Constitution—the second amendment,
adopted in 1791, as a matter of fact. bt reads;

‘A well reguiated Militia being necessary
to the security of a free state, the right of
the people to keep and bear Arms. shall
not be infringed.”

The thinking behind this was based on
recent and real experience. On July 4 1776,
Congress had unanimously adopted ano-

e ————

GUNS
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WE WORKING CLASS  — ]-
PooR ARg REALLY LyckY o
TO BE ABLE TocARRY

--'Iu.‘
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 Fight for the right to carry guns? =

ther document, the Declaration ol Indepen-
dence, which reads 1n part:

*“We hold these truths to be self-evident,
that all men are created equal, that they
are endowed by their Creator with cer-
tain unalienable Rights, that among
these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of
Happiness. That to secure these rights.
Governments are mstitated amongst
Men, deriving their just powers [rom the
consent of the governed. That whenever
any Form of Government becomes des-
tructive of these ends. 1t 15 the Right of
the Peogple to alter or abolish it, and 1o
institute new Government ...

The authors of this justutication lor revo-
lutton had a very clear 1dea about what the
pursuit of this ‘right and duty’ entailed.
Among the charges they levelled against
Creorge 111 were:

‘He has kept amongst us, in umes of
peace, Standing Armies......quartering
large bodies of armed troops amongst
us... He has abdicated Government here,
by declaring us out of his Protection and
WAZIng war against us,

‘He has plundered our seas, ravaged our
Coasts, and destroved the hves of our
people.

‘He is at this time transporiing large
armies of foreign mercenaries to com-
pleat the works of death, desotation and
tyranny...."

The right to bear arms was written into
the constitution because 1t was quite clear
that the only guarantee against vranny was
the armed people. in this respect, the USA
was not unigque. 1o every great revolution.
the arming of the people. and n particular
ol certain classes within the ‘people’, have
been key issues. The uprising in Montmar-
tre which sparked off the Paris Commune

L
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Mlastration Tem Sanders

was precisely about who would controt the
artillery.

Every ruling class in history has tricd to
make sure thal access L0 Weapons 1S restric-
tedd Lo tselt and 1ts trusted servants, and to
kcop them out of the hands of the masses.
["'ov a number of almost accidental reasons,
the US working class is fortunate in that its
rulers are stuck with a sacred document
which prevents them doing just that,

The abolition of that right today would
nat mean the disarming of the racist police,
It would mean the disarming of black mil-
Hants defending themselves against  the
worst atrocities, Tt would not mean the dis-
arming ol the company goons in Harlan
County. [t would mean the disarming of
striking mine-workers defending themselves
against armed attacks on their picket hines,
And it would not mean an end (o the appal-
ling tide of murders: it would just change the
instruments used.

The right te bear arms is, tn fact, a fun-
damental democranc right, just hke the
right to join a trade union, It should be

H Brandler

)

HAND av&f al
THE MONEY,
BROTHER ”

defended with the same vigour:
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WRITERS REVIEWED

Books to read
every day

Michael Foreman i1s one of my favourite
writers; In fact 1 can honestly say that [
read at least one of his books every day of
the week.

Perhaps that's not such an achievement,
when you know that Foreman writes
books for children. But even so some of
them are great books by any standards.

I make no claims to being an expert on
children's literature. My interest is purely
practical: we’ve got two children we're
trying, to bring up with a fair and rational
viegw Of the world and that's why I like
Michael Foreman’s books.

All his stories are well wntten, and
beautifully illustrated, and all of them
tackle political 1ssues.

Some like Winter Tales and his new
book Trick A Tracker have a gentle
political point to make., but the rest
whatever the storviine, all have a serious
political moral.

Moose tor instance, believe it or not. is
about the Cold War. War and Peas is
about world poverty and hunger. Both are
lovelv books. but maybe a shade too self-
conscious. Written for parents rather than
their children.

But Foreman has written at least four
aunthentic classics — Dinosaurs, Horatio,
All the Kings Horses and Panda’s Puzzle.

Dinosaurs 1ells the story of a factory
owner who in tis headlong drive to reach
the stars turns the Earth into a pilc of
rubbish. Once he's zoomed off, dinosaurs
re-uwidken (rom the Earth’s interior and
sel about clearing up his mess. The
intergalactic capitalist returns and  he
wants his planet back. or at worst a part of
it "INo” says the communist stegosaurus,
‘Nota part ot it, but all of 1t. It's all yours,
and s all mine. Remember that. This
time the ¢arth belongs to everyone. not
parts of it to certain people. but all of it to
¢vervone. TEveryone!” came the chorus

trom all
Evervone.”

Horatio 1s a story of hippopotamus
liberation. Horatig is bored with mud, but
his parents are stuck in it. *Mud was good
cnough for my tfather, and my father's
father. It's good enough for me and your
mother and it should be good cnough for
you . ]

But it isn’t. Horatio is a new romantic
and he leaves for the big city. He gets his
big break and becomes a removal man.
‘For the hrst time Horatio was proud of his
size and strength.”

By accident Horatio then becomes a
dancer. After dancing round the world he
gets nostalgic to return to his muddy roots,
but his message to bhippokind is still
optimstic: “We can walk together in the
mountains and forests, the deserts and
woodlands of the world. We can wallow in
streams and see the oceans. We can form a
football team or a symphony orchestra, be
dancers and doctors and poets and kite
fliers and moving men.’

All the Kings Horses 15 the story of a
princess, ‘But this wasn't the milk-white
golden haired pink little number the way
princesses arc supposcd to be. This was a
big girl and dark.’

The Kingis keen to get her married off,
but she isn’t. Keen that is. She throws the
richest man in the kingdom down the
stairs. and says she won't marry any man
she can't wrestle with.

The King devises a scheme to turn this
to his advantapge. All the ehgible nch boys
are nvited 10 wrestle for his daughter’s
hand, butif they lose they have to forfeut a
hundred horses. The princess mangles and
mauls everyone of them.

Finally aiong comes a poor woodcutter’s
son. ‘Of course,” thinks the King, °‘It's
always the woodcuttery son who gets the
princess’. On the day of the big match, “the

hving things. Everyone.

crowd could sense that this was something
special. He was indeed a handsome fellow.
The princess and the woodcutter ‘metin a
big hug and stood motionless m each
other’s arms’. Aaar. Turn the page. ‘'Then
she twisted and turned him, mangled and
mauled him and threw him into the
crowd.” The princess jumps out of the
ring, releases all the King's horses and
rides to her freedom.

But Panda's Puzzle is my all-time
favourite. It's the story of a panda’s epic
voyage to discover ‘whether he is a black
bear with white bits or a white bear with
black bits’. He searches the world looking
for an answer. Finally, he returns to where
his search began, a wise panda. An old
man asks him again, ‘Are you a black bear
or a white bear? ‘1 DON'T CARE replies
Panda. ‘A great discovery' says the old
man,

['m fairly confident that even now green
biros are being put to paper to slag off
Foreman and list his ¢rimes against
humanity. He writes more about animals
than people: he doesn't wnte enough
about the toiling masses (although there
are a few of the labouring poor In
Foreman's books, my favourite is a water
buffalo who tells Panda, *The important
thing is to wotk to live, not to live to work.
The best thing about working 1s stopping.’
My philosophy entirely). Foreman also
turns thin kings and big princesses into
heroes and heroines without explaining
the need for a socialist repubiic.

['ll offer no defence to the charges. All
I'll say i mitigation 1s that I love Michacl
Foreman's books, and so do our children.
Which I would have thought is ultimately
the test of socialist children’s books. Some
ofthe Very Worthy non-racialistnon-sexist
books are also non-interesting: and a lot of
the socialist realism books for kids hke
Cliy's Brother (rets the Crabs are very
useful but slightly heavy going.

Before anything else Foreman's books
are interesting: they're funny, and
colourful; they're imagmative and
surprising. Foreman doesn’t just reject all
the evil sexual and racial stereotypes he
gocs further and subverts them, and
argues against them in terms children
understand even if some adults don't.

A friend of mine who’s a teacher told me
about when she read All the Kings Horses
te a class of 8 year olds. Some of the girls
just could not c¢ope with the moment
where the princess rejects the handsome
woodcutter. They almost broke down,
because it challenged just  about
everything supgary and spicy that littie
girls are brought up to accept. And it
there's a better retort to all the garbage of
racism than ‘I don’t care!”. I don’t know
what 1t 1s.

I know nothing at all about Michacl
Foreman: thce man might well be a
unreclaimed Stalinist, he might ¢ven be an
Artsenal supporter (although 1 doubt
that)}. What I do know is that he’s written
some brilliant books: and if our children
grow up the way we'd like them to. it will
at least partly be down 1o Michael
[Foreman.

Bob Light

ag  Socialist Review
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Dirty Harry goes to Dock Green

A few weeks ago Jack Wamer, the
seemingly immortal soft-cop hercof
Dixen of Dock Green, died. His
favourite episode from Lhe series,
mace in 1975 when Warncr was 75,
was rescreened onthe boxafewdays
later.

The cpisode began with Dixon's
familiar face-on statement to the
audience, *‘No one likes a bent cop-
per,” he said, ‘least of all coppers
themselves'. After that the elderly
cop spent his time strolling around
the police station glving vowce to Lhe
ideas ahout the police which mlor-
med the series tor over 20 years.

‘So-and-so is ambitious, but is he
a good cop’ *The police are there to
protect the public from the villains
who prey upon society™. “The police
foree 1sn° t perfect, 1t's mammed by
ordinary men.” And so on.

No one expects police senes on
television 1o be anything hut pro-
cop. One way or ancther they all
reinforce the idea that thanks to the
police torce we can all sleep easy in
our beds at night, secure in the
notion that “cnime’ s beimmg ably
dealt with. The police Force 1s there
to protect ‘us’, the normal, law-
abiding citizens, from the deviantsin
our midst,

But police series differ in the way
they put that message across. The
fictional world of one series differs
from another, determining a diffe-
rent styvle of police achon m each
case. There is nowayforexample the
cosy world of Dyxar could accom-
modate the raw wiolence of The
Sweeney, The mare compheated the
Netional world becomes, the more 1t
is troubled by inherent contradic-
tions. And the more difficulr it s, [
wonld argue, to mamntain ideologi-
cal coherence.

Bixonof Dock Green presented an
extremely  uncomplicated  world.

The series grew out of the Ealing
Studias film The Blur Lamp. The film
epuomised the utopian vision of
British sogiety espoused by all Eal-
ing produchions: the viston of a soci-
ety based on communal schdarity,
on loyal relations within a hierarchy.
The police fit into this struclure asa
Family unit within the extendedfam-
ity 0f the nation as a whole.

There was a treshness and vitality
about the Ealing films,an aveidance
af stereotypes, which Dixon of Dock
Cireen never managed to achieve,
The senes plodded down the vears
offering a dead weight of cliches and
moral piatitudes about the police
force which probably eventhe police
themselves found hard to swallow.

When £ Cars appeared in the
carly sixtiesit was in Conscious reac-

tion to Diven. It was an atleraptat a

more realisticapproach tothe police
and their work. What 1s most remar-
kable about theearty episodes. look-
ing back from the post-Sweency era,
15 the lack of emphasis on action,
Even the plot seems incidental.

The main concern was with the
relationships between coppers, An
enarmous amount of tirme was spent
in claustrophobic ciose-ups ot one
or other pair in their patrot car. We
were immersed 1 their mundane
wrangling and Ffriendly  banter.
Wheve they were going and whal
they were doing seemed irrefevant.

The emphasis was on teamwork:
individual heroies were frowned
upon. At the same time the police
seemed curiously vulnerable in 2
Cars. Their job was to keep order,
hut wherever possible by non-
violent means. Guns only ever
uppedred as a last resort,

Z Cars drew attontion Lo the class
system within the pohice torce, The
hicrarchy was clearly wisihle with
Bariow at the top,thefour PCsatthe

bottom and Watt somewhere in bet-
ween. [ caused miner tensions, bult
nothing in comparison to interne-
cine strife which charactersses The
Nweeney,

2 Cars was, like ivon belore 1
and Seftfy Softfy after 1t, essentially
British, All three have litle 1n com-
mon with the mainstream of police
fiction whose traditions are very
much American,

Copsagasaresimply one manifes-
tatuon of the broader ‘tough guy’
tradition in film and writing. The
tradition dates back at least to the
1930s when the pangster {ilm emer-
ged as a dominant form 1n Holly-
wood, Tn every case the key hgureis
the ione individuatl, alienated from
society, rebelhing against 118 conven-
tions, relying forsarvival on his wits,
his intuition and his gun, [n this

-'I"-“_'""-"'-Flﬂ-m:h-'.- -

respect, Cagney the gangster is little
different from Cagney the {(G-man.
The *hard-boiled dick™ of Hammet
and Chandler novels is cast in the
same moukd. It makes little diffe-
rence whether the tough guyisonthe
right ar the wrong side ol the law,
His tactics remain the same.

[t is interesting however, that fow
films in the forties and fifties articu-
latedd the comtradictions and ten-
sions which must necessarnily arnise
when this kind of character lnds
himself within an organisation like
the police foree. These tensions only
emerged later as the central theme of
the Clint Eastwaod film Direy
Harry,

Clearly The Sweeney is very much
the offspring of Dirty Harry. But 1t
draws on the Britsh tradition as
well. It 15 an extremely intriguing
mixture. In no way is it anti-cop. It
was sa1d to be the polce's favourite
programme a few years back. It is
certainly not subversive, But at the
same time it s ideologically more
complex and more cantradictory
than on the one hand an American
serigs hike Srarsky and Hutch or on
the other the offerings of the BBC.

The Sweeney relocates ‘Dirty
Harry' Callaghan™ conflict with
authority in a class society. It is class
that structures the police force just
as much as the world outside, and
Regan, whatever histitular position,
15 on theside of the underdog. There
15 a kind of gutsy populism aboul
The Sweeney which allows the work-
ing class people Regan cncounters
while hunting his prev 10 he por-
trayed in arealistic and sympathetic
way. The contradiction s that
Regan's role at the same time legiti-
mises the strong-arm tactics that real
life cops would love to use morc
frequently against picket fines and
demonstrations, le against the ordi-
nary working people with whom The
Sweeney aligns itself.

Il T were stuck on a desert island
with a television that only showed
police fiction, 1 guess 1'd choose to
watch The Sweeney, With all due
respect to the memory of Jack War-
ner, it is better than Dixon of Pock
(rreen,

Jane Ure Smith
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Immersed in greed and lust

The Postman always Rinus Twice

Diveetor: Babr Refofson

James M Camn’s uovel The Postrican
Ahvays Rings Twice, written i 1934,
has bhecn tilmed three umes. The
latest attempt has been welcomed
with an avalanche ol enthusiasm
and praise from the press,

Fhae Sunday Times haled 1t as
‘undoubtedly a work of tugh style
and intellecrual vigour’. Derek Mal-
colm i the Guardion thought e hik-
ely to turn out one of the best
directed American tilms this year.

While suggesting The FPostnun
Ahways Rimes Towdee mught possibly
be ane of the prear "art’ movigs ot
the decade. neither reviewer wius
reluctant (o sell us the bilm on the
hasis of its furgid sex scenes. Alan
Brien i The Sundav Timeswalked ot

o Sexual passion mall s gross-
ness and andmality, narrowly avoid-
g a kind of macho-porn, at once
exgiting  and implaasible. The
shifty, drfting  handyman  (Jack
Nighalson) bawers the  Blowsy
bBeauly (Jessica Lange), mardicd o
his boss. into lubricikins recephiviry
in the kitvhen.,, so that she cngl-
neers her own rape, clbowimng uside
the ¢odling loaves and dragging him
mto her’

You can almost hear Brien drib-
hling into his typewrnter. But his
comment typilies the way the film
has been received and alsor shows
the way the director. Ratelson, imvi-
tes the audicnee to ndulege 10 con-
tempt tor the characters and Jor
waomens sexuality 10 general.

Ralelson™s approach 1 coldhy
voyeuristic, Kather than encourag-
ing critical abservation of the cou-
pte™s desperate relationship. it
demands we take g vicarions part tn
IS nastiness. '

Rafelson’™s dms are all inleoded
te b oallegores about American
hite Set against a hackground ot the
Depression, Tae Poxtman pretends
a give Lhe couple™s mseeuarity and
apgression ceunonue dod psvehe-

day of

by Paul Foot

Socialists Unlimited
265 Seven Sisters Road
London N4 2DE

‘This bi'ight
summey”’

THE PEASANTS’
REVOLT OF 13%1

35p plus 15p postage
/ ten for £3 post free

gl rewots, But what il really docs
s emerse dselt inogreed, Just and
ambition, so Lthal any valuable or
sensitive observations that could
have keen made are drowned 1n
Ralclson™s awn sell-indulgence,

I'ven  the performances of
Nichalson und Tange cannot save
the fiben. Nicholson particularly is
tess than convincing, uncomforta-
blv acdopting the characier he
assumed in e Skining, except this
time  round be o1 fatter, mote
unshaven and the glint i his eye
OTE Manic.

OF the two, the woman 15 the
dominant character, It 1s she who
plans the murder, with the despe-
rute need lor self-preservation her
most powertul instnee. This cguld
have beent built inte a character who
decisively and determinedly forged
her own lfe. But imsteaod we are
given a lemale character with all the
stereotypes of 'wanton tempiress’
dand dewsv-eved mother-to-be’ rol-
led imter ane,

TLs a Bl almost entirely domu-
mated by grotesque violence, gratui-
tous  amarality and  an utter

contempt tor woemen and their sex-
wality, It is a thoroughly nasty him.
Marta Wohrle

Everyday life in the Third Reich

GERMANY, PALE MOTHER
Direcior: Helma Sanders Brahmy
Any tim which deals wath the rise
and fall of Nazism and the recon-
struction of the post-war Cierman
state should be interesting, Aflter
all, Germany remains today what it
has been for the fast hundred vears:
the dominant econotmic. political
and military power on the Furo-
pean conlinenl. .

Crermany, Pale Mother 15 Var me,
ane of the best German tilms in the
last tew years to critically examine
their past. 1t 15 a sad and paintul
story of a couple who lived the early
years of their marvage under the
constant shadow of Naxism and
War,

The stoery, told through the eyes
ol their yvoung davghter, chronicles
the destruction of their relationship
hy forces wtaliv outside of their
control. The man, sent away Lo war
hecause he was not 4 member of the
Nazi Party (his Navi triend staved at
home sioce be was neceded to run the
stated, returns on leave each year,
demanding comiort from his wife,
te¢ hind her moving progressively
turther away from him. But the real
story 1s that ol the woman trying to
briog up her child in a devastated
country. Bombed outl of ler home,
living on others charity and tramp-
INg across a destroyed society she
SUTYIVES, JISCOVETING great Teserves
uf sell sufticiency but anly at the
cost of retreating into herselt,

The war ends, the tamily s still
alive and 15 re-united, Bur it s doo-
mued iy Ciermany reconstructs ise|r.
The ex-Naays are onoe agn pro-
moted at work while the ionest sol-
dier languishes, The upper cliss
relations re-emerge wl the top ol Lhe
heap. changing ideologies with regi-
mes.  [he famity collapses into
drimking bouts, interminable rows
and suicide attempts, Throagh icali

" the war.

*sits the child, obsessively doing her
honmework.

What stiwcks in the memory,
though, 15 not sa much the plot of
the film, harrowing though it is.
Rather, it is the images, the hints of
the horror of the war and Nazism
thit remamn in the mind.

- Things are never spelt out explic-
itly: the corruption of Nazsm is
svmbolised by Hies covering a swas-
tika. The ¢oncentration camps are
never mentioned, instead there are
glimpses of the rape of a Jewish
-friend and the wreckage ot a Jewish
shop. Hitler is rarety mentioned but
his vaice s heard constantly over
the radio. However oblique, the
images are real. Every so often, old
newsreed s inserted into the film, it
hits hard: the lilmos @ dogumentary
but an an intensely persanal level.

The film does not spetl out all the
dynamics which lay behind the nise
of Nazism northe catasirophe of
the war, Rather it examines what
happened to thuse who survived in
hody but were destroyed o spirit. It
is none the Jess powerful for that,

The daughter, Anna. born in the
‘middle of an air-raid, would have
bheen 10 her mid-twenties in 1968,
That year. students were on the
strects, ¢ be followed by the first
major wave' of workers” struggles
since the immediate altermath of
Cerminy, Fale Mother
helps explaio the moad of that gene-
ration and the corruption that exists
at the heart of the West German
stale. P
You coutd dova ot lot worse than
go and see this tlm. 1t will lsave you
deeply moved and provide you with
a political education of Just what it
wis like. As o resalt, it s likely to
rermain ghettoised 10 spectalised
cinemas, But il isshown near you,
dor try and see 1L
Tim PPotier
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A bureaucrats inquiry

State Intervention in industry — A
worker’s inquiry

Hilary Wainwright and athers for
Coventry, Liverpool, Newcasile and
North Tyneside tradey council

£2

The authors of this book have sug-
gested it is a *focus for palitical dis-
cussion from  below’, But
throughout the book there is confu-
sion as to what *helow’ means.

What strikes you first is the auth-
ors' central theme: the belief they
have that ordinary workers had high
expectations and were involved in
discussion aver Labour's industrial
policies between 1974-9.

Now tf any discussion is to be
useful, then above ail it has {0 be
honest. What seems clear is that the
authors are detached from the real-
ties of the shop floor and the work-
place. If thar is the case then it
sxplains the confusion of the book.

The third chapter, ‘Expectations’,
lustrates this confusion. The auth-
ors talk of the ‘expectations’ wor-
kers had of Labour's industrial
nolicies and give as an example the
Tyneside Shop Stewards” Confe-
rence, Bui contrary to whatthe auth-
ors suggest, the vast magority of shop
stéwards and factories were not
represented at that conference, let
alone the entire warking class on
Tyneside. Wainwright and the
others even contradict themselves in
the same chapter when they say
‘what shop stewards brought up
again and again was their members’
lack of awareness ofthe political and
industrial siteation.”

This comment putsthe problemin
a nutshell. Workers were not throw-
ing parties in the workplace, gleeful
a1t the prospect of Lahour’s indus-
trial policies in action.

The authors talk of the nationali-
sation of the shipyards, a major
industry on Tyneside. The history of
thic shipyards is one where the senmior
stewards became more and more
involved tn various commitiees and
negotations with management.
They hecame separated from those
they represenied. As in British Ley-
land the gap grew wider. The people
the authors define as the workers
with high expectations about
Lahour's industrial policies were in
fact that small group of senior
stewards.

A central guestion for the authors
s the extent to which Labour’s
industnal pelicies have contnbuted
1o *poiitical self confidence’, bothin
1973 and today. Either they liveina
dream world or [ do.

One of the main reasons why the
lahour movement is in such 2 s1ate
today is the hammeringit took asthe
last Labour government carried out
its policies, Far trom building self
confidence those poiicies were desig-
ned to break that confidence. The
years of the ‘social contrick’ between
the government and the TUC lea-
ders, the policies throughout indus-
try 1n separating the shop stewards
from their members, have had adra-

matic  effect  on
organisation.

The 1deas thal were generated in
those years of co-operation between
union and management led to the
demise of the militancy that existed
around the time of UUCS and the
struggles of the rminers and
eNgineers.

Wainwright and the others see
‘workers’ plans’ as the saviour, but
those plans grow out of feelings of
demaoralisation, cut of the fesiing of
not being able to carry a militant
fight with other workers. The exam-
pie of Tress, which the authors use,
states the case exactly. Tress shop
stewards, when confronted with clo-
sure reacted by campaigrung for the
National Enterprise Board to take
over Fairey. Tress closed.

Tyneside has been full of ‘alterna-
tive plans’ for the last few yuears. [t

shop flaor

BOOKS

“

Hllary Wainwright

has also seen masstve job losses at
Vickers, Tress, CA Parsons, Chrys-
ler and British Levland.

Finally a few points about the
*workers inquiry’. The authors state,
*Our intention  then {November
1978) was to use the inguiry (o put
pressure on  the goveraiment 1o

change its disastrous policies.’
But the inquiry was confined 1o a

small group of people: the authors, a
group of Labour MPs and a handful
of senior stewards, That’s where we

Drawing the class line

Between Labour and Capital
Pat Walker fed)
Harvester Press £4.95

“Why was the left, especially the

white left which emerged in the

B0s, so overwhelmingly middle

class in composition? ... Proba-

bly the most common pattern
within the orgamsed left was {or
the working class membership
to drift away, repelled by the
college seminar style which the
left clung to ... A man who had
spent the day unioading freight
with constant harrassment from

a supervisor and a man who had

spent the day lecturing to admir-

ing students were supposed, al

the end of the day, to engage (n

political work together on a

basis of comradeship and trust’

4

The gquoies, from an essay in ths
book by John and Barbara Ehren-
reich, refer to the problems of the
American left. But they do point to
nrphlems which have arisen — and
continue in noac ‘. . _ in Bo-
continue 1N EﬁﬂhEPu%r:;i nen:fﬂgcne—
ration of socialists that arose after
1968 came from the ranks of stu-
dents and ex-students. And
although the wave of industrial
struggles that took place in the
1970s  supplementad these with
large numbers of industrial wor-
kers, there are still large chunks of
the left that live 1n a2 Posy Simmons
world where a degree and hahitat
furniture are as much taken for
pgranted as are oppasition to sexism
and racism.

Often in the history of the revolu-
tionary movement, practice has
come hefore theary. This was cer-
tainly the case with our organisa-
tion — then called the International
Sacialists — in dealing with this
phenomonen bhack in the cearly
1970s. We hegan by 1nsisting on the

- - .

classical Marxist maxim that what
matters is where power lLies, with
workers in the factory, docks and
mines. And accordingly we insisted,
again and again, that revolutiona-
ries thrown up by the upheaval in
the student world had to break with
that world and turn their attention
to the workplaces.

I they did not, we insisted, they
would end up like previous genera-
tions of once-radical students, dnft-
ing around mn a wvacuum and
eventually opting for a comfortable
middle class life and the politics
which goes with it. The last 13 years

" Jahn Sturrock tHElwﬂrH]

in the SWP see things differently
from the authors. They see the
labour movement asafewatthetop.
We see it as the many ‘below’,

1t wasn't plans or resolutions thal
saved the jobs at Parsons aover Drax
B and changed the Labour govern-
ment's policies, but industrial action
by Parsons workers, supported by
other workers in the area and the
threat of that action being spread.
The problem we face now s not how
we produce more inquiries, but how
we rebuild on a day-to-day basis the
shop floor orgamisation and how we
combat the prevailing ideas within
workers heads.

Forthal you need a somalist orga-
nisation based in the workplace that
can discuss first, then putinto action
what is agreed; that can strike as a
body, and involve ordinary workers
in action. The only '‘plan’ we really
need is the one put into action in
Russia in 1917. Tt was simple: the
warkers took control far
themselves,

Pave Haves

have proved us right -- except, it
seems, 10 oneg respect: the mid-1970s
saw a flourishing of struggles in new
sorts of workplaces, in the town
halis, the schools, the civil service.
We made an adjustment in practice
— huilding Rank and File Teacher,
NALGO Action, Redder Tape, and
insisting in al those cases that the
key was the fowest grades of wor-
kers. Rut we never paid a great deal
of attention theoretcatly to what
was involved: we did not feel the
negd to.

Others did try to develop the
‘theory’. And what a mess they got
1Rt0.

Two apparently opposed posi-
lions emerged. On the one hand
there were the theorists of *the new
working class’. These clamed a
layer made up of technicians and

Oul of the aconomic crisls, unempioymen! and deprivation
of the 189205 and 1930, fascism brought the Second Word
War and the death camps of Nari Germany. Faced wilh
such hormor, we are lempted lo see it as 2 biind and
elamenial lorce, sweeping along with the desinuclion of
humanity as its sign.

Today, as another economic crisls deapens, Iascism raises
ity hoad again...

NEVER
AGAIN!

THE HOWS AND
WHYS OF
STOPPING FASCISM

COLIN
SPARKS

Cover price: £1.95. Bookmarks special offer
£1.35 including postage from Bookmarks, 265
Seven Sisters Road, London N4 2DE
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In 1967 and 1968 some
students identified
themselves as the new
working class, a new
vanguard for the class
as a whole.

university graduoates constituted a
new vanguard for the class as a
whole, Tt was easy in 1967 and 1963
for some radicahsed students to
wdentily themsclves as this van-
gouard. The theory has continued to
provide comfort to remnants ol that
generation as they settle into com-
loriable careers as senior lecturers,
local govemment adminmstrators,
sotial work advisors or the like,

The other popular view was that
syslematsed by the rather obscure
reformist “Macoxist', Nicos Poulant-
zas. His contention was that white
collar workers and government
workers could not be working class
hecayse they did not take partin the
direct production of surplus value
and theeefore, 10 the strict Marxist
sense, were not C‘productive’. A4
emplovess in commerce, the banks
and the civil service are therefore,
aceording to him, ‘the new petty
bourgeosie’.

The sheer absurdity of the thesis
— it would end up designating dust-
men, bank messengers, janitors in
povernment buildings and copy
TYPIStS a% ‘new petly bourgeoisie’
since none of them are in his 1erms
‘productive’ — has served to rein-
Farce adherents of the new working
class thesis in their position. When
told that they are not actually prole-
tartans, they reply, ‘then half the
working class under maodern capi-
talism are not’.

The ment ol the main essay in
this book, by the Ehrenreichs, is
that it is oppased to both these posi-
tions. They distinguish within white
collar work between the lowest gra-
des, which they see clearly as part of
the working class, and the middle
and upper grades which they desip-
nate as ‘the professional and mana-
seriil] class’.

They sec this as a privileged class
within capitalism, concerned with
‘the reproduction of capitalist
social relations’, 1t has interests dit-
ferent to, and opposed o, thase of
capital, but it e akso given gauthority
aver Lhe workmyg class and cannot
wenufy with it cnnher. it therclore
tends o develop a collectivist ideo-
lsgy of ots own, which sees a rarto-
nal organsation of soviety as being
pussihle (Fitcan take over from cap-
ital the task ol running society and
arderimge the workmg class about,

{ven the size of this grouping —

e —

they estimate it makes up 20 to 25
per cent of the US population, some
50 million people — 1ts tdeology s
of immense social importance. In
one [orm it lay behind the “progres-
sive' trend in UTS pobucs in the first
part of this century; in another
behind the ‘new left” of the 19605,

vThey canclude that @ mass socialist

movement can only be built by an
alliance between this class and the
working class, in which each takes
account of the problems of the
other.

There are two problems with the
Ehrenreichs analysis,

First {as several of tho essavs
included in this collection point
out) its defininon of the "professio-
nal and managerial’ class as those
"who reproduce capitalist relanions’
just does not work. All sarts ol peo-
ple help reproduce capitalist rela-
tions who the Fhrenreichs would
not include in the new class, Acthe
same time many groups the Ehren-
reich would include i the new class
research physicists, lecturers N
hipher mathematics, architects) o
not organise that reproduction.

Second, the Ehrenreichs’ analysis
looks ar the production process
without looking at what, for capi-
tal. 15 the key thing about it: the
production of surplus value (atault
shared by almost all thetr critics),

The one thing on which Poulant-
zas was right (and no-one can be
wrong aff the time) was to point out
that an account of the working class
within capitalism has to begin with
the process of explaitation. Produc-
tive workers were exploited, Marx
said, by being torcedtoaccept wapges
which merely served to reproduce
thetr (and their children®™) ability 1o
work (therr ‘labour power') whale
labouring to produce goods of much
greater value than that, It was thes
which drove rhentinto class apposi-
ticn to those who cxploited them,
whether they iked it or not.

But, unbike Pouwlantras, Marx
extended the argument Lo #os-
productive workers, He pomted out
that the lowest grades of workers n
commerce, sales promotion and
Anancial mstitutions — and forthat
matter. the lowest rankys of soliders
and police — receved a wase which
was determined by the general con-
ditipns ol the labour market. They
2ot the pay they would have teceived
if they were productive workers, and
that was just sufhcient for them wo
recoup their productive poawers,

However, Marx did nor say that
el employees of capital tellinto this
category. e also pointed 1o people
whi he calted 'the hanpcers-on of the
capitalist class’ — people who were
given a share in the spoils ot explot-
tationinreturn for helpingthe rubing
class retain ts posiien {m Mars's
Jay, priests.  lawvers,
podice cluetsy These roceived lroum
the raling class much more wvilye
than their labour could possibly
have produced i any sphere ot pro-
ductive ecmployment.

Under modern capitalism, hoth
the ‘non-productive’ workers and
"hangers-on”of capitalism tend ro be
organised mnto the same burceiu-
cratie fuerarchies — 0 the Larpe
firms, local povernmaent, the scatoe.

aenerals,

At the top the incomes of generals,
top  civil servants, pationalised
industry hosses, are determned by
direct comparison with what they
would recerve were they running
cupitabist concerns in their own
rrght, Atthe bottom, theliling clerk,
typist or primary school teacher 1s
cxpected to get along on something
less than rthe average ndustrial
wage,

What 1s particularly interesting
for the present discussion however,
15 what happens in the middle. Whe-
ther penple in these runps of the
hurcaucratic hicrarchy are directly
‘praoductive’ or not, those at the top
like to pay them more than 15 ahso-
lutely necessary. That binds them to
the system, s that they can be used
against those at the bottom. 5o
career struclures’ are established,
where  in return for  pro-
management behaviour people can
hope to look forward to incomes far
inexeess af what is needed to recoup
their ability to work and, in a miner-
ny o cascs, in excess of the total
value they could produce under any
conceivable circumstances,

]

The small scale
exploiters of the
warking class, the petty
bourgeoisie, are no
longer just shop keepers
and traders. They are
also middle managers
and administrators.

The muority of the middle
hurcuucratic lavers are stitl ‘exploi-
ted”. They donot get the full fruils of
their labour, even af they are less
cxplaited than the average worker.
They may be Lhe labour aristrocrats
of whitc collar work, but their strug-
ples  over wages and conditions
remain strugeles apainst cxpleita-
ten, 1t s the prviieged minority
whe would seem to Ot mte the
Fhrenreich's "professional and man-
aperial class™, They are not exploi-
red. They do notlive merely inorder
vy wirrk’. They positively benefit
from the capitalist syslem, o 5o far
s they sela vut of what caplitalism
nakues off the working class, Howe-
ver, 11 1% ok helplul to deseribe them

s the Bhrenreichs do.

This 15 because they are not a
uroup with clearly defined interests
and o corresponding world view ot
their own, Norare they in any clear
wity vut oft fram those above and
helow them. When the system 1s
capauding some of themcan hopeto
rise still higher, When it eoters crists
and contracts, however, 1ts attempts
1o preserve profil rates means that
their privileges bewin o disappear
and they are threatened wath a

downward plunge into the ranks of
the expioited {witness the effect of
the govermment’s wage NOrms on
middle ranking civil servants and
local government employees at the
mment) — oreven into theabyss of
‘executive unemployment’.

Moreover, they exercise a general
idectpeical wnfluence on the white
collar ‘labour aristocrats’ below
them, who can hope in ‘goed times’
to rise into their ranks. Hence the
rapidly shifting attitudes of almost
all those in the middle white collar
ranks (0 trade uniomsm: at one
moment adopting the most reactio-
nary attitudes and identifying with
the government and the employers
against thuse helow; thenreactingto
wage controls by joming the lower
ranks in wage struggles, even affi-
lizting to the TUC; then trying to
separate themselves off again by
nushing for salary scales that recog-
nise ‘responsibility” and ‘seniority’.

Because of this vaaillating, middle
position between labourandcapital,
it seems much better to me to follow
Trotsky and before him Karl
Kautskyin calling thislayer ‘the new
middle ¢lass’ or ‘the new petty hour-
geoisie” than the ‘professional and
managerial ¢class’. Underagingcapi-
talism, the ruling class is not just
made up of private entrepreneurs
and sharehelders: but managers in
private corporations and  state
industries are also part of the bour-
geoisie, of the class which is driven
into unlenting opposition to the
working class by the drive 1o accu-
mulate surptus value. Simlarly, the
small scale exploiters of the working
class, the petty bourpeoisie, are no
longer just shop keepers and petty
traders, they are also middle mana-
gers and adminisirators, the mgher
grades inlocal government, the most
privileged pgroups ol college
lecturers.

Dwves it all matter? Yes, if we go
hack to the quote we started with.
Many of those involved in left polit-
ics today belong to the new middle
class or the white collar ‘labour aris-
trocracy” which tends to merge into
it and shares most of its attitudes.
Such people play a dominating role
in many Labour Party constituen-
cies, they makewp muchof the Euro-
communist wing of the CP, m
London they are to be found among
the officers of many trades councils,
they play the leading role in what
remains of the women’s movement.

They themselves represent very
little in terms of social power; those
they work with are disinclined 1o
rock the capitabst boat because of
their privileges and their hopes of
further promotion. Yet the very lan-
puage they talk and the hfestyles
they cultivate cut them oft from
those who could represent a real
power — the massed ranks ol dock-
ers and typists, of miners and filing
clerks, of car workers and telephone
engineers. [n practice only the very
small minority whao join a revolutio-
nary party are likely o make such
CONNECTIONs.,

This book is useful because the
essays in it raise all these
iIssues, even if they are a long way
from solving them.

Chris Harman
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“Don’t think that it is all nght
nowadays if it is only music of
which a musician 15 ignorant.
No, he should aspire to be a
PASSIONALE IENOTAMUS IN eVeTry
sphere as well.” (H. Eisler 1925)

“Fashion to the left of them.
Fashion to the right of them . .
Fashion.” (D.Bowie 1450

Since the demise of punk, the music
scene  has  beoome  fragmented.
There is no over-all trend or fas-
hion that dominates. Punks, skins.
disco, mods, rockabilly. soul-funk,
two-tone, reggae, all have their
foliowing. The one style that has
captured the imagination of EMI
executives and BBC producers and
that the media have latched on o5
the ‘New Romantics’

By New Romantics I mean all
that the press includes in this
general heading. [17s really a whole
scrics of different groups that have
been tumped together, and [ know
some people will jip at me
including Joy Division & Co. I
mecan the scene around Spandau
Baliel, Duran Duran, Ultravox,
Adam & the Ants, Cabaret Futura,
Visage, Bow Wow Wow and the
like.

inthe press they are portrayed as
the exact opposite of skins. But like
many apparent opposites they have
many things in commaon. They are
largely white and working class,
both have links with black music,
one with reggac the other with
disco. Both have associations with
fascism, the skiny with their union
jacks and BM influcnce, the New
Romantics play with naa names
and black shirts {Joy Division.
Spandau Ballet, The New (rder,

—
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The Fimal Sclution). Both have
more to do with stylc than with
music itself. They are both cliquey,
clitist and present themselves as
lile-stvles that are out to shock,

To the New Romantics dress is
all important. They dress up like
pirates, highwaymen or whatever,
in brightly coloured silk shirts,
scarves worn Palestinian-like or
over ong shoulder. They wear
makec-up, have stylish hair-dos,
some ol them camp it up to shock
ani provoke. There seem 1o be two
main factions within the NRs: one
extreme 18 the silly faction, the
Blitz Kids and the most famous nip-
off of it. Adam and the Anls; the
other more dark and simster, using
nazi associabions, all angst and
hlack silk and sounding like Jim
Morrison singing diseo. While the
wkins, punks and mods fight it out
on the streets, the NR's arena isthe
disco and night-club. They are non-
palitical, or rather, anti-politics.

[t may seem odd, in the years
when  unempioyment  has more
than doubled, that punk, with its
direct political claims, should be
replaced, even if only partly, by a
movement rejecting all politics,
and repiacing  the dole-queue
anger-style with - a camp,
flamboyant dandyism. The reasons
thal made the 3s 4 tme of Bosby
Berkeley musicals are making the
Stk 4 time of dyed quifls and frilled
shirts.

[t's a movement of escapism and
enjoyment  opposed to  the
dismalism that has become punk.
Opposed to the prolier-than-thou
posing of punk. Punk always
presented itself as the movement of
working-class whites. yet 1t was

4 EREIW AP

never as purc working class as it
claimed. That really was why it
became so  joyless: as well a8
working-class kids being punk, it
had middle-class kids being what
thev thought working-class kids
wete like, often grim and crude.

“Adl that punk ever said to

working-class kuds was "You're

dirty, serutfy, with no hope. and
you re supposed to stay thal

wiy . We came along and we say
to them, *Your don't have to stay

a s¢ruffy nobody. You cun be

yourown heroes,”” (Gary Kemp

of Spandan Ballet, in NMFE 16/3/

8

NR 15 a style which is expensive
and needs a big commitrfient. [t has
its own clubs and scenc. Like skins
go to football, so NRs go to the
disco, not just to enjoy the music
and dancing but to be part of the
style.

What seems to be happening to
music at the moment is a repeal of
the early scventics when the 65
explosion of new, innovating and
exciting music was tamed and
turned to proht, the spontaneous
angd  creative  beconung nothing
mure than commercial ditties. [t
was o time of the Bay City Rodlers,
The Sweet and |.Rex. Like then it
has been a star of the old order wha
has been the centre of the new
commercialism. Then Marc Bolan
transformed Tyrdnnosaurus Rex,
the arch hippy group, into T .Rex,
the teceny-bop wonder. Now it's
been Malcolm MceLaren {of the Sex
Pistorls in 77), and his influence on
Adam and the Ants from a hard-
core punk bapd into the present
hit., And like then it's become a
style 1o consume.

| said belore that 11 was a
movement that seemed split n
(wo. but as well as having stylistc
differences the spht 15 1o do with
imvolvement.  The  kids  round
Spandau Ballet, Visage cic.. look
and live the style. The fans of
Adam just consume it buy pix of
him: they do not become highwiy-
man clones,

MeClaren has since parted with
Acam of the Ants: his new ¢creanion
is Bow Wow Woaw whose female
lead singer is qust 15, They perform
with two 14 year old dancers. Their
songs are all written by MclLaren
and are usually about sex or work.
Part of his promoton plans oo
them was to pose in a soft pornmag
that was 1o be calied *Chicken’. His
call at present is “to demaolish the
work ethic’, to live life for
pleasure, don't work, etc. Fans of
Witliam Butroughs, or readers of
ald situationist or yippy pamphlets,
will recognise the message.

S0 far nearly all I've saxd about
the NR has becn damning. and
musically. it's nearly all awful, bat
they do have some good aspects to
them. To start with, they are anti-
macho. at least in the leather-
jucketed type of Clash and co.
Also. it scems OK to be gay with
NRs., some of them do, afier all,
dress  in drag amd  some  are
ambiguous about their sexuality. Lf
anything, their attitude 10 sex
seems (o be against any form of 1t.
“I'm not a scx-object. I'm an art-
object.” And in spite of all the
elitism {you have to look night to be
allowed in them) thewr discos have
good music and so unlike so many
punk gigs are fun.

Noel Hahfax
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THE REVOLUTIONARY CALENDAR

Revolutions arc never linear processes.
The actions of millions of peoaple flow and
chb, wveer off al tangents.  seemingly
imsoluble problems resolve themselves,

partics  and  lcaders who  untl  the
revolutionary moment  have behaved
impeccably  find  themselves  paralvsed
without the audacity to miuke thuat great
leap mto the unknown: others attempt 1o
niake the leap o soon and destroy
themselves and the class they would lead.

It would bave been asking a tremendous
amount of revolutionary socialists in the
sears atter the Bolshevik revolution to
have expected them to do other than
concentrale their encrawes on studying the
supreme . moment ol the  October
insurrection, It has shone like o beacon in

the dark night  of  repression,
courterrevolution, taseism oand wir tar
crery person calling themselt

reveolutionary Tor the Last sixty years,

And vet, it has been precisely this desire
tor eriralate OQctobor which has Ted in mam
cises to the triumph of reaction and the
Jdestruction of revaluton:iey mosements.
Toranderstand what £ mean. s necessary
tor look o few months before the Bolshevik
revedution. o an earhier revolutionary
crisis. that ot the “July dass’.

tn July TYTT the Rissian rosolution wis
alreidy fve months old Hve months
which had scen o massive radicalisation of
sudctiers. satlors and  workers, with 4
corresponding growth i the «ive of the
Holsheswik Party . Accordimg to the paris
secretary. Sverdlove the party had grown
ten told by July.

Alrcady in lune, with the collapse of the
provisional government's offensive against
Crerman and  Austnian  troops on the
Cralician tront. and nising unemployvment
I the citics, @ mass demonstration called
hj,; the pro-government Menshevik/Socal
Revolutionary majority in the Soviets had
resulied 1na massive propaganda vicrory
tor the Bolsheviks.

The official call for the demonstration
had sounded hke nothing so much as
something from the South East TUC: *Only
othiciad banners  and  slogans,  please.”

Yot the response was quite dilferent. The
Menshevik historian, Sukhanov. recalls:

“Bolsheviks  again,” T remarked.
looking at the slogans. “And there
behind  them, another  column.

Apparently another one oo Twenton
calculating, noting the banners advance
A1 me in seenungly endless rows,

Al power to the soviets.” "Down
with the capitalist ministers!” “Peace
tor the cottages, war tor the palaces™.
Cun anvone imagine o demonstration of

HrL oo workers and soldiers. the sast
majonty of whom carry our slogans? How
then did the leaders and the old cadres of
the Bolsheviks fecl? Thev had cmerged
only s1x months belore from the obscurity
of beime a small but disciplined party and
naw  they were @ mass parly ol the
revolution. Some indulgence would surely
hive been permssible of all thas had pone
to their heads.

Hy the beminmine ot July the coalinon
government had collapsed and reformed
iseit, numus the bourgeors consttution:id
democorats, In the words of Sukhanoyv no
conthtron could be tound. soone had s be
nivenied.” Inothe streets the cnsis was
deepeming. muass strikes developed. und
the  Machine  Gun Regiment and
COrenadiers marched  on the Taunde
Falace, the scat of the government.

The Bolsheviks were mnoan extremely
delicate situation. A mass movemaent of
violently reveltionary character wiis
developing, armed with therr slogans aned
undoubtedlv led by many ol their rank and
Hle muohitunts. The guestion was being
posed noan icreasimgly clear manner on
the streets: wias this the mioment for the
msurrection’? Could revolutionary
Poerrograd carry with it the whole country'?

The centrad committee of the parts.
meeting on the night of 3 July, decided
tat adthouwgh the time wias not vet ripe lor
INSLTe Clion, 1 the masses wWers 1o appear
o the streets the next dav. then the duts
of the Bolsheviks was 1o he there with
them.

[enm now faced opposinon fron his
ow e wdtra-left militants, in particular two

from the Kronstadt fortress, Raskolnikoy
and Roshal, who appeared the next
morning with 20 (00 heavily armed sailors
and presented themselves outside the
headquarters of the party.

Raskolmkovy and  Roshal were.
however., only the very sharp tip of the
ultra-left iceberg. For some weeks the
Bolshevik military organisacon and s
paper Soldatskayve Pravda had been at
loegerheads with the central committee,
While the central paper. Pravda. was
urging moderation and campaigns to win
m:jority support in the Petrograd Soviet,
Soldatskaya was demanding the seizure of
power. :

The authority of the central committee
rested solely on the relatively small cadre
ut old Bolsheviks and the influence which
they, as the most consclous sectton of the
party. could exercise over the neow
enthusiaste, radical, membership. But in
many cases the old Bolsheviks bowed to
the pressure ot the new rank and file. and
from this came the crisis of the fuly Davs,

On 4 July (the demonstrators hlled the
streets of Petrograd. Over halt a milhion
weTe there, carrying the slopans of the
Bolsheviks, Lenin spoke to the sailors
trom Kronstadt, urging moderation. The
satlors,  disappointed. marched on the
Tauride Palace. There, only the guick
thinking ot Trotsky  prevented  them
nching  the leaders ol the  Soviet
NLEOTIY,

The  party leadership. however,
maintained its course, Lenin Knew that the
most important task was the winning of a
Bolshevik muajornty im the Soviets, the
workplaces and the armed torces, This, he
recogniseil. would mean several months
more ol hard  work  to expose the
vactllattons and  berravals of  the
Menshevik  and  Soctal Revolutionary
Farty leaderships. To have artempted to
have sezed power before the hankruptey
ol the Coffical” workers” leaders was
apparent would have jesulted inthe sort of
niassacre that  followed  the  Pars
Commune, As iowas, only hesitation by
the provisiwomal government prevented
complete purge of the Bolshevks, Many
(mcluding Trotsky) were imprisoned ind
[ e fwhe had no dlasions i Cjustice”
tromt the government} spent three months
underground.

‘The lessons of 'July” have., unfortunately.
not been learnt by many, and the bioody
cost has been paid by our movement, In
January 1919 in Germany soldiers and
workers inspircd by October ignorcd the
advice of the most experienced Spartakist
lcaders  hke Rosa Luxemburg  and
attempted to seize power, even though
thev were still a minority in the workers
councils, Hundreds of revolutionarics were
hutchcred in the ensuing defeat, including
Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht.

The eaperience has been repeated many
tmes since - trom the March Acton of
121 in Central Germany to the talk ot
Imstant insurrection by Otelo da Canvalho
and the PRP in Portugal i 19750 A
suceesstul reveluoon needs the steength of
the tasses arcound 1, and the pravevards
are full ot those who ienore thas,

Jim Scott
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