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The same the

whole world over

As Thatcher continues to tell us
that Britain can get out of the
crisis if we all make sacrilices,
and the lett in the Labour Party
advocate import controls to
protect British industry. the
world crisis goes on. The most
striking feature of the current
world slump. says Pete Green, is
just how global 1t has become.

The major Western gconomics. tar from
recovering in 1982 as otficially predicted.
are sliding deeper into depression. The
Untted Stites economy slumped 1n 1980,
recovered a bit i carly 1951 and then under
the impact of Reaganomics dropped at 4
rate of 4. 7% in the final quarter of the yvear.
Throughout Western Europe unemployment
has reached new post-war highs. Tn West
Urermany it has doubled n the last year.
Even the export juggernaut Japan s slowing
down Fast ay the rest of the world cuts 1ty
imports with the slump.

But it 15 elsewhere that the slump s
wreiking most havoe, Prominent among the
casualties are those debt-ridden economics
which have virtually run out of forcign
exchange. and are effectively hankrupt. As
well as Poland, a recent list in the Financial
Fimes named Zaire, Turkey, Togo. Sudan.
Liberia, Madagascar. Pukistan, Senegal.
Bolivia. Costa Rica, Vietnam and Romania.
Al live had to cut back on essential imports
with devastating consequences for their

ceanamics falthough Torkey and Pakistan
have both received spectal assistance from
the IME and USA for thew strategically
umportant amd suitably despone regimes).

T'he  Economist magazine  recently
Limented the condition of some of 1ts
Favourite “trec enterprise’ suceess stories in
South Amernca. There. heavy bank borrowing
and flows of mulunational investment,
attracted by the iirm hand of military rulc,
led o growth rates of 5% @ vear or more in
[O77-80, [n 1981 those same cconomies
shrank on average by 2%,

In Brazil the weight of $63 billion dollars
in long-term debt forced the regime into
restrictive measures designed (o squecre
wiapes and cut imports, [n Argentina in 1951,
inflation ran at 1057, money poured out of
the country, the peso collapsed. and
manulactunng production dropped by 149

As the crisis 1s eenerahsed. it becomes
more protracted. [Dithceuloes in one part ot
the world cconomy teed back onto the rest.
Eiforts to deal with the slumpin one country
reinforce the problems everywhere else.

Interest rates

Three aspects of this are worth spelling
ot

{1) The major Western econamies are
competing for huge sums of footloose money
which move rapidly from one financial centre
tr another. About £75bn a day, oF over
$20 00K b year, gets traded in the world's
currency markets (fifteen times the annual
value of world trade). High interest ratesn
the United States. pushed up by the Amencan
version of Tory monetiarsm, have attracted
large amounts of this. fcading Lo an nterest-
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rate war between competing financial centres.

France has proved particularly vuinerable
to Hights ot hot moncy. undermimng the
Mitterrand government’s attempts atan only
mildly more expansionist programme. Rising
Interest riates have also. of course, added to
the squecze on all those sections of capital
heavily in debt and trying to borrow more,
whether loss-making airlines like Laker, or
whole countries hke Brazil,

(2} The slump bas caused a (Gl in many
commadity prices. especially ruw materials.
In 1951 aluminium feil by 217, rubber by
2o, cotton by 3770 and surar {outside
the Common Markety by 347 The third
world producing countiies are forced to cut
back on buying manutactures from the West.,
Nigeria's plummeting oil revenues could
eiasly cost Briush compames £2530 million
worth of business.

(3) Competition  between states  and
sroups of states 1s intensityving. Trade wars
are raging between the USA and the
Common Market over steel. chemicals and
textiles. and between both ofthese and Japan
over virtually evervthing.

Fach country 15 trving 10 boost its Own
exports and cut imports from everywhere
else. Austerity measures. cuts in wages and
public spending. pushing up unemployvment
and dimiaishing domesnc demand. are all
imposcd tor the sake of improving inter-
nalionil “competitiveness” and attracting
loreign investrent,

Cne country on its own that attempts 1o
intitate Japan or Singapore might succeed
in carving out a higger share of the world's
stagnant rmarkets. But if every country adopts
the same strategy. theeffects canonly cancel
eiach other out. One economy’s 1mport
reduction s another economy’s loss ot
exports, Indeed 1t 18 worse than that
Protectionism, austerity  measures  and
wage-cuts all have the effect of lowering the
overall level of world trade and world
demand., exacerbaning the slump.

Cutting demand

It would be a2 mistake ¢ conclude from
this that the slump s just going to get worse,

The 197475 siump was tollowed by o
weak, uneven and inflationary recovery m
the late seventics. A similar sort ot recovery
will slowly emerge over the next vear or so.
Wige-cuts and fallimg costs of energy and
raw matenals will increase the profits of
those Industrial companies which nide out
the siump. Postponed investment projects
wil be revived, stacks will be rebuilt, und
governments will trv to boosttheir economics
i the tace of mounting unemployment and
impending elections (for a few of them).

But the ‘recovery” will leave 26 million
plus oftcidly on the dole in the industriubsed
West alone. The lundamental problems of
world caputalism wall not be resolved. Low
rates of profts oxcess capacity in major
mndustries such as steel, vehicles and
chemicals: chronic  trading imbalances
between the stronger and weaker national
ceonomics:  the muassive  overhanyg  of
accumulated debt, and the corresponding
instability of the world’s Anancial system -
all of these will persist through the 195k as
theyv did chrough the 19740y,
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The enemy is at home

The Falkland Islands ‘form the most southerly colony of the British
empire.” When these words were written, in the eleventh edition of
the Encyclopaedia Britannica (1910-11), the sun never set on the
empire. Now they are, or were, virtually all that was left (apart, of
course, from Northern Ireland). When the Argentinian armed forces
seized the islands in the early hours of Friday 2 April they overran 98
per cent of Britain’s remaining overseas territory.

It is in this context, the context of im-
perialism, that we have 1o see the
Argentinian occupation of the Falklands,
and the British government's decision to
send half the Roval Navy’s operating fleet
‘in wartime order’, as Defence Secretary
John Nott put it, to the South Atlantic.

One thing should be clear. The Faiklands
crisis has very little to do with the fate, or the
rights of the islands’ 1800 inhabitants, des-
pite the purple prose of Fleet Street, epito-
mized by a Times leader headed: ‘We are all
Falklanders now', and comparing the in-
ctdent with Hitler’s invasion of Poland in
1935,

The 18lands have always been the pawn of
cutside forces. They were ceded by Spain to
Britain 1n 1771, but left unoccupied, and
therefore claimed by Argentina in 1820. A
British warship, HMS Clio, expelled the
Argentinians in [833, since when the
Falklands have been a crown colony,

In 1845 the government sold to an Argen-

tine cattle and hide merchant, S Lafone,
600,000 acres of land, the entire scuthern

portion of the main island. He was bought
out in [851 by the Falklands Islands Com-
pany, set up by royal charter that vear.

Today the company, siace 1977 a sub-
sidiary of the fuel, vehicle and distribution
group Coalite, owns 1.3 million acres, half
the island’s land, and 300,000 of their
700,000 sheep, and employs a stmilar pro-
portion of the 1800 inhabitants,

The Sunday Times writes of the Falk-
landers,

‘descendents of the mid-19th century
Scots, English and Welsh farmers who
came to cultivate the sheep, they snll
make most of their fatrly comfortable
living from wool. But there is little real
independence or security. Most families
are not freeholders, but tenants of the
Falklands Istands Company. Their
homes are, in effect, tied cottages, and
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John Nott, uncomfortably perched on
Trident

they have to leave — usually for New
Zealand or the Home Counties — when
they are too old to work® (4 April 1982}

[t is to retain control of this company
island that Britain is prepared to go to war.
But surely, some may object, the 1ssue is not
British imperialism, but the aggression ot
the Galtieni military junta in Buenos Aires?

Indeed, one of the most striking tucts
about the emergency debate in the House of
Commons on 3 April was that, as the
Guardian commenied:

‘“Tories who have not used the word
“fascists’” in angersince 19435 were raging
about human rights and despicable Latin
American juntas’ (5 Apni 1982).

But, in the first place, one has only to
glance at a map to sce that it makes far more
sense for the Falklands to be part of
Argentina than to remain attached to a
country 8000 miles to their north. Secondly,
there is little in Argentina’s history to make
it likely that the Falkland Islanders would
become an oppressed national mimornty. On
the contrary, Argentina's population is, like
that of Canada, Australia or the US, largely
the offspring of European settlers, rather
than the descendants of slaves, and con-
quered Indians, as is true of the rest of Latin
America. The links between Britain and
Argentina are close: there are 17,000 British
residents, as well as English and Welsh-
speaking settler groups.

Indeed, it 1s precisely Britaint's position as
the traditional imperialist power In
Argentina that is the main motivating {orce
behind the demand for the Falklands.
Although supplanted by the US as the domi-
nant power, British capital still has con-
siderable interests 1n  Argentina: £200
million worth of direct investment 1 1879,
including 35 branchs of Lloyvds Bank, exten-
sive ranching interests owned by Brooke
Bond Liebig, and factories belonging to
Unilever and Dunlop. The desire to win
back Las Malvinas, as the Argentiruans call
the Falklands, is seenby them as part of win-
ning their national ind{pendence from
Western imperialists.

This legitimate assertion of the right of
self-determination has been hijacked by a
brutal and unpopular military dictatorship.
President Galtieri played 4 crucial role in the
suppression of the left after the 1976 coup,
which led to the ‘disappearance’ of at least

12,000 people murdered by the security
forces.

In return for power, the military have
given economic disaster — the pesoc has
fallen from 65 to 11.500 to the dollar since
they came to power, prices went up 131 per
cent while gross domestic product tast year
fell by 6.1 per cent and 13 per cent of the
workforce are unemployed. Only a fewdays
before the seizure of the Falklands, Buenos
Aires saw the first mass demonstrations
against military rute since 1976. No wonder
the junta has decided to recover some
support by an appeal to patriotism.

Far from opposing the regime they are
now happy to denounce as ‘fascist’, both
Tory and Labour governmenis have
supplied the junta with arms. Two of the
Argentine warships with which the British
task force may soon engage, are British-
made Sheffield-class Type 42 destrovers.
Moreover, the Thatcher government 1s the
only European supporter of Reagan’s
strategy of building up right-wing military
regimes such as Galtier’’s as a counter-

weight to social revolution in Latin
America.
It is the workers of Buenos Aircs,

Cordoba, and the other industrial centres of
Argentina who will bring down the dictator-
ship. A British military adventure against
Argentina will have the effect only of cemen-
ting these workers to the regime.

The real issue

So what 1s the 1ssue? Quite simply, the de-
cline of British power. The Tores, lLike
Labour before them, have sought 10 pre-
serve Britain as a major power with a special
relationship with Washington, an indepen-
dent nuclear deterrent, and formidable mih-
tary forces, including what is sull the third
largest navy in the world, Humihlation at the
hands of Argentina would affect the British
ruling class’s military and diplomatic
standing across the world.

It is this, the attempt to retain some inter-
national standing for British imperalism,
that is at stake, rather than Britain’s residual
interests in Latin America — although one
should note that the British Antarctic
Territory, London's stake in the wvast
mineral wealth of the South Pole, was ad-
ministered from the Falklands.

Many Tory back-benchers — notably the
very powerful chairman of the 1922

Francis Pym—its an ill wind ...

Committee, Edward Du Cann — are clearly
haunted by the fear of another humiliation
like that of Suez in 1956, The government’s
¢critics on their own side includge those such
as Julian Amery, a tervant supporter of
apartheid, who advocalte a traditional "blue-
water' military strategy involving a strong
navy not exctusively committed to NATO,
They theretore opposed the decision to
withdraw from the Scouth Atlantic and to
abandon the Simonstown base in South
Aflrica and bitterly attacked Nott's policy of
running down the surface fleet (n order to
finance the Trident I>-5 nuclear mussile
System.

Meanwhile. Michael oot seems intent on
repeating 1940, when the labour opposition
and Tory dissidents uscd military disaster in
Nomway to destroy Neville Chamberlain,
and bring Churchill to power. Such a
strategy involves outjingoing the Tornes, a
role into which Foot has slipped with ease
After all, is he not the co-author of Guilty
Men, a hugely suceessful wartime pamphlet
which laid the blame for Dunkirk on un-
patriotic Tories? He has been ably assisted
in this by his fellow blimp, Enoch Powell —
the two men have long admired each other,
and in the [960s co-operated against their
respective front benches, One Tory MP,
Patrick Cormack. praised Foot for
‘speaking for Britain® in the Commons’ de-
bate on the Falklands,

The attitude of revolutionary soctalisis to
the issuc s perfectly simple. We are opposed
to any British auvempt to retake the
Falklands, 1o which Britain™s claim 1s a ves-
tige of colonialism. Such an operation
would cause many casualties among the
Falklanders, and could casity lead to more
deaths than the entire population of the
islands. [f successtul, 1t would lend lem-
timacy to the idea that the Western powers
have the right Lo intervene in any part of the
world where they are threatened — the US
in Cental America and the Gult, France in
her former African possessions, Britain,
perhaps, 11 support of an embattled apar-
thied regime. Deteat for Britain would, at
worst, breathe a httle hife into an
Argentiman regime whose hours dare in any
case numbered. It would certainly weaken,
and could conceivably bring down the most
reactionary British government for many
vears., As Karl Licbhknecht said in 1914, the
enemy is at home. The interest of Briush
workers lies 1n their "own”™ government's

defeat, O
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The options
narrow

in Central
America

The last month has seen
general elections 1n Guatemala
and El Salvador. In Guatemala
a coup has already overthrown
the official victor, and as we go
to press, the election results in
El Salvador indicate that a
similar coup may be on the
way. In this article, Carla
Lopez looks at the options
open to the local rulers and
their US masters in the next
few months.

The Central American oligarchs and
generals who for so long enjoyed un-
guestioning US support, are deliberately re-
ducing Reagan’s room for manoeuvre, They
believe that when it comes to a straight
choice between backing them or allowing a
guerilla victory, the US will opt for the for-
mer. They are pursuing this strategy not only
in El Salvador but also in Guatematla, the
country which will scon become an even
bigger headache for Reagan than its neigh-
bour. A coup took place in Guatemala on 23
March which bere all the hallmarks of a
CJIA operation. It purported to come from
junior officers who were protesting against
the electoral fraud earlier in the month n
which General Anibal Guevara, the ¢hosen
successor of President Lucas (Garcia, had
ernerged victorious.

Although the three-man junta which took
power following the ¢coup pledged to hold
elections and introduce reforms, it is clear
that the far right is closely involved with the
coup. One of the leaders ot the MLN, an
ultra right wing party similar to
D' Aubuisson’s Arena party in El Salvador,
has admttted publicly that he helped prepare
it. This is going to make it extremely difficult
for the Reagan adminstration to convince
Congress that the new Guatemalan govern-
ment 15 genuinely mterested in reforms.
Meanwhile, the guerilla movement in that
country as well as in El Salvador grows in
sirength daily. There is no doubt that the
United States is facing one of the most
serious challenges to its hegemony ever.

The United States has refrained fromtak-
ing any major initiatives ull after the Salva-
dorean elections, But the preliminary results
of these elections suggest that they are likely
to compiicate rather than ease the Reagan
administraticn’s dilemma. [t is unlikely that
Duarte will attain an overall majority which

prasidential election

will force him 1o ally with one or other of the
right wing parties in order to retain the
Presidency.

Even worse for the United States is the
possibility that the extreme right wing
Major Roberto D’Aubuwisson, who has
made 4 formidable showing in the elections
and will come a clear second in the count,
will himself rally the nght tc exclude
Duarte. With the extreme right in Ei Salva-
dor considerably strengthened, it will be all
the more difficult for Reagan to convince
US and international opinion {0 continue
military support for the Salvadorean
government.

Despite the claims of Haig and assorted
other right-wing gangsters, there 1s no doubt
that the election result is a sham. Outside of
the guenlla held areas, voting was com-
pulsory and identity cards were marked to
show who had been to the polls. The ‘has
voted’ mark was allegedly invisible but was
not, and, since it lasted for forty eight hours,
It was an open invitation to the death squads
to massacre anyone who supported the lefi’s
call for a bovcott,

Captain Blowtorch

What the election did show, however, is
that there 1s substantial support for
D*Aubuisson amongst the middle classes.
This 15 the man who promised to finish the
war in ‘three months’ if given power. It 1s
also the man whom the former US ambas-
sador Robert White described as a ‘patho-
logical killer.” His nickname in El Salvador
is ‘Captain Blowtorch’, which dates from
the days when he was in charge of torture
activities for the National Guard, and refers
to his favourite instrument of interrogation.

The US needed the election results in
order to sell their policies on the home mar-
ket. Both Congress and US public opinien
are extremely wary about being drawn into
anything which might lead to a repeat of the
defeat they suffered in Vietnam, Some mem-
bers of Reagan’s admimstration, like
Defence secretary Casper Wemnburger, have
read the writing on the wall. He 1s an open
opponent of direct US intervention because
he fears that the popular backlash might
wreck the chances ot pushing through his

General Anibal Guevara, now deposed, declares himsel! winner of the Guatemalan

defence budget. Others are more confident:
Haig, for example, believes that Central
America {5 an area where *we can be tough’,
His view is that any set-back in the region
would weaken the US position elsewhere.

The United States’ options are now
extremely limited. The Reagan admini-
stration based its policy toward El Salvador
on the belief that the guerilla movement
there is comparable to the small armed
groups which emerged in Latin America in
the early 1960s. These groups gained Iittle
support amongst the peasantry and were
rapidly defeated with the help of US
counterinsurgency techniques. Reagan
assumed the presidency in January 1981
convinced that a military defeat of E] Salva-
dor's guerillas would be justaseasy once the
Salvadorean armed forces had a few more
guns, helicopters and US advisers.

The administration was making a funda-
mental error. The guerilla movements of
Central America today are qualitatively and
quantatively different from those of the
early 1960s. They have rethought the mili-
taristic and vanguardist strategies of those
years modelled on the foco theory of Che
Guevara and Regis Debray. They have com-
bined armed struggle with mass political
work; to some extent they have taken inte
account the urban working class as well as
the peasantry; and the most powerful forces
in the region today-—the FPL 1in El Salva-
dor, the EGP and ORPA in Guate-
mala—have pursued a strategy of prolonged
popular war rather than immed:iate insur-
rection. As a tesult they have built up a
large, well organised base of support within
the population. They have military ¢xper-
ience in the Guatemalan case based on over
twenty years of armed struggle and in Ei
Salvador on at least a decade. And as the
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Cuban arms? These two Salvadorean guerlllas have a Chinese rocket launcher and an
American carbine

US-backed armed forces in the region have
respoended with increasing levels of brutahty
against the population as a whole, 50 the
support of the guerillas has grown still
further.

Although the January 1981 guerilla of-
fensive in El Salvador seemed nitially to
confirm the Reagan administration’s
analysis—the guerillas failed to gain a
decisive advantapge over the armed
forces—it soon became apparent that they
were extending their control over large areas
of the countryside. By June 1981 the
guerillas held at least ong third of the coun-
try. In October they blew up the key Puenre
de Oro road brnidge. In November the
Reagan administration showed 1ts growing
concern that the guerillas were in fact win-
ning. Haig told Newsweek that there was a
stalemate situation which ‘could ultimately
be fatal’. |

It was in November 1981 that the admini-
stration began 1o consider i1ts various
options 1n El Salvador. [ts first option was
10 continue its present policy of military
support for the Salvadorean army in the
hope that with increased amounts of US
assistance it would defeat the gueriilas in a
prolonged war.

In December the administration
announced that it was going to train 1,500

well
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Salvadorean soidiers and officers in the
United States, the largest training pro-
gramme of foreign troops on US soilever. It
has increased miiitary assistance to the
army, This reached US§ 35 million from the
Pentagon’s internal budget after the
guerillas had destroyed or damaged 28
planes in a raid on the Tlopango airbase.
This compares with USE 35 million during
1981. There are now 51 US military advisers
in the country,

Military failure

But despite this increase in assistance the
Salvadorean armed forces have proved
themseives incapable of defeating the
guerillas. Successive army offensives have
failed while the guerillas have extended their
activities so that at the beginning of March
they launched their first major actions in
San Salvador, the capital, since January
1981. The army lacks the personnel either to
deal with the guerillas—its most recent
recruits are 15 year old boys, press ganged
into its ranks—or the technical skills to ab-
sorb much more US military equipment,
Morale, at least in the lower ranks, 15 very
low. It looks increasingly as if a strategy
based on a prolonged war of attrition Is
likely 1o favour the guerillas rather than the
Salvadorean armed forces.

It 15 the weakness of the Salvadorean
armed forces which has forced the United
States to consider other military options.
Most convenient would be an indirect inter-
vention invelving an inter-American peace
force. In November 1981 the military com-
manders and intelligence officers of 20 Latin
American countries met in Washington.
One of the main items on the agenda was the
possibility of a collective Latin American
response to the present conflict in El Salva-
dor. Since then, rumours have abounded
that the Argentine armed forces would lead
such a force, which would alse mnclude
Colembian and Honduran troops.
Argentina has come to play an increasing
role in Central America.

An estimated 20-30 Argentine adwvisers
are at present in El Salvador. The
Nicaraguan government has accused
Argentina of invelvement in CIA sponsored
destablilisation efforts in Nicaragua. At the

end of February Colonel Flores Lima, chief
of staff of the Salvadorean armed forces
went to Argentina to discuss military
assistance. As a result the Argentines
announced plans to sell ground aircraft and
other weapons to El Salvador and the
Argentine chief of staff stated that his coun-
try would give all possible aid to the Salva-
dorean junta. Subsequently, at the begin-
ning of March, Thomas Enders, Assistant
Secretary of State for Inter American
Affairs, visited Argentina and declared that
he expected Argentina to be ‘active 1n
whatever action is taken in Central America
by other Latin America powers.”

The possibitity of an indirect intervention
should be taken seriously but it faces
enormous difficulties. In the first place it
would still require considerable US
logistical if not direct support. Secondly,
there is opposition to Argentine involve-
ment from within the Argentine armed
forces as well as within Argentina itself, And
thirdly, in order to justify such an inter-
venticn under the provisions of the inter-
American mutual defence pact, the Rio
treaty of 1947, the United States needs to
prove that there is an external threat to El
salvador.

So far, all administration efforts o prove
that Cuba, the Soviet Union and Nicaragua
are sending arms to the Salvadorean
guerillas have proved farcical. A vyoung
Nicaraguan presented to the press as having
been trained in Cuba and Ethiopia for
gucrilla action in £l Salvador, recanted con-
fessions which he claimed to have been
made under torture by the Salvadorean
army and announced that a 1S official had
threatened him with death if he did not
testify. Extensions 1o Nicaragua’s airporis
which the US presented as evidence of a
massive military build-up in the country
were shown to have been recommended by
the US to the Somoza government in 19735.
And while these and other propaganda dis-
asters were taking place, the Washington
Post revealed details of a CIA plan 1o
destabilise Nicaragua which had been
perscnally approved by Reapan.

Negotiated solution?

This plan not only reflects the United
States’ continued hostility to the Sandinista
government on 1deological grounds, but
also the belief that any military options it
pursues 1n the region would first require the
‘neutraiisation’ of Nicaragua and Cuba to
prevent them aiding the guerillas elsewhere.

But, 1f indirect intervention rerains as
problematic as deployment of US troops,
the admunistration has so far ruled out its
only other option, a negotiated settlement,
It believes that this is tantamount to admait-
ting a puerilla victory. Pressure from France
and Mexico has grown considerably over
the last few months to persuade Reagan to
accept such an option. Negoetiation 1s for
them the best way of preventing a total
guerilla victory or a US military inter-
vention. But the United States knows that
neither the armed forces nor the oligarchy in
El Salvador would accept a sojution involv-
ing the guerillas, while no solution which
didn’t involve them could succeed. I
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‘The best
traditions
of Israeli
democracy’

The last few weeks have seen
massive new resistance to
Israeli rule on the West Bank,
Michael Davis gives the details.

Alarm bells are ringing in Tel-Aviv and
Jerusalem as Arabs in Israel have joined the
Palestinians of the West Bank and Gaza in
strikes and mass demonstrations. The
yvoung Palestinians who have taken to the
streets 11 Nazareth and Acre to shout
‘Down with the Zionist occupation: Long
live Palestine’ have reminded the Israels
that though they now wish tc incorporate
the West Bank, after 34 years of occupation
they have still not managed to absorb and
pacify the 600,000 Palestinians of Israel
‘proper’.

The protests expose Israel’s claim that
Palestinian Arabs have been ‘peacefully
integrated’ into the Esraeli state, and that the
real ‘trouble 15 caused only by ‘PLO terr-
orists’ who have infiltrated the more sus-
ceptible population of the West Bank. Most
important, they continue the traditien of
mass cellective resistance which has always
been the most effective chstacle to Israel:
occupation of Arab lands.

The Israelis are well aware of the signifi-
cance of the latest events, ‘It 1s a4 power
struggle between Israel and the PLO’, says
Menachem Milson, head of Israel’s West
Bank ‘civilian’ administration. ‘Both we and
the PLO know that this is a critical stage in
the struggle.’

For the [sraehis the latest stage involves
the attempt to decapitate the PLO leader-
ship on the West Bank. Since they changed
the method of administration from that of
military to ‘civihan’ rule last year—most
Israch officials simply ceased wearing their
uniforms—it has been clear that the pro-
PLO officials of (he towns and larger
villages would refuse 1o co-coperate in what
was effectively the first stage of the annexa-
tion of the West Bank.

The Israeh strategy has been inspired by
the old colonial policy of co-opting local
teaders who will act as collaborators to dis-
cipline their own population. For months
the Israelis have been engaged in finding a
group of West Bank ‘moderates’ they could
use as cover for creeping annexation of the
area, and as a lever against the PLO. They
have werked hard to develop the ‘Village
Leagues’, based on 1ndividuals willing to co-
operate with the occnpving forces on a basis
no different from that of the collaborators
used by the Americans during their *hearts
and minds’ campaigns in Vietnam,

But the Israelis have had serious problems

in substituting these *moderates’ for the
elected pro-PLO officials. Their solution
has been to sack those officials who will not
co-operate with the ‘civilian administra-
tion’. When the first group of Palestinian
councillors was dismissed, at al-Bireh, the
other town councils called for demonstra-
tions of protest. Tel-Aviv has responded
with further widespread sackings, and the
Palestinians have accepted the challenge
with three weeks of strikes and demonstra-
tions.

Clumsy propaganda

The Israeli propaganda campaign that
has accompanied the sackings has been
clumsy in the extreme. West Bank admini-
strator Milson has insisted that “if people are
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pro PLO then they are terrorists, anti-
Semites bent on the destruction of Israel.’
This picture of ruthless conspirators fired by
racial hatred has hardly fitted the scenes of
young boys throwing stones at heavily
armed Israeli trcops that have flashed
around the world’s television screens.

Israel’s standing with its own supporters
in the West has also not been assisted by
Milson’s complaint that the dismissed PLO
officials had been elected 1n 1976 only as:a
result of intimidation and bribery. He has
been unable to respond to attacks from the
[staeh opposition who point out that in 1976
the then Israeli government described the
elections as ‘in the best traditions of Israeii
democracy’.

For six years the Palestinian mayors and
councillors have been resentfully accepted
by the Israelis as the representatives of West
Bank opinion. But as time for the evac-
unation of Sinw has drawn near, and the
Camp Dawvid plan has run out of steam, the
guestion of the need to absorb the West
Bank has grown more urgent, and the fate of
the Palestinian officials more certain.

The scale of the Palestinian protest will be
encugh to bring some added pressure on the
Arab states to find an alternative to the
Camp David farce that Israel and the United
States still insist will provide a form of
‘autonomy’ for the Palestimans. This
scheme 15 unlikely to be more than a modi-
fied version of the ill-fated Fahd Plan that
came crashing down at the Arab League
summit last December, and will show up the
inadequacy of the oil-rich Guif States.
Though they have recently given some £30
million tc the PLO, they show no sign of
mobilising their much-vaunted ‘oil
weapon’. Given the current state of OPEC,
they are less hkely to do so than ever before,

More important may be the effect of the
West Bank and ‘Israeli” Arab response
inside the PLO. Here the impressive scale of
the strikes and demonstrations may
strengthen the hand of those who are
arguing for an intensification of the struggle
inside the Occupied Territories, 0
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NEWS & ANALYSIS

There are some 750,000 Palestinians in
the West Bank, and an equal number in
Gaza. Over 100,000 now regularly commute
to work in Isracl, and have indeed provided
a source of cheap labour which has helped to
keep Israel’s sickly economy afloat. For the
first time in forty vears the Palestimans
again have some economic muscle. As a
larger proportion of their poepulation
become urbanised they enjoy a wider col-
lective political experience. Leftists in the
PLO who argue for a greater emphasis on
raising the level of struggie where there is the
greatest possibility of mass action amongst
Palestinians, may now find that their argu-
ments are making more sense.

The new wave of mass struggle 1s of great
importance to the PLO, which has been
goang through a difficult period on the mili-
tary front. Since the Syrian invasion of 1976
the movement has largely been confined to
the south and east of Lebanon, and the level
of its armed operations against Israel has
been modest.

This has encouraged the Israelis 1o plan a

Papandreou:

further invasion of Southern Lebanon, in
which they hope to smash the PLO’s mili-
tary machine, and 1o drive the Palestinians
and Lebanese leftists far to the north and
under the guns of thetr ailies the Lebanese
fascists. Though they are better irained and
equipped than ever before, the PLO and the
leftists are no match for Israel’s huge army
and the firepower of its US-supphied arsenal.

Israeli Prime Minister Begin 1s not given
to caution. Under the added pressure from
his right-wing coalition partners to annex
the West Bank he may decide to attempt the
military elimination of the PLO in Lebanon
while he continues the poliiical offensive on
the West Bank.

If such events should occur it 15 to be
hoped that the Palestiman population of the
West Bank and of Israel ‘proper’ show the
same determination that they have dis-
played over the last month. Mass political
strikes and demonstrations involving two
million Palestinians would pose a preblem
that would sorely test Israel. 1

promises

and performance

In previous issues we’ve looked
at the record of the Mitterrand
governmert in France. Now,
Kostas Pittas from Athens looks
at the record of Western
Europe’s other ‘socialist’
government, that of
Papandreou in Greece.

The Socialist Party, PASOK, won the
electtons last October with an absolute
majority 1n parliament. Thus, 1t has
been 1n a position to put into practice its

programme without having to negotiate on
the important issues with the other two
parties n parliament (the right wing New
Democracy and the Moscow-onented CP).
The changes which have taken place though,
are far from what was promised during the
election campaign.

PASOK has hardened up Greek policy
towards NATO and the American military
bases. However, 1t has not initiated any
processes for withdrawal from NATO or
the ousting of the bases as was promised.

Andreas Papandrecu had promised before
the election that Greeks could have the
chance to decide themselves whether or not
(recce should remain a member of the EEC,
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through areferendum. Now, PASOK seems
to have forgotten its promises for the
referendum, and is satisfied with ‘good
performances’ from the benches of the
European Parliament.

Particularly significant is its attifude
towards the situation in Poland. Although
Papandreou has stated in party aggregates
that ‘Selidanty fully expresses what we think
about socialism’, the statements from the
government 1tself against the mubitary coup
in Poland have been very vague.

And Papandreou immedrately dismassed
the minister who condemned the coup in
Poland '‘more than was necessary’ at the
EEC summit. In ¢xchange for these services,
the USSR bought thousands of tons of
aranges which otherwise would have been
left to rot, since the EEC would not buy
them.

O the whole we can say that the “hard
line’ of PASOK on matters of foreign policy
has softencd. It has changed its war-
mongering policy towards Turkey into one
of *friendly neighbourly relations’ without
even openly condemning the Junta.

Things become clearer when we look at
PASOK’s internal policy. After the inittal
period of liberalisation and generosity,
PASOK has gone on to prove in practice
that it is nothing more than a party which
aimns to modernise Greek capitalism.

PASOK succeeded in deposing by juridical
means the old right-wing lcadership of the
Greek TUC. The majonty of the new TUC
leadership belongs to PASOK. Therefore,
at least for the moment, PASOK has
manouevred to keep the CP out of the TUC
leadership. although the CP controls most
of the unions. So, although the government
clatms that 1t aims to democratise the trade
union movement, it has created all the
conditions for complete control by itself.

Tear gas

The new TUC leadership, instead of
demanding wage increases through direct
action, is resorting to industrial tribunals.
When PASOK was in opposition, 1t was
repeatedly demanding the abolition of the
industrizal tribunals!

As far as the nanonalisations are
concerned. things are vaguc. [naspeech on
TV, Papandreou avoided specitying which
industrics will be nationalised. under what
terms, and with what compensations.

There are also 4 number of other occasions
where PASOK has shown what it means by
‘social policy’.

PASQOK has not interfered at all with the
old state of things in the army. At the same
time, it has tolerated the tnterrogation and
pursuit of soldiers who participated 1n
demonstrations and political public meetings.

The “sociahist’ government of PASOK has
sent the MAT (the Greek SPG) to attack
with tear gas a prisoners’ revolt for better

.conditions in seven prisons in the country

and apainst demonstrations in selidarity with
the struggle of the prisoners.

It has sent the police to attack and eviet
the squatters who occupied empty houses
immediately after the elections. The arrested
were sentenced o up to 20 months
imprisonment. [
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Bishops Stortford

The retreat

The fight in the Labour Party
shows no sign of ending. The
right wing is on the offensive,
Pete Goodwin looks at the latest
developments in detatl.

Put 1t to virtually anyone on the Labour left
that therr movement 15 1n retreat and they
wiil agree with you — up to a point.

They will admit that they reached a high
point in the weeks immediately before the
deputy leadership election in October, when
confounding the pundits, 1t looked as if
Benn might beat Healey, Since then there
have been a succession of setbacks: right-
wing gains in the National Executive, the
Tatchell affair, the inquiry into the Mifirant.

Then of course there is the Peace of
Bishops Stortford. The Left don’tlike it. But
they accept that pressure for unity in the face
of the SDP threat was mounting and that
this necessitated some restraint on their
part.

But then comes the qualification, Despite
the setbacks, most Labour leftists will argue
that the constitutional changes remain
intact, fundamentally altering the rules of
the Labour Party game, They claim that the
left remains stronger than ever in the con-
stituencies and ready to extend 115 base in the
unions. In short, the Labour left con-
ventional wisdom says there 15 a retreat, but
that it 15 no more than a temporary
withdrawal.

There are however a number of reasons
for thinking that the retreat goes a lot
further than this.

First of all there seems to be a growing
amnesia about what exactly the new Labour
ieft that carried through the constitutional
changes and the Benn campaign was ar-
guing until last October. Central to its
rhetoric was that the last Labour Govern-
ment was a disaster and that left wing
resolutions at conference were absolutely no
protection against a re-run, What was
necessary was to make sure that the people
who constituted the next Labour govern-

Jack Dromey—supporting the peace of

Tony Benn—backtracking on no compan-
satlon

will be a long one

ment were actually committed to carryming
them through. Hence reselection, hence the
electoral college, hence Benn actually
standing for deputy ieader.

Now the personnel of the next Labour
government 18 more or less determined. It
will remain the same old crew, most of them
making quite clear now that they have no
intention of implementing conference
pelicies. Just take Michael Foot interviewed
recently in Tribune as an example, He abso-
lutely refused to make even a commitment
to either unilaceral nuclear disarmament or
withdrawal from the Common Market, On
bath questions he spelt out precisely his
cover for backing out of them: the ‘need to
consult our French comrades’ — who are of
course resclutely committed to both nuclear
weapons and staving in the Common
Market! |

Labour lefts will readily agree that they
expect nothing different, If pushed they will
agree that the next Labour government
looks like being no different from the last.
But now they have given up fighting 1o prevent
that. Benn is not going to challenge the old
crew again this side of the next glection.

After the heady days of the
campaign for the deputy
feadership, where now for the
Labour leit? What moves for the
embattied Militant tendency? Do

followers of Tony Benn just wail in

the back rooms till next

conference? In THREE LETTERS

TO A BENNITE, Paul Foot takes a
fraternal look at the dilemmas they
face... :
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Ken Llvingstohe—opposing ‘Can’t Pay,
Won't Pay’

Rather he 15 saying (as he did immediately
after the Hillhead result) *The Labour Party
1s going to win the next election, and it wiil
do what it says it 18 going to do’. He knows
that is not true. But he will say it more as the
next election apprcaches. And so increas-
ingly will the rest of the left.

There 15 also amnesia about the claims the
Labour left were making duning the Benn
campaign last year. Not the ¢claims about
how weli they would do. They did far better
than any of us expected. But the claimthat a
Healey victory would by a pyrrhic one, Benn
would just come back again the following
year and eat away Healey's majority. For a
brief moment Benn continued tc act as if
that was the case. Remember his *1 am the
deputy leader’ outburst in December? He
fell flat on his face. Within a month he was
indicating he would not stand again and
most of the Labour left were heartily glad of
it. Because they suddenly woke up to the fact
that he would do a lot worse if he did.
Suddeniy union bosses and the pressure for
unity which had seemed such paper tigers in
the summer had become unchallengeable
obstacles, O

—_——
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The only thing the Labour lefts came up
with to shift them was a recognition that it
was necessary to do something about the
unions. But without the Benn campaign as a
focus their fringe meetings at this year's
union conferences will seem a let-down from
last year. And so far as a broader trade
union strategy is cencerned, it amounts to
little more than an attempt to revive the
broad left strategy which has provided
totally weak-kneed allies in the past. Sig-
nificantly Jack Dromey, chairperson of lasi
year's pioneering Labour Co-ordinating
Committee industrnial conference, was de-
fending the Peace of Bishops Stortford at a
left fringe meeting at this year's London
Labour Party conference.

Alongside the amnesia there are signs of
policy shifts by some of the Labour left,
Tony Benn, for instance, was recently pro-
posing a scheme for compensation when
hived off natiopalised industries are re-
nationalised. But 1t was his stand for no
compensalion that brought his break from
Foot and the Labour front bench at the end
ob last year.

Michael Meacher is now saving that
‘while old-style incomes policy 15 unnacept-
able, free collective bargamning is not on
either.” Straws in the wind?

Al local government level they lock like a
lot more than that. The new Labour left’s
revamped municipal socialism is 1n tatters.
And some very bitter arguing has broken

out about i1. In the March 1ssue of London
Labour Briefing leading left GLC coun-
cillors made a tortured apclogy for why they
should continue in office.

‘Are we not clinging to the irappings of
office as all real power steadily drains
from our hands! Is this not the pattern of
all past Labour Governments, played
out on a small scale within our ranks —as
if nothing had been learned at all?

‘... We would reply that comrades
should not doubt us quite sc much. We
are not yielding ground to the Tores any
more than we are literally being forced
to.”

The authors of this were, remember,
people who were 1o the left of Ken Living-
stone on the ‘Can’t Pay, Won't Pay’
campaign {which Livingstene refused to
support).

In the Aprl issue of London Labour
Briefing there were a number of angered

cries of *You're gpoing soft’. But these were-

written before the humiliating collapse of
the Can’t Pay Won't Pay campaign, which
was, after all expected to be rhe exemplary
piece of Labour left extra-Parliamentary
action, That collapse will greatly sirengthen
the hands of *Let’s be reasonable. Let’s hang
on for a Labour Government’ advocates.
All in ail it looks as if the retreat of the
Labour left is going to be a long one. [

Fare Fight flop

The Labour left often talk
about the need for extra-
parliamentary action to
support their legislative
proposals. Norah Carlin and
Martin Roiser argue that the
London fares campaign has
proved that they are on a road
to nowhere.

All smiles: But when it came to 21 March...

The campaign to stop London Transport’s
massive fare increases has died a swift and
sorry death. With it have perished the Fares
Fair policy, the central plank of the Labour-
controlled Greater London Council's pro-
gramme, and the political strategy of Lon-
don Labour both right and lefi.

The *Can’t Pay Won't Pay’ campaign was
bilted by London Labour Briefing, the plai-
form of the London Labour left, as ‘the
crucial test for Labour in Londen’, and *an
idea whose time has definitely come’. As it
guite correctly pointed out, ‘the rest of
Labour’s GLC manifesto—on school
meals, council house sales and so on—Iliesin
tatters.” Everything now hung on a
demonstration of mass popular support for
the Fares Fair cheap transport policy. That
demonstration signaily failed to materialise.

The ‘Fare Fight' campaign had held a
series of weil-attended public meetings alj

over London, collected a quarter of a mil-
lion signatures, and was supported by a
majority of Labour GLC councillors, The
policy of cheap farcs had been voted 1n by
900,000 Londoners and, according to
opinion poll data, had 63% support in the
capital after it was introduced.

But despite the optimism of the Labour
left, the final) tactic of fare refusal petered
out in ignominy and farce. What went
wrong?

Wildly unrealistic

First, the Fare Fight campaign in the two

months before the increases did not actually

represent a mass determination to fight the
Law Lords’ anti-GLC ruling by either
industrial or consumer action. A ‘Fare
Fight' public meeting included, in at least
one ¢ase, the local Labour MP proclaiming
that “the people by themselves are power-
less’ and urging Londoners to vote Labour
at the next General Election and rely on re-
formmg legislation. Emphatically not all
those who supported the *Fare Fight' cam-
paign supported fare refusal, and the major
demonstrations the campaign organised—
the lobby of Parliament on 11 March and
the festival on the South Bank on 13
March—were disappoimntingly small any-
way. Those who based optimistic pre-
dictions of stopping the fare rise on 21
March by consumer action on the *success’
of this campaign were being wildly un-
realistic.

But right from the start, the campaign
failed to organise within the trade unicns for
the kind of industrial action that could have
stopped the increascs. The strike of 10
March, called by the London shop stewards’
conference, was magnificent. Not a single
bus or tube ran, and a quarter of Londoners
staved at home; even so the evening rush
hour was chaos.

Solid thouph the strike was, 1t failed to
link the issue of redundancies with the fare
increases directly. Taking place almost two
weeks before the fare increases, it appeared
as an isolated and token gesture. Links bet-
ween rank and file transport workers and
the fare retusal campaign just were not buiit.
The campaigners were clearly relying en the
union leadership to secure co-operation bet-
ween fare refusers and transport workers.
Indeed, the April edition of London Labour
Briefing, on the news-stands a couple of days
after March 21, contains a categorical state-
ment that ‘the unions have again confirmed
that their members will not be torcing or
harassing passengers to pay the increased
fares.’

By D-Day, 21 March, the situation was
totally confused, with Bill Morris of the
Transport and General Workers” Union
playing a particularly devious role. He
assured Fare Fight campaigners of backing
for fare refusal which he could not carry
with his members. As far as one can tell, he
appears to have said different things in dif-
ferent places and one day after another. His
most serious threat, 1o ‘stop the lot’ if Lon-
don Transport disciplined any members for
accepting the old fares (18 March) kept the
dizt -t on between " workers” 1nterests
{which warrant strike actinn) and the pas-
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sengers’ interests (which do not) alive,

The Can’t Pay Won't Pay campaigners
must also he blamed for propagating the
idea that ‘consumer action’ could succeed,
even if not accompanied by transport
workers' strikes. *‘Mass popular action 1s the
true arbiter of justice,” proclaimed London
Labour Briefing in March—it somehow
seemed much more trendy and even more
radical than boring old rank and file work in
the trade unions.

The first few davs of fare retusal were a
fiasco. On March 21st a disappointing 500
gathered at County Hall. The fare refusers
split into small bands and went to nearby
bus-stops and tube stations, But they ran
into trouble whether the transport worker
concerned was sympathetic or not.

One bus driver welcomed the refuser with
a hand-shake and let him address the pas-
sengers who grumbled and wanted to con-
tinue their journey. In ancther case the con-
ductor told twenty lare refusers to write to
their MPs. “We have’, said the refusers, "why
don't your unicn leaders call another
strike? The conductor said that Bill Morns
was too left wing for his liking and asked the
refusers to leave. In other cases refusers were
simply allowed to get away with 1t and be-
haved, in effect, like fiddlers. In no instance
did a group of workers collectively refuse as
a matter of union policy. The protests were
individual or token or both,

Labour group split

The issue of fare refusal further spint the
GLC ILabour councillors. Ken Livingsione
withdrew his support and cut ofif the phones
at the campaign office. Eventually it was
only Dave Wetzel, Transport Committee
Chairperson with six councillors (out of the
fifty-strong labour group} who made a final
and rather non-historic fare-refusing
journey te Poplar. Municipal socialism 1s
now well and truly dead. The GLC coun-
cillors will have to run London on Tory
terms from now omn.

There remains only the Transport Act
Amendment Bill, proposed by Douglas Jay,
which could re-introduce subsidies. But this
is a potentially dangerous measure and de-
serves no support, Even Howell, the Trans-
port Minister, has said that subsidies couid
be re-legalised but only, “within the lhikely
level of public resources available and & sus-
tained emphasis on higher productivity and
greater efficiency within the LT system.”

The Labour Party beheved 1t could intro-
duce a reform through parliamentary means
without any reil involvement of rank and
file trades unionists. The Fares Fair policy
was promoted on the basis of voters’ sup-
port and when it ran into trouble the GLC

... Dave Watzel's fare-refusing trip to Poplar
proved distinctiy un-historic

councillors turned to the passengersfor sup-
port. Two of the myths of liberal democracy
now stand revealed. Ferstly the people do
not get the policies they vote for. Secondly
consumers do not control the market place.

These noints are €asy enough to make.
But to convince the Fare Fight campaigners
of them is more difficult because the con-
clusions shift the focus of attention away
from parliament and towards the work-
place. But these are the arguments we must

.put in the aftermath of the Fare Fight cam-

paign. The real struggle is in the transport
unions.

There are some grounds for hope. The
cuts in underground services thal were to
have been made on 21 March have been
postponed because the NUR instructed
crews not to work the new timetables. But
LT will have to make these cuts soon. With
the removal of subsidy and an estimated
20% loss 1n passenger numbers, services will
have to be withdrawn. LT plans to reduce
staffing by 5,000 to 7,000 and with verv little
overtime left this means real job-loss.
Further cuts in bus services are planned for
July.

The union leadership does not have a
good record in fighting cuts. The imtiative
must come from the rank and file. There
must be a recall of the London shop-
stewards conference which initiated the pre-
vious strike call.

What role 15 there for the public? As pas-
sengers or voters not very much. But as
trades wunionists plenty. Many London
workers have suffered a wage cut of say £5
per week as a result of the fare increases and
tume taken in travelling by whatever means
is increased. Working conditions in the capi-
tal have worsened. These should betaken up
as trade union issues, as pay-claims and as
London Allowance claims.

[t has been shown all too obviousiy thata
cheap transport policy cannot be won on the
basis of voters’ wishes or passenger resis-
tance. We have to turn it into a trade union
struggle. The lessons for socialists couldn’t
be clearer. »

‘You could see the
strings being pulled.’

The left’s strategy for changing
the Parliamentary Labour Party
was in trouble in Hillhead. They
started off with a ‘fine left wing
candidate’ who had all the right
Bennite credentials. As Dave
Sherry shows, the right wing
were able to gag him in the
interests of party unity and
winning the election.

The SDP victory at Hillhead was a blow to
the left. Polling took place one year to the

day after the foundation of the SDP, and
more and more people are getting a clearer
idea of what they are about. Roy Jenkins,
the victerious candidate, was an uniikely
figure for populamy in Glasgow. Not only 1s
he a merchant banker, but he found iy very
difficult to make himself understood to the
locals.

Labour came third in a constituency with
a significant working class element. It fatled
to lead the evident hostility to the Tory
government which is felt throughout Glas-
gow, It lost ground even from its own show-
ing in the 1979 clection. All of this has given
evervbody in the Labour Party cause for
thought.

Days of Hope

THE GENERAL STRIKE OF 192688
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or, Hillhead. revisited-...
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EYED YOUNG BEMNITE RALLES THE
CONSTITUENCY FATMTH. W A
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The Labour right have an easy explan-
ation: it was all the fault of those Bennites
and Milntants, Denis Healey put it openly
and bluntiy: ‘The Pat Wall affair cost us
6,000 votes in Hillhead.” The fact is that the
SDP were only too happyto make great play
with divisions inside the Labour Party. On
the morning of the poll they sent a special
leaflet to every voter. It said:

‘The Labour Party 5 today two
WATTING Camps—O0ne 15 marxist, anti-
parliament, pro-revolution—the other s
frightened, shifty and lacking deas.

o ——————— |
apartheid

A new SWP pamphlet on the black
workers struggle for Southern Africa.
f55p+2{]p postage. Ten for £5.50 post
ree,

Available from: Sacialist Unhmited, 265 Seven
ESSIIEErs Road, Finsbury Park, N London. N4
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Thetr barttle is not with Mrs Thatcher but
with each other..’

‘Who 15 winning this civil war?... Pat
Wall, the man who seeks to sack the
police chiefs and judges and abolish the
monarchy, Remember, Hillhead needs
change, not bloody revolution,’

This sort of cheap rhetoric obviously has
enough of an echo 1n people’s minds to
account for some of the Labour failure. The
staggering thing 1s that it bore no relation to
what actuallv happened in the course of the
election. David Wiseman, the Labour can-
didate. did start the election with sohd Ben-
nite credentials, but he changed in the
course of the campaign.

Wiseman quickly dropped his ‘Ban the
Bomb® past and avoided coming out against
NATO., When the storm over Pat Wall
broke, he told the press that the Labour
Party had no place for people like the
Militant. The right wing sat on him very
firmly. He was rarely 10 be seen without a
‘minder’ like Donald Dewar, Bruce
Milland, even Denis Healey himself. Every
time he spoke you could see the sirings being
pulled,

The fact that he clearly enjoved this pol-
itical quick-change act simply rubbed salt in
the wounds of all those eager Labour leftists
who had worked so hard to make sure that
‘their’ candidate got selected. Hilthead wasa
picture of the future. As election-time

looms, the Labour left will retreat under

pressure from the right because both of
them share exactly the same goal: they all
want to win votes. When you sct out to do
that, then you are bound to pander to the
lowest common denominator.

[t 15 that reality that makes the response of
the left in the area so impractical. The day
after the defeat, Mélitant supporters turned

up at the Scottish TUC rallv against Tebbitt
and distribuied & leatlet arguing that Wise-
man was beaten because the campaign had
not been fought on full-bleoded socialist
policies. The problem with that arsument is
simple: its supporters should ask themselves
(f Par Wall as candidate would have resuited
in a better showing, |

What the left avoid is the stark fact that
the majority of the workers in Hillhead are
not, at the moment, crying out for socialist
politics. And if your aim is to get votes, then:
the arguments of the right wing are
unanswerable.

Irenically, the Hillhead election provided
a lot of evidence that there are other things-
that socialists can do than manoeuvre to get
vour candidate selected, watch them cave in
to the right wing and then lose the election.
Political meetings and activities around the
clection were at a high level,

2,000 turned up to hear Benn. Another
2,000 turncd up to hear Michael Foot, 300
iurned up to hear Paul Foot and Harry
McShane. There 15 a substantial minority
who are open to soclalism, cven if the
majority of workers are not yet open to the
left. Active work with that minority can help
to change the overall balance.

CND provides a good example. They
were able to hold a series of meetings and
activities around the Trident tssue. Youth
CND organiscd a demonstration of people
too voung te vote and marched into the
Michael Foot meeting to heckle the right-
wingers on the platform.

The iett on the Labour Party needs to face
up to reality quickly. They are blocked at
cvery turn ol the Parliamentary road. The
alternative, of doing the hard work of win-
ning the active minority to sacialist politics,
means dropping the obsessions with Parlia-
ment and the Labour Party. It means a shift
towards revolutionary politics, ]
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Shock! Horror! Times

Editor bumped

The ruling class is always using
‘freedom of the press’ as a stick
to beat trade unionists. The
recent case of the Times
demonstrates what they really
mean by this, Paul Bryden
writes.

The decline and fall of Editor of the Year
Harold Evans from his position as Editor of
The Times—allegedly the most prestigous in
British journalism—was a must for Dallas
fans.

All the ingredients of high-life soap cpera
were there: the mounting tension as the cliff-
hanging plot unfolded, the did-he-fall-or-
was-he-pushed drama of its chimax.

And the cast was marvellous—a star
studded list of self-serving manipulators,
devoid of scruples or principles other thana
compulsion to feather their own nests and
generally extend their own power and that
of the class of which they are the dutiful ser-
Vants.

Qscars all round, It even had a moral,
though a little too crude and didactic for
some tastes, Was it reafly necessary to make
it so clear that when it comes to a conflict
with wealth and power, all the grand ab-
stractions of ‘journalistic integrity’ and
‘editorial independence’ are not worth the
paper they are interminably written on?

For all but the hopelessly naive (people
who believe what they read in the news-
napers) the outcome was inevitable from the
moment Rupert Murdoch added The Times
and The Sunday Times to his worldwide coll-
e¢ction of propaganda sheets Just over a year
ago.

Murdoch stands in the great tradition of
newspaper proprictors like Beaverbrook
and Northeliffe—right-wing megalo-
mManiics,

But to some of the more sentimental
members of the British Establishment, the
chap did scem a bit of a bounder. And his
track record on other high-class ‘organs of
record’ also left a little to be desired. The
Ausrratign, after all, has had I5 editors
chopped by Murdoch in 16 years.

So their solution was to set up a ‘Board of
Independent Directors’, manned by the
likes of Lord Robens, whose express pur-
pose was to prevent Murdoch deing what he
has since done.

John Gerard, writing in the anti-unicn
UK Press Gazette noted

‘A member of the public could be for-
given for thinking that it had all come as
a big suprise. Anyone with his ear to the
ground in Fleet Street knew that it had
been likely for months.’

Murdoch had certainly decided to dump
Evans within six months of signing solemn,
binding, and supposedly watertight agree-

ments on non-interference 1n  editorial

policy.

His reasons were entirely political
Murdoch wants a far-right Tirmes but Evans
was soft on the SDP, pale pink on El
Salvador, and generally not subservient
encugh {though an editor who writes a
cringing memo to his proprietor asking him
what line to take on the Budget is hardly wil-
fully headstrong).

All very predictable—Murdoch behaving
like the corrupt Tory gangster that he is.

Or, as another ‘distinguished journahst’,
George Gale, writing in the Express more
tactfully put 1t,

‘Since his money is keeping the ship
afloat, he had every right to say who the
captain should be and in what direction
the ship should head.’

What about Editor of the Year Evans
himseif? Is he the innocent victim of the
forces of darkness and reaction? Should we
start making the ‘Reinstate Evans—Defend
Press Freedom’ banners?

Golden handshake

Weil..no. It is now clear that Ewvans’
initial reluctance to quietly clear his desk
and go had very littte to do with journalistic
integrity, and very much to do withinflating
his golden handshake. The fact that that led
some of the more gullible of his camp
followers to go down with him is
unfortunate—for them.

Since our Harry had got as close to his
asking price of £580,000 as he was likely to,
it was time to wave a fond farewell.

As for those defenders of the public in-
terest, the Board of Independent Directors,
Lord Robens made their position plain:

‘We are not going to go snooping
araund. It is not our job to go around
saying ““Are you happy in your work?” If
the editor has a problem then he must say

NEWS & ANALYSIS

Aupert Murdoch: in the great tradition of
right-wing megalomanlac British newspaper
barohs
he has a problem. The only way we can
be activated is for him to activate us,’

Evans, for all his huffing and puffing
about staying put, never referred his dis-
missal to the Board,so that they, of course,
could say officially they knew nothing about
it!

‘Freedom of the Press’ really did mean
something once. In 1831, Henry Hether-
ington, editor of the Poor Man's Guardian,
spoke for the countless men and women
who suffered poverty, repression and years
of imprisonment to build a genuinely free,
racdical, working class press.

He wrote:

*Defiance i5s our only remedy; we cannot
be a slave 1n all; we must submit to much
but we will try the power of Right against
Might; we will begin by protecting and
upholding this grand bulwark of all our
liberties—the Freedom of the Press—the
Press, too, of the ignorant and the Poor®,

It is a very long way down from
Hetherington to Editor of the Year Evans
and £580,000.

But if Freedom of the Press is ever going
to mean anything again, other than an ideo-
logical shroud to cover a rotting corpse,
then it 1s to Hetherington and the working
class radical press that we must look. [

MABXISM 82
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Seven days of discussion
and debate organised by
the SWP.

A must for all Socialist
Review readers.

Book the date now.
Further details: Marxism 82,
PO Box 82, London E2
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BOOKS ARE WEAPONS

Solidarnosc¢: the

missing link

This month Bookmarks are re-
printing Jacek Kuron and Karol
Modzelewski's famous Open
Letter to the Party, under the
title of Solidarnosc: the Missing
Link. Colin Barker examines 1ts
arguments.

If. as this series suggests, ‘books arc
weapons’, then Kuron and Modzelewski's
Open Letter to the Party (1965) is a gun that
has remained buttoncd i its holster. It has
still to be fired.

Yet what a weapon. The Open Letter to
the Party s by tar the most impressive Marxist
document produced frem within Eastern
Europe {or Russia for that matter) since the
1920s. It 1s, analyticatly and politically, much
superior to 1ts obvious rival, Leon Trotsky's
The Revoluiion Betraved.

The circumstances of its production were
dramatic. Jacek Kuron and Karol
Modzelewski, i1s joinl authors, were young
academics at Warsaw University, and
members of the University branch of the
Polish United Workers Party (Polish CP}.
They had participated 1o the student move-
ment that emerged in the course of the 1956
events in Poland, through which the old
party regime was shaken necar to destruction
by a mass upsurge of worker and popular
protest. Looking at Poland in the aftermath
of 1956-57 they concluded that the popular
movement had gained virtually nothing.

The *October Left” of 1956 had permitted
itself to be sucked inte the orbit of the
re-shaped bureaucracy and had thereby
failed to give a proper sociabist lead to the
working class. As a result, the Polish ruling
class had re-established its grip on Polish
society. The path of ‘reform’ and ‘renewal’
to which the progressive wing ot the Polish
intelligensia had looked tn 1956 had. in
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reality, proved to be a path te the recon-
solidation of the ruling bureaucracy’'s grip
an Polish workers.

The conclusicn these two young writers
drew was that what was needed in Poland
wis a working-class, socialist revolution, to
overthrow the ruling bureaucracy and
establish workers’ power. For this purpose,
4 new revolutionary socialist party was

needed.
The Polish authorities moved swiftly and

brutally to deal with two such dangerous
vounyg dissidents. They were arrested and
cxpelled from the PUWP for possessing an
unfinished typescript outlining their views,
and — when they attempled to explain their
arguments to their former comrades in
Warsaw Liniversity branch by means ot the
(pen Letter — they were arrested and
charped with aiming to overthrow the state
with force. For this ‘crime” Kuron and
Modzelewski were brought in chains 1o
court. and sentenced to three years and to
three and a half vears in prison. In line with
a long and honourable sociahst tradition.
they detcnded their wrnitings in court, and -
when sentence was announced — joined with
1 section of the spectators in singing ‘The
Internationale from the dock,

Fortunately for the world socialist move-
ment, a copy of their OQpen Letier reached
the West., and was translated into numbers
of languages. In 1968, copies were circulated
tn  Czechoslovakia, It rapdly  became
apparent why the Polish regime had res-
ponded with such ferocity: Kuron and
Modzelewski had written the most tar-
reaching Marxist critique of a ‘commumst’
reaime vet produced by its own subjects.

The real power in Poland, the authors
insisted. 18 the monopolistic property of
those who head the State and Party. The
great majority of Poles, the workers and
peasants. have no direct way of influcncing
their rulers. Democracy docs not exist in
any meaningiul sense. The rulers of Poland
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are ‘the central political burcaucracy’.

As Marxists, Kuren and Modzelewsk
insisted that it was not suthoent o analyse
the political relationships in Poland - the
only matter considercd by Western political
scientists. What is decisive is the torm that
the refations of production 1ake.

Unlike previous Marxist critics of "com-
munist” regimes. such as Trotsky. Kuron
and Modzcelewsk: denied that state property
had any necessary connection with socialism.
In Poland and the rest of the Warsaw Pact
countries, mdeed, state ownership s the
particular legal torm through which class
exploitation is organised.

The working class. they showed, receives
in Poland no more than is necessary for
their basic subsistance. (indeed. some
workers barely receive this.) There s no
meantngful sense in which the workers can
be said to "own’ the mecans of productien in
Polund. Rather, they are in the same
position as the workers in western capitahst
countries, in that they are forced 1o sell
their labour-power to the real owncrs ot the
means of production — the central political
bureaucracy. The actual labour the workers
perform. and the product of their libour.
belong to their rulers,

Central class goal

To the objection that the bureaucracy
cannot be a class, they responded by pointing
out that all the contrary arguments merely
proved that the property of the bureaucracy
is not individual property but “the collective
property of an elite which dentifies itselt
with the state’.

‘Since the state finds itself in the hands of
a central pelitical bureaucracy - the col-
lective owner of the means of production
and the exploiter of the working class —
all means of production and maintenance
have become one centralised national
“capital .’

And it s as a capifal that the bureaucracy
owns and directs the productive resources
of Polish industry. [t enforces into Polish
production the same ‘class goal” that s also
found in western capitalist production:
accumulation for the sake of accumulation,
production for the sake of production. The
central aim of the bureaucracy is to force
the workers to produce the means whercby
its national capital may be increased. On
this basis the ruling burcaucracy seeks to
enlarge the basis of its own rule, and maintain
its own international position as against the
rest of the capitalist world.

(iven its central class goal, the bureau-
cracy seeks to hold down the share of
national income passing to the workers to
the historically necessary minimum, and to
devote the maximum resources to expanding
the nantonal means of production. The aim
of production in Poland 1s not the satistaction
of the population’s rising wants, but “pro-
duction for the sake of production’.

Like the western capitalist class, Kuron
and Modzelewski suggest, the Polish central
political bureaucracy once plaved an initially
progressive role. in the penod after the war,
in dragging the backward Polish economy
forwards through forced industrialisation.
This was achieved, as in the West, by ex-
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panding industrial employment and en-
larging the working class on the basis of a
fiercely applied series of controls over the
population, and the strict miting of their
consumption standards.

‘The nature of the task of industrialising a
backward country called to life as a ruling
class a bureaucracy which was able to
achieve this task, since it alone, through
1ts class interest, represented the interest
of industrialisation under such conditions
— production for the sake of production.”

However, by the mid-1950s, the main
elements in that process of forced indus-
trialisaticn had been achieved. Thereafter,
the very existence of the bureaucracy and
its rule became an increasing impediment
to the further economic development of
Poland. The bureaucracy’s class goal, and
its monopolistic rule, became a fetter on
society’s productive development. What
further development required was a sharp
shift In social and economic priorties,
towards an emphasis on raising living stan-
dards and the level of popular consumption
generally. But that need was not met: rather,
the burezucracy continued to exert its power
to pursue its own class goal.

Just as Marxists in the West argue that
the existing relations of production hold
back the development of productive forces.
50 11 Poland. The most obvious sign of this
contradiction, suggested Kuron and
Maodzelewski, 1s the growing evidence of
economic crisis in Poland. Growth rates
were falling in the 1960s, and the economy
was running into a number of ‘barriers’ 1o
its turther development; inflation, raw
materials shortages, wasteful misuse of
resources, difficultics in raising productivity,
balance of pavments problems. These signs
of crisis were not accidental, but were the
direc? result of the exploitative social rela-
tions at the heart of Polish society, and the
ruling class’s continucus drive to expand
praduction for the sake of production.

The only selution to this 1mpasse, they
suggested, was revolution:

‘Production relations based on burcau-
cratic ownership have become chains
hampering the country’s productive
forces; with every day this continues, the
¢risis deepens. Therefore, the selution of
the economic crisis requires the overthrow
of these productive relations and the
elimination of the class rule of the
bureaucracy.’

It was not only the workers, but also the
peasantry, who must benefit from such a
social revolution. For the peasaniry, too, is
required to bear the costs of the bureau-
cracy's class rule. Agriculture is stagnant,

economic criss.

160 pages £1.95 from all good bookshops or {pius 30p post} from IS Journal, PO Box

82 London EZ.

revolution’

for it produces predominantly means of
consumption for the workers. and the ruling
class has no systematic interest m o its
development. The peasants are exploited,
and peasant life is kept backward and
underdeveloped.

The first major political manifestation ot
the crisis in Polish society occurred in the
period 1956-37, in what the authors term
"the first anti-bureaucratic revolution’. The
revolution failed — principally because the
Polish ‘October Left’ failed to meet the
challenge of the period, in that it failed to
put forward a working-class programme for
the reconstruction of Polish society and failed
to organise a movement around such a
programme opposed to the rule of the liberal
wing of the bureaucracy. As a result, the
liberal wing of the bureavcracy was able to
consolidate its position and push back such
gains as the popular movement had achieved.

What kind of revolution?

The defeat of the 1336-57 movement.
however, had solved nothing. The crisis was
now general. Almost every section of Polish
society — the workers. the peasants, the
voung people. the creative intelligentsia,
etc — was forced into opposition to the rule
of the bureaucracy. *Revolwtion,” declared
the two writers, “1s tnevitable’.

What kind of revolution did Kuren and
Modzelewski foresee and propose? Quite
simply, their programme was a classic re-
statement of the main arguments of
revolutionary Marxism. The revolution must
be internationalist n iIs perspectives. for
the crisis is experienced throughout the
Warsaw bloc, and in the West as well. The

Solidarnosc: From Gdansk to Military Repression is the first tull-length analysis of
Solidarnosc to be written since the imposition of military rule. Drawing on a variety of
origina! Polish sources Colin Barker and Kara Weber trace the unfolding crisis in Poland
and the debates it provoked within Solidarnosc. They argue that Solidarnosc was too
deeply rooted in the factories to be co-opted, that real revolutionary possibitities existed,
but tragically this was only grasped by the radical wing of Soiidarnosc too late.

The book also includes a major section on the undertying causes of the Polish

1956. Tanks on the streeis of Poznan after the beginning of ‘the first anti-bureaucratic

| BOOKS ARE WEAPONS;
M -

T T s E¥F

............

I A R X
FEEEE TR T
EETE-L N B

++++++

i:-c«: Tkt o B0 e
EEER- LS L R
T R

N

authors offer no utopian schemes for
‘socialism in one country’, but raise again
the traditional socialist slogan “proletanans
of all countnies, umte!

Central to their proposais is the argument
for workers” power, at factory level and at
national Ievel, orpanised through a system
of Councils of Workers' Delegates. They
thus revive, at the heart of their programme,
the idea that Marx celebrated in the Pans
Commune and which took the name of
‘soviets’ in the period from 1917, For them,
as for the whole of the genuine Marxist
tradition, socialism begins with the direct
cxercise of power by the working class. The
only way in which a majority class like the
working class can exercise its rule is by the
fullest democracy, hence the authors call
for a multi-party system. Hence too, they
reject the ‘paritamentary system’ — it offers
no guarantee against dictatorship, and
crucially, it is not a form of people’s power’.
The whole system of parliamentary elections
and government £ a sham democracy,
through which citizens lose their power to
contral pelitics.

Trade unions must be completely indepen-
dent of the state, providing workers with
the meanstoself-defence. The working week
must be reduced, to allow workers ime to
educate themselves and participate 1n
palitical hife fully. The regular army must be
replaced by a demeoecratic workers” milinia,
tor "as long as it 18 maintained, a chque of
generals may always proves stronger than
all the parties and councils’ —sadly prophetic
words. in the light of what happened in
December 1981 The peasantry must have
full political rights. and have the means to
develop their farms properly — without
forcible collectivisation, which 1s a method
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alien 10 socizlism and suitable only for police
dictatorships.

Only the working class can provide the
social force capable to bringing down the
dictatorship of the bureaucracy, and of
providing a decwisive lead to the rest of
exploited and oppressed Polish society.

In one respect, Kuron and Modzelewski's
Open Letter has been fully validated. Their
argument that Pohshsociety was being driven
towards crisis was proved correct in 1970, as
the leading figures in the bureaucracy ad-
mitted. In the 1970s, under Gierek, the
Polish bureaucracy attempted to overcome
the growing tendency to stagnation by
borrowing capital on the western market in
staggering amounts, only to see the crisis
return in the late 1970s with redoubled
strength. In 19%), alsa. the working class
revolted — especially in the coastal areas. In
1976, again, in Radom, Warsaw and else-
where, workers” strikes and demonstrations
rocked the regime. And, m 1980 and 1981,
working class resistance ta the Polish
bureaucracy reached attogether new heights
in the formation and development of
Solidarity. The fundamental correctness ot
Kuron and Modzelewski's argument was
Proven in practice.

Abandoning their best ideas

But, what of their programme for social
revolution? They themselves, back in 1965,
concluded their discussion of the needed
programme for a workers” revolution by
asking if it would be realised. They stated,
absolutely correctly,

“I'hat depends on the degree of ideo-
logical and organisational preparation of
the working class i a revolutionary crisis
and therefore also depends on the present
activitics of those who identify with
workers” democracy.’

Unfortunately, in the intervening years
 between their own writing of the Open Lenter
and the upsurge of Solidarity in the summer
of 1980, Kuron and Modzelewski themselves
had abandoned their own best ideas. They
did not attempt to put into practice their
ideas of 1965. Space does not permit a full
discussion ot the reasons for their change of
heart (see Colin Barker and Kara Weber,
Sofidarnosc: from Gdansk 1o Military
Repression for this). Suffice it to say that,
ultimately, they made the same tragic error
as many reformists before them: they urged
the workers not to go ‘too far’ and in the
process contributed to the very strengthening
of the Polish state which permitted Jaruzelski
to smash Sohdarity with & military coup in
December 1981,

Now, once again, Jacck Kuron and Karol
Modzelewskiare in jail, along with thousands
of the finest militants of the Polish working
class. The worst aspect of the tragedy is
that, fittcen vears earlier, they had a better
perception of the realines of Polish class
society,

Evenin their ternible hour of deteat, Polish
workers will be thinking and learning. When
next they rise — as they most certainly will -
they could not be betier armed than with
the ideas of Kuron and Modzelewski's Open
Letter 1o the Party . O
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The profits behind

the oil prices

The price of crude oil goes up
and down like a yoyo. Just
now it 1s falling and the North
Sea looks less and less like a
solution to all economic
problems. The price of petrol,
on the other hand, just seems
to keep on going up. Pete
Green explains the complex
economics of the oil business.

The severity of the world slump has itself
produced what seemed impossible — a glut
of the world's most importtant and profitable
commodity, ¢il. Tetal preduction by the
QPLEC cartel of Third World oil experters
has failen from a peak of 31 million barrcls a
day in 1979 to 18 million. On the Amsterdam
spot market for surplus oil the price 18 down
to 28 dollars a barrel, 6 dollars belocw OPEC
official prices, and falling.

Forsome, allthis 1s 4 tnibute to the success
of market forces and heralds a return to
sustained economic growth. It's a curious
sort of success that “works’ only through the
waste of closing down steel plants and oil
refineries and leaves 26 million people
{officially) on the dole in the industrialised
West alone. Expectations of recovery lock
a trifle premature as the US, West German
and even Japanese economies sink deeper
into slump. What’s more, all the talk about
the market conveniently ignores the decisive
role sull being played by a few rather
powerful international oil companies.

On 2 March, the price of North Sca oil
was cut to 31 dollars a barrel (down from a
peak of 39.25 dollars in June 1981). North
Sea oil is now significantly cheaper than the
official OPEC price for the comparable heavy
grade Afrnican oil, still set at 35,50 dollars.
The Financial Times noted that the major
o1l companies, especially BP and Shell, had
been pressing for such a cut for weeks.

$ Fer Barrel

Less than three weeks later, Shell an-
nounced a rise in the price of petrol at the
pumps of 5p a gallon. Funnily enough, the
next day Esso, BP and Texaco ail announced
that they were raising their prices by 5p a
gallon. All claimed to be making heavy losses
on petrol sales.

The worldwide profits of Shell last vear
amounted to one thousand, eight hundred
million pounds (or 1.8 billion). Esso is the
most profitable multinational in the world,
raking in a cool 53.56 billion dotlars in 1981
(4 mere 29 down on 1980). British Pet-
roleum has had a few problems, with profits
falling by 25% and only managed 1.02 billion
pounds (dividends to sharcholders were
unchanged).

Certainly the market for oilhasbeen under
severe pressure. Energy consumption in the
West fell by 3.2% in 1980 and by 3,09 in
1981. But o1l consumption fell even further,
by 8% m 1980 and another 6% in 1981,
Energy conservation, smaller cars, and the
mcreased use of other fucls such as coal
have weakened the demand far oil ontop of
the siump.

The *natural scarcity” of oil has long been
invoked by the companies to justify price
increases. The argument has also been used
to shift responsibility for the stugnation of

the system away from capitalism and its

rulers onte something nobody could do
anything about. Now the scarcity theory is
being exposed for the myth it aiways was.
1l use per umit of output in the main
industrial countrnies fell by 20% between
1973 and 1980. At the same time the number
of drlling rigs is up by 79% on 1974,
Lstimates of reserves now supgest that the
peak of ¢l production will not be reached
until 2025. Non-OQPEC production in the
North Sea. Alaska and Mexico is tnereasing
rapidly.

[t 1% this situation that the ¢il companies,
the ‘Seven Sisters”, Exxon (Esso in Britain),
Shell, BP, Texaco, Mobil. Socal and Gulf,
i particular, arc exploiting with all the skills
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and ruthlessness acquired from sixty odd
years of dominating the world’s ol markets.

Oil Companies and OPEC

In 1934 the ol companies came to a highly
seeret agreement. In response to the great
slump and the dangers of competition they
agrecd to fix prices and carve up the world’s
output and markcts between them. In the
‘golden decade’ of the fifties those same
companies parcelled out the extremely
profitable Middle East oilfields under the
acgis of Brtish and Amerncan military
‘protection’.

Eventually the national ruling classes in
producing countries were bound to catch
on and demand their share of the take. In
most cascs the companics rcached an
amicable agrecemenl with the state
concerned. Even where all their assets were
nationalised the companies continued to
supply technology, advice and marketing
outlets. Their share of the profits dinnnished,
but that mattered less than the fact that the
profits themscelves rose enormously.

OPEC and the ol companies worked
together to force up the price of sl In 1973
they used the Arab-Israclhi war, and in 1979
the fall of the Shah of Iran, to manipulate
the market. bold back stocks and create an
atmosphere of cnisisin which prices shot up.

The share of ‘non-Communist’ world
production owned by the Seven Sisters fell
from 61% in 197010 257 in 1979, The share
of State ol companics rose from 65 to 555
in the same period. But it 15 ridiculous to
suggest, as the Economist did recently. that
the power of the Seven Sisters has collapsed.
They sull own more than hait of the ol
refinmg capacity and market 44% of the
refined oil products.

They have diversified rapidly into chem-
icals, synthetic fuels, couland other minerals.
Not least. they have the backing of a United
States government which recently helped
them out by “adpusting’ taxes and de-
controlling prices.

[n 1979 o1l company profits doubled. In
1980 the Seven Sisters alone raked in 233
billion dollars. But in 1981 the slumyp hit the
marketing end of theiroperations in Furope.
Petrochemical plants at 30% below capacity
were making huge losses, Oil refinerics were
working at only 30-60% of capacity. Profits
were falling especially for those companies
(including BP} withaut access to cheaper
Saudi Arabian nil.

The companies responded in a manner
not dissimilar to that of the 1930s. At the
refiming and petrochemicals end nutput was
cut, huge modern plant closed down (such
as BP's Isle of Grain refinery) and workoers
sacked. But prices were maintained in the
noticeably co-ordinated way noted caclicr.
At the other end the companies began to
turn the screws on the ol proaducing
countrics. Cushioned by large <tocks and
the nsing profits on  their American

operations, they could use therr control of

the market to pick oft the OPEC producery
one by one.

In May 1982 the companies suddenly
suspended therr contracts with Kuwait, Thar
soon succeeded 1n removing the premium
of $5.50 on top of the official QPEC price

No guarantee of success or prosperity for anyohe except the oll companies

that Kuwait was charging. In June, Mexico
cut its price by $4. Though Mexico is not in
OPEC a political storm and a new oil minister
then led to a $2 increase. Within days oil
exports had dropped by half. Thirteen US
ail companies suspended or teduced themnr
contracts. Now the Mexican price is down
to $25.75 - well below that of OPEC.

With these successes under their belt, the
companies then turned to the more militant
African members of OPEC, Algeria, Libya
and Nigena. All found their sales dropping
heavily. Libya proved to be the most resistant,
with 1its small population and huge financtal
asscts, Qutput fell from 1.6, million barrels
a day to 60{),000. Then in November Exxon
pulied out altogether. Mobil threatened to
follow. At the time this was attributed to
Reagan’s hosulity to Libyva as a “terronst
haven' butit seems fair to suggest that it was
just as much the other way around. Anyway.
even Colonel Gaddah had to give way and
concede a tax reduction for the rematning
COmpanies.

Britain's role

Britain's role in all this is interesting. The
orice ot North Sea Oil 15 set by the state-
controlled BNOC. The companies involved
in North Sea production sell most of their
o1l Lty BNCOXC, and then buy it back again for
refining, and sales to the consumer. On two
cecasions in the last year, in June 1981 and
again this March. BNOJC has cut its prices,
under pressure from the companies. For
the government that meant substantial loss
of revenue. But the companies involved,
cspectally Shell, Esso and BP made up for
their loss on the production side by their
pains an refining and marketing. More
cructally the cuts in the Ivorth Sea oil price
undercut the OPEC countries and gave the
companics a very useful lever in forcing the
prices down where they had no share in
production.

As one Financial Times journalist com-
mented last June, in a rare moment of
honesty, the whole manoeuvre showed that
the companies had “scored a powerful
victory ... over politictans and officials at
the Department of Energy and at the
Treasury™ and that “they have not lost the
POWET tO COW governments.’

‘The o1l companies have also been helped
by the divisions within QPEC itself. Saudi
Arabia’s role here has been crucial.

Regardless of the splits within the rest of
OPEC {including the war between Iran and
Iraq), up until the autumn of 1981 the
decisive division was between Saudia Arabia
and the rest. The Saudi rulers responded to
the [rag-Iran war by stepping up their
production and maintaining the price of their
o1l twa dollars a barrel or more below that
of the rest of OPEC. As OPEC output fell,
the Saudi share rose to almost half. Sheikh
Yamani, 1in April 1981, claimed ‘We
cngineered the glut in order to stabilise the
price of oil’.

With financial assets of $150 billion lodged
in the West. Saudi Arabia feared the impact
of the oil price rise on the weakening westem
economics and thus onits own investments,
More crucially, fearful of the spectre of the
lramianrevolution, eager for American arms,
the Saudi rulers prized their alliance with
the United States over their relations with
the rest of OPEC.

But Saudi Arabia has no desire to see
OPEC collupse. As the slump deepened
and prices began to cellapse they were forced
to adjust. Having secured a unified price
again they are now cutting back output
drastically in order to hoid the line. That is
proving difficult. Iran, where production
collapsed with the war, has also moved from
being an QOPEC hawk to offering massive
discounts in order to unload as much oil as
it can. Nigerian oil is the same type as that
of the North Sea. With the price cut there,
Nigerian sales have again fallen by half.

OPEC will probably survive but in the
meantime the consequences of the cuts in
pricc and output for its most heavily-
populated members in particular will be
scvere. Most of the benefits of the oil
revenues have gone to small and often highly
corrupt ruling classes, creating glaring in-
equalities, Asthe revenues fall, development
plans wiil be cut. unemployment will rise
and the mstability of the regimes concerned
will increase,

Nigeria has just had to slash its imports as
ol revenues plummet. The Iranian economy
is barely functioning, as the desert war draps
on. Even success stories such as Mexico and
Venesuela are in difficulties with their
halance of payvments. The OPEC countries
as a whole have become net borrowers from,
rather than lenders to, the world's banks.

{hl. as the example of Britain also shows,
15 no guarantee of success or prosperity—for
anyone except the oil companies.
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LAW& ORDER

Last month saw a concerted
campaign involving police
chiefs, the Police Federation,
sections of the press and right
wing Tories to create a
powerful ‘law and order’ lobby.
Chris Harman looks at the real
issues at stake in this.

First the Met released figures on crime
designed to give the impression that *black
muggers’ were terrorising London. Then the
Police Federation joined in with their
national newspaper ads calling for a return
of hanging. Finally, Anderton, chief con-
stable of Manchester, launched an attack on
the wvery existence of local pelice
committees. The press were not slow in
following the cue. The Daily Mail, raved
about the apparent softness on crime of a
home secretary it christened *Wetlaw’. And
even the Daily Mirror covered its pages with
photos designed to send a shiver up the spine
of every law-abiding citizen.

The immediate goal of the campaign was
simple enough. The police’s image has taken
a bit of a battering lately. There has been a
growing total of complainis against the
police. The riots last summer led to very
public questioning of police methods, In the
months since, pressure has been put onlocal
police chiefs to be more ‘sensitive’ in their
dealings with the black population, and the
old style Sus laws have been scrapped.

The campaign was meant to create a
counter-pressure, to reverse these trends

and to atlow the police to assert themselves
again.

To some extent the campaign seems to
have achieved its immediate goals. To rap-
turous applause, Whitelaw told a meeting of
Tory backbenchers that he intended to back
the police wholeheartedly and to introduce a
new law, extending to the whole country the
power police already have in some areas to
search people on the streets for weapons or
stolen goods.

However, when it comes to the more long
term implications of the campaign, there is
much confusion.

For some people on the left it is purely the
latest instalment in a most simister long term
development. This is the continual push of
senior police chiefs and army officers to
create a ‘strong state’, in which tong estab-
lished liberties are trampled underfoot.

This has long been the implication in the
argument of many of those who write upon
the police and the Defence establishment in
the New Statesman, The Leveller and the
London listing magazines. [t has been a
theme taken up by all sorts of left politicai
figures, ranging from E P Thompson,
through Ken Livingstone to Tony Benn.

For all of these people it 15 the auto-
nomous drive within the police and military
themsetves that is the threat that faces us all.
To resist this trend, it is necessary to expose
state secrecy and to establish ‘community
control” over the police.

Those who hold this view have produged
some very useful exposés of the machina-
tions of police chiefs and the Defence Estab-
lishment. But they have at the same time

created confusion as to who the real enemy
is and what is really at stake.

On their view, the enemy becomes the
palice and defence chiefs alone. Resisting
them becomes a question of creating
counter-lobbies, aiming to reform the way
in which the forces of the state operate.

But what has been happening in the police
cannot really be understood unless you see
the police as one organisation among others
of a wider capitalist society.

To understand this, you have to under-
stand why the British police have tradi-
tionally been able to operate in a certain
way, and bow this has been put into gues-
tion by the development of a deep economic
crisis over the last decade.

The traditiopal slogan of British home
secretaries and chief constables has been
‘policing with consent’. This has not meant
softness — it was held by those who had no
compunction about using the hangman,
flogging and long prison terms in 19th cen-
fury jails.

But it has meant attempting to present a
friendly image to the mass of the population
while cracking down heavily on those who
challenged the rule of property.

So, for instance, there has been resistance
to the creation of any permanent para-
military force like the French CRS, even
among the ranks of chief constables. Whena
delegation of them met Whitelaw during the
steel strike two years ago, the head of i,
Alan Goodfield, expressed the view that to
create a CRS-type force would be ‘de-
plorable’: *We have got to have policing by
consent.’
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This 15 the perspective still shared by
“¥Yhitelaw and, in an even more open form,
by Alderson, chief constable of Pevon and
Cornwall.

It 1s not in any sense a ‘left wing' pers-
pective. Rather it follows from a clear per-
ception of what any ruling class needs to do
to maintain its power. It has to persuade the
great majority of the population that the
state acts in their interests, even while 1t pre-
serves the property of a very small minority.

‘Policing by consent’ — based on the
image of a hundred thousand Dixons of
Dock Green helping old ladies across the
road while grabbing the occasional villain
— could serve this goal admirably foralong
period of time.

It was in many ways the other side of the
coin to the stifling reformism that
dominated the working class movement in
Britain for so iong. British capitalism could
provide improvements in working class
hiving standards first as ‘the workshop of the

world’, then as the centre of the world's

largest empire and finally on the basis of the
arms economy boom of the 40s, 50s and 60s.
It could therefore benefit from a virtuous
circle in relation to the ‘consent’ of the mass
of the population., Riots were few and far
between and revolutionary movements were
small. Therefore its police force was not
nearly as alienated from the mass of the
population as in many other countries.

Therefore a policy of ‘policing by consent’
was possible which did not contribute to-
wards creating widespread disaffection or
new revolutionary moods.

Of course, things were never guite that
simple. In certain cities there was always a

greater than average hostility between the
working class and the police. And at times,
as in the crises of the 1880s and the interwar
years, the iron hand had to be brought out of
the velvet glove, with baton charges and
bitter confrontations on the streets.

Thus the London police commissioners,
Warren of the 1880s and Trenchard of the
1930s, were as synonymous with hard
policing as is Anderton today,

But when the crisis passed, just as re-
formism reasserted itself within the working
class, so did ‘policing by consent’ within the
forces of the state.

The problem the poiice face today 1s that
in a new period of great economic crisis, this
old, effective form of policing does not fitas
ncatiy as it used to.

A greateconomic crisis always breeds cer-
tain sorts of mass behaviour that are detn-
mental to the established order. In some
cases, as in 1969-74, this means a growing
level of class organisation and struggle. In
other periods — as in the mid 1880s, the
early 1930s or the present period — it means
a growth both of crime and of the tendency
to angry street confrontations between
sections of the poor and the police.

A growth of mass unemployment
increases the poal of bitter, poor, desperate
people — especially young people — from
which the minority who engage In various
forms of erime come. Those paid to protect
property against the propertyless come to
see all those who belong to this pool as
potential crimipals and react accordingly. In
doing so they break down the old *consent’
to policing. _

The Whitclaws and the Aldersons fear

this development. If ‘consent’ 1s under-
mined, so too is on¢ of the bulwarks against
g development of revolutionary cons-
ctousness. And so they do their utmost to
preserve the old patterns of policing.

It would be quite wrong to see thelr resis-
tance to certain forms of ‘hard policing’ as a
mere pretence — they do not want a popula-
tion that hates the police and will knock cer-
tain police heads togetherin order to try and
stop 1t being produced.

But it would be equally wrong to sce the
trend towards harder forms of pohcing as
something resulting merely from cons-
piracies of police chiefs that various reforms
— like the establishment of ‘community
control’ by elected councillors — can stop.

[f the pelice are going to protect property
in a society in which the lives of the pro-
pertyless are visibly deteriorating, then they
are going to have to use harder methods
than in the past. Just as successful reform-
15m becomes a dream of the past, so does
successful *policing by consent’.

That 15 not to say that there is no trend at
all for the poitce totry and grab more power,
regardless of the feelings of the ruling class
as a whole,

The police are like many of the other
bureaucratic structures in capilalist society.
Those who head them want them to grow
larger with ever greater funds at their dis-
posal. This is the way in which they gain ever
more privileges and ever more respect
within ruling class circles.

So there is naturally a chief constabled’
lobby for higher police spending, increased
police numbers uand ever more tech-
nologically sophisticated equipment.

This is reinforced by the palpable advan-
tages such changes can bringtorank and file
police. It 1s, after all, a much pleasanter life
to speed about in a panda car than to pound
the beat on a wet night.

The police pressure has been remarkably
effective over the last decade. regardless of
the government in office. Police spending
increased 30 per cent in real terms between
1971 and 1981, and the number of pohice has
grown by about 20 per cent.

But it has been less effective in achicving
the twin goals of the ruling class — o pro-
tect property and 1o maintain  the
ideological case for policing among the mass
of the population.

The number of ‘crimes clearad up’ has,
incredibly, fallen from 109,830 in 1972 (0
106,421 in 1981. This was in a period when
the total amount of serious crimes nearly
doubled according to police figures, rising
from 377,094 to 631,325,

The dominant style of pohcing over the
last decade has not given the ruling class
value for money.

At the same time, as the nots showed {ast
summer, it has created a growing minority
who do not have faith in the
police—something confirmed by a recent
opinicn poll for the Qbserver.

Hence the pressure lrom Whitelaw,
Scarman. Alderson and so on. It has not
been an ineffective pressure. In many £ities
police have been forced out of their panda
cars onto the beat.

It is precisely because ol-the pressure on
them to change their style that sections of
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LAW & ORDER

the police joined in the ‘law and order’
furere last month.

But just as it would be wrong to see the
trend to hard policing as mainty a result of a
police censpiracy, so it is wrong to see the
resistance Whitelaw has put up to the
pressure of many of the police constables as
ending that trend.

The ‘hard’ and *soft” elements within the
tuling class often have a way of comple-
menting each other in practice despite their
arguments. The growing crisis means,
necessarily, the growing alienation of large
numbers of people from the system.
Pressure on police to behave like “friendly
bobbies’ is one part of the ruling c¢lass
strategy to deal with this. But so too are
highly equipped tactical support groups
with deadly, high technology weaponry,
prepared to step in when the police on the
beat can no longer hold the line.

Once this 1s understood, it should also be
clear that for socialists the argument must
not be for community policing and the
boebby on the beat as against Anderton and
the panda cars. Instead we should be
focussing on unemployment, low pay and
declining social services as the cause of in-
creased crime. And we should insist that
while such conditions exist te create more
¢rime and more violence, then any sort of
policing — whether under the auspices of
Anderton, or Alderson or even Ted Knight
and Ken Livingstone — will be policing
directed against a growing section of the
working class.

The Metropolitan Police press conference
last month was a conscious attempt to en-
courage racist stereotypes.

The press were given figures designed for
them to hammer home the message that
black people cause crime. They readily res-
ponded — ‘Black crime: The alarming
figures’ screamed the Daily Aail,

But the figures the Yard provided to jus-
tify such claims are dubious in the extreme.

First, they are based on *victim perception
of appearance of assailant’. But the majority
of the crimes dealt with by the police figures
are bag, purse and wallet snatches, in which

the assailant approaches the victim from be-
hind s0 as not to be very clearly seen. What
15 more the last research done in Scotland
Yard on muggings proper showed that most
of them took place between [0 at night and 2

in the morning — hardiy the best cir-
cumstances for victims to identify assailants
clearly,

Under such circumstances, people will
often say they saw things that prejudice —
racial stereotyping — makes them think
they saw. And in many cases, prejudice will
be reinforced by the desire of racist police to
get them to say their assailants were black.

The whole process is self-fulfilling. By en-
couraging the press to link the words *black”
and ‘crime’ the police help get the victim's
‘perceptions’ that seem to justify the
linkage.

This process and the way in which the
police have broadened the definition of
‘mugging’ to include what is little more than
pickpocketing or even finding and stealing,
mean that the figures contain the muost
amazing anomalies,

Take the figures for Hackney and
Islington,

These two boroughs adjein each other,
are of very stmilar character, both have the
same very high level of unemplevment (20
per cent for adult males) and the same pro-
portion of black people {12 per cent *New
Commonwealth immigrants’ at the time of
the 1971 census),

Yet the police figures record 1599 ‘robber-
1es and other vielent thefts' for Hackney,
but oniy Aaifthat number, 732 for Islington.
And 1n Hackney, three quarters of these
crimes are allegedly committed by
‘coloured’ people, in Islington only about 35
per cent.

Again it Hacknev only one victim in 16
was apparently unable to record the colour
of their assailant. In [slington the figure was
much higher, nearly one in four. There must
be the very strong suspicion that racist
police in Hackney put pressure on victims to
say their assailants were black.

However, the way the police figures are
put together 1s only half the story. The ather
half 15 the way the police focus on street raob-
bery and theft. Even if you include bag,
purse and wallet snatches in the figures, as
the police do now, the incidence of this
crime is only about one seventh as frequent
as houschold burglarly in the London area.
And for working class people, particularly
clderly women living alone, finding a
burglar in the house is just as frightening as
having a purse snatched on the street.

But 1f the police had published figures for
‘race’ and burglaries, they could not have
created the stereotype between ‘blacks® and
‘crime’., Research by Pratt on the Yard’s fi-
gures for arrest 1n Lambeth in the early to
mid 1970s showed that Afrocaribbeans were
Judged by the police to be responsible for 28
per cent of robbery, but only 14 per cent of
burglary and only 13 per cent of all crime, At
that time West Indians made up about 10
per cent of Lambeth’s population,

By emphasising *muggings’ the poelice and
the press emphasise the one crime with a dis-
proporticnate black involvement.

But this disproportionate involvement
has nothing to do with race.

Criminofogists have iong recognised
street robbery is the most amateur of crimes.
As an American book Mugging by Morton
Hunt recognised ten yvears ago, mugging has
become ‘the genetic term for robberies
characterised by ... lack of criminal pro-
fessionalism.”,

For this reason, it 1s closely associated
with youth unemplovment. Pratt’s rescarch
showed that

‘mugging 1s very clearly an adolescent
crime, Of the cases in which the victim
was able to judge the assatlant’s age, 72.7
per cent were under the age of 17 and
only 10.4 per cent over the age of 21

Both the rebbery and the ‘snatch’ figures
g0 up when youth unemployment goes up,
and dewn when it goes down (only three
years in the last ten — 1972, 1978 and 1979),

Given that black vouth are two or three
umes as likely to be unemployed as white
youth because of racism, it is not surprising
If they are two or three times as likely to be
involved in so-called ‘muggings’.

Interestingly, in the 19505 when there
were relatively few black vouth in Britain it
wis another immigrant group, adults (rom
the Irish Republic, who were said to be dis-
proporticnately involved in robbery of all
sorts. In a semi-official study of robbery in
1961, McClintock argued that ‘more than
half the increase in convictions of adult
robbers 1s attributable to the element of the
adult population born in the Irish Republic.’

Today, *'mugging’ has nothing to do with
race. It has evervthing to do with unemploy-
ment and racism.

Racism makes it even more difficult for
black vouth to get jobs than white vouth.
They are therefore driven to the moest des-
perdte, most amateur and least remunera-
tive form of crime. The police deliberately
exaggerate the significance of this one per
cent of ail crime, so reinforcing racial stereo-
types, It becomes still more difficult for
black vouth to get jobs and there is an in-
evitable increase in the number driven to
street crime by desperation,
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The term ‘*mugging’ was introduced into
Britain by the police and the press ten years
ago. It has been dehiberately used since then
to give a grossly exaggerated picture of the
level of violence on the streeis.

The first time the word was used widely in
the British press was in August 1972, Anel-
derly widower, Arthur Hills, was stabbedto
death near Waterloo Station. The Daily
Mirror headline the next day declared: "As
crimes of violence escalate, a word common
in the United States enters the British head-
lines: Mugging. To our pelice it’s a frighten-
ing new strain of crime.’

Since then there have been asuccession of
press scare campaigns over the issue, ineach
case carefully whipped up by the polce.
Figures are given purporting to show how
the number of muggings has grown year by
year, and it is implied that all of these
‘muggings’ involve the sort of appalling,
random violence directed against Arthur
Hills.

The tone of the press scare campaigns has
not changed one iota in the ten years.

Thus in 1972, the London Fvening News
could report: ‘At night when you are lying in
bed, you can often hear the screams of
people who are being attacked.’

In that year there were all of 1544 street
robberies — that s, fewer than five a day for
the whole 8 million population of the Metro-
politan police district — it is anly possible to
suppose either that the ZEvening News
journalist had an excessive Imagination of
that he lived near a police statien and heard
the beatings down in the cells.

In 1975 it was the turn of the Sun 1o excel
iself, Tt reported to those of its readers who
iooked at anything more than page three:

‘Four times a day the thud of a cosh on
an mnocent skull.”

In that year there were 1977 street
robberies, of which only one casein 14 —1e
fewer than 150 in total — involved either
threats with or the use of a blunt instrument.
The Sun was, to put it mildly, exaggeratng
by something like 800 per cent.

Exactly the same techniques of distortien
have been used over the last few weeks.
Take, for instance, the Daily Mirrer on 29
March. It ran nine pages on *Our violent
cities — bloody, battered, frightened.” On
gach page was the photo of a gashed and
bruised face. As one of the captions put it,
this was what happened: ‘on an average
night in Britain’s cities’.

Yet the facts actually show that vielence,
particularly violent robbery on the streets,1s
still a relatively rare occurrence, even it it is
on the increase.

Your chances of being robbed on the
streets of London in any vear are only about
one in 1400, And research done si1x years ago
in the Met's research department showed
that over half the cases of robbery involved
no injury, in only a quarter of themn was a
weapon used and only one case in 20 inv-
olved the victim going to hospital.

In other words, the average person has to
live 1400 years before being robbed, 2,800
vears before being injured 1n a robbery and
28,000 years before joining the hospitaiised
victims whose faces covered the Daily
Mirror.

Nor is it the case that your chances of
being robbed violently are greater than the
average if you are an elderly woman. In fact,
the, research of six years ago showed that
four fifths of victims were mafe and the
police figures for last year show that twice as
many aduits between the ages of 21 and 30
are victims of theft on the streets as people
over 60.

Only conscious distortion of the statistics
has enabled the Met to present a picture of
millions of old people afraid to leave their
homes because of ‘muggers’.

The very term ‘mugging’ is part of this dis-
tortion. As the most recent book on the sub-
ject notes:

‘Mugging' has no legal meaning at all
and has entered the vocabulary of crime
statistics purely as a result of popular
usage.’

The police and the press trade on exploit-
ing the vagueness of this term, giving the im-
pression that almost any form of theft in the
street involves vicious wounding,

Until recently, they did this by implying
that all forms of street robbery involved
vicions assault. In the latest scare, they have
gone even further. They have widened the
definition of ‘mugging’ to more than trefle
the incidents inciuded n 1t.

Mugging used to refer to ‘robbery” on the
sireets. But now the Met have widened it to
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include a new category — ‘other violent
thefts’.

This is a very strange procedure indeed.
For ever since the precedent-serting legal
case of Rex versus Harman (no relative!) n
the early 16th century, «// thefts invelving
‘violenge or the threat of violence’ have been
included under the heading of ‘robbery’.

So the police have inflated the ‘muggings’
figures by adding to them so-called *violent
thefts” which involve neither ‘viclence or the
threat of viclence’.

What the police have done is to throw In
with genuinely violent thefts those that n-
volve no more than the snatching of a purse,
handbag, or wallet, without the ‘*victim’
being touched or threatened at all. Some-
thing is pulled from their pocket, off their
shoulder or out of their bag by someone who
runs off with it. The *victim’ often may not
even notice anything has happened. Yet this
is counted now as ‘mugging’,

Of the atleged 13,000 ‘muggings’ in
London last year, 7,330 fell mmto this
category.

The police quite crudely fiddled the
figures. Had they not done so, instead of
seeming like three per cent of all crime,
‘muggings’ would have been less than one
per cent,

But then it would have been much more
ditficult for the press to run their scare
campaigin.
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NEWS & ANALYSIS

Inside Mary

Mary Whitehouse is a well-
known figure. She pops up as
regularly as clockwork,
denouncing moral decline in
every guise. But she 1s not just
an outraged old fogey. She has
a very clear idea of what she is
doing, and her political ideas
go back a long way. Noel
Halifax investigates.

The recent trial of Romans in Britain has
brought Mary Whitehouse into the limelight
once agamn. For almost twenty years now
she has been campaigning round the issues
of "christian morality’ and censorship, using
the courts to finc and restrict freedom of
speech and pressurise the TV compunies to
censor their programmes (that is, more than
they do already). At first liberals treated
her as a joke, then when her campaigns
grew they tried to pacify her and co-opt her,
of treat her as a one-issue fanatic. But Mrs
Whitchouse 15 not a sex obsessed fanatic
nor an eccentric harmless loony, neither is
she likely to be co-opted by the mandarins
of the BBC. She is a nasty piece of work
who has a weil-defined world view that has
similaritics with MgCarthy and even Hitler,
and a mission in life, given to her by God.

Mrs Whitehouse's ideas were formed very
carly on in her life and have not radically
changed in the last 40 years. She met her
husband in the '30s at an ‘Oxford Group’
meeting in Wolverhampton. The ‘Oxford
Group’ wasanextreme right-wing movement
that included many admirers of Hitler and
his strong morai and political government.
The founder and leader of the 'Oxford
Group” was Frank Buchman, the tone of
the movement can be judged by his state-
ment 1in August 1936 that:

‘l thank heaven for a man like Adolf
Hitler, who built 4 front line of defence
against the anti-christ of communism . . .
think what 1t would mean to the world if
Hitler surrendered to the control of God.
Or Mussolini. Or any other dictator.
Through such a man, God could control
a nation overnight and solve every last,
hewildering problem.’ (25/8/36 New York
Woaorld Telegram)

In 1938 the movement renamed itself
Moral Rearmament, and remained com-
mittedly anti-communist. I don’t want to
over-stress the similanties of Hitler's Jewish
conspiracy theory and Whitehouse’s world
view, but they do have a lot in common.

‘After the last war, the enemies of the
West ... saw that Britain was the lynch-
pm of Western civilisation. She proved
herself unbeatable on the field of battle
because of her faith and her character. If
Britain was to be destroved, those things

Whitehouse

must be destroved.” (Qbserver 9/12/68)

S0 the encmies of Britain, within and
without, created permissiveness, as a plot
to destroy Britain.

‘I feel that all the current permissiveness
is a direct result of middle-aged entre-
preneurs. ..’ (Sunday Express 22/2/70)

"At the root of the trouble is something
more sinister, a political and ideological
conspiracy’ { Qbserver 9/12/68)

sorry for them. She prosecuted Gay News
for pnnting a poem that suggested Jesus
was gay, and to the shock of all liberals won
the case of blasphemy (she did not follow
up the case when Socialist Worker printed
the same poem as an act of solidarity). In
fact she has been very good at using the
courts to rewrite the iaws for her benefit,
and win back battles everyone had thought
had been won vears ago — everyone but the
judges, that is.

The most tecent activities of Mrs White-
house have been in the same tradition as
before. Writing in the Daily Mail of 5/6/81
attacking Roy Jenkins for being too liberal
she asks of Woy:

‘But what do you vourself now feel about
the way in which the tenets of the “civilised
society'” have subverted the importance
of the family? Where do your loyalties lie
as so-cailed “'gay’ organisations seek to

Mary Whitehouse: her ‘heart rejoiced’ at the Tory election victory in 1978

It has been Mrs Whitehouse’s mission to
tight the 1deelogical battle with Communists,
homosexuals and all the other aspects of
this plot to undermine Britain’s christian
codes. S0 as well as campaigning against
such TV shows as Tif death us do partor the
ITV documentary on Andy Warhol {again
using the courts), because they are sexually
cxplicit or use “bad” language. she has also
attacked the appearance of Cohn-Bendit
(the radical student leader} on a discussion
programme n the late "60s, and the showing
of a documentary on Culloden (for being
anti-English). She alse complained of too
much violence in the form of Vietnam war
coverage on the News as it was putting people
against ‘the just war against Communism’.

And ot course Mrs Whitchouse does not
like permissive attitudes to sex. She loathes
hemaosexuality. is for a strong family and a
strict moral (sexual} code. Free abortions
ont dermand, the right to have sex for all who
want it, in fact ali forms of sexual liberation
are a disease to be fought. She seems
particularly to hate/fear homosexuality, or
probably. in her most christian mood she is

influence vulnerable teenagers to an
acceptance of homosexual practices as
normal? What do you feel, for example,
about the erosion of religious education
in schools?

For Whitehouse, even the Tories are not
totally to be trusted, though ‘news of the
Tory victory in 1979 lifted an enormous
burden off my back and my heart rejoiced’
(Sunday Telegraph 7/2{82). She doesn't really
trust all of them, there are those nasty wets
and moral unreliables. And ali this when
time 1s running out, the permissive plot goes
on, and today is even more urgent. She calls
for a return to the christian standards,
bocause:

“The roots of our economic problems run
s0 deep, their resolution must inevitably
be so gradual, that nothing but the
willingness of the pcople to go along with
sacrifice, to accept demands on energy
and commitment to change attitudes and
expectations can bring hope. (Sunday
Telegraph 7{2{82)
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Underlying the Whitehouse world-view
is a belief in the stupidity and "innocence’ of
the public generally, and teenagers and
children in particular. The changes
attitudes towards sex and morality must, m
the Whitehouse mind, happen because of
TV brain washing. Any idea of selt-activity
of teenagers, of them fighting towards their
liberationis alien to her. She assumes people
only believe what they are told and
Whitehouse wants to see to it that they are
told the right things.

Another strand of the Whitchouse theory
is populism. Part of her critique of the BBC,
for example, is that it is a closed elite spreading
their ideas with little accountabality to the
public, cssentially clitist and undemocratic.
Part of her campaign has been to ‘democ-
ratise’ the BBC. Of course in this labelling
of the BBC she is right, though it 1s hardly
the centre of permissiveness corrupting the
nation's morals.

Agpain, these ideas have a lot in common
with McCarthy's belief i communist sub-
versives tn Hollywood and the media
cotrrupting Americans with un-American
ideas in the '50s. Like Paisley, or the SDP
talk of democracy in the unions, 1t is calling
for ‘democracy’ in the abstract in order to
undermine the establishment which she
wants to influence. Any opening up of the
TV network to democracy. meaning that
anyone could make and broadcast prog-
rammes on anything that they wanted. she
would view with total horrer — that would
be a total licence for pornography and anti-
christian views, Britain would be swamped
with uncensored ideas! On this point. at
least. she and the mandarins agree: trecdom
such as that would be anarchy and
unthinkable.

Melp from the judges

Her latest coup has been the prosecution
of Romans in Britain. This play. put on by
the National Theatre, had the usual
Whitehouse phobias of homosexuality. One
bit of the play had a scenc where some
Roman soldiers raped a local Briton. The
play also intended to draw connections
hetween Rome's oppression of Britain and
England’s present-day oppression of [reland.
Both obviously part of the great plot to
undermine ete. ctc. The case ended 1n
creating {again) a rewrite of the law.

In a vear of oulstandingly reactionary
judgements. Judge Stoughton followed the
now traditional procedure: he remade the
law. Betore the judgement itwas constdered
that freedom from censorshipy in the theatre
had been won by the 1968 Theatre At. But
fudge Stoughton ruled that there was no
ditference between a simulated and a real
act of gross indecency, so that the play had
(o answer under the Sexual Offences Act!
The Attorney-General then  rode to the
rescue with a ‘nolle prosequi’ {Latin tor
that’s enouagh) which means that everyone
prctends the prosecution never started and
evervihing is wiped off the books — except
the judge’s ruling. Once again. judges have
shown how flexible our "impartial’ law can
be. Meanwhile, Whitchouse and  her
campaigns roll gayly on. ]

John Reed

—party member

The film Reds has aroused a lot
of interest. Not only has it made
the name John Reed widely
known but it also showed that
early Communist 1deas had an
audience in America. Much of
that history is unknown to
modern socialists. Pete Goodwin
gives the details of the founding
of the American Communist
Party and John Reed’s part in 1t.

The American Labour movement in the
years before the First World War was weak
by international standards, but it was a real
and growing force with an audience
amongst some of the most militant sections
of the working class. All of the organisations
active in that period were to be deeply
shaken by the war and its aftermath. Out of
that experience were to come the people who
looked to the Russian revolution as a model
for changing American society.

The 1WW (or Wobblies as they were
atfectionately known} was founded in 1905
as a new union federation in cpposition to
the more established American Federation
of Labour (AFL), The opportunities seemed
cbvious. Only about 5% of the non-farm
workforce was unionised—2 million n all,
with three quarters of them in the AFL—
and the AFL refused to recruit the unskilled,
blacks, women or the foreign-born. With an
an aggressively class-collaborationist
president, the AFL displayed every nasty
aspect of the most reactionary trade
uniconism at its worst,

The Wobblies, on the other hand, were
committed to unremitting class struggle,
and, despite an often voiced contempt for
‘politics’, boasted the presence at its found-
ing conference of some of the leading figures
of the American socialist movement, both
political and industrial. However, it was
plagued by internal faction fights right from
the beginning, losing its leading socialist
agitators and biggest union section early on.
It led some magnificent battles, had some
temporary tocal successes, and achieved
some degree of permanent organisation
amongst migrant workers. But at its height
it never numbered more than 200,000 {the
AFL had 2 milliecn) and was effectively
broken by the wave of repression in 1917
and 1918, when America entered the First
World War.

But as an organisation of revolutionary
agitators the TWW, with its hercism and
principle, 1ts 1deas of direct action and “one
big union’, left its mark on tens of thousands
of the most determined working class mili-
tants in the dozen vears before the Russian
Revolution. However, though many of
those who formed the American Com-
munist movement must have been ex-

Wobblies it was not from that organisation
that the movement came. The Wobblies
were bound up in fighting against repres-
sion, and still retained their hostility to
political parties. So despite the efforts the
Bolsheviks made to get them in, the Amer-
ican Communist movement was formed
from another, and apparently less
promising source, the Socialist Party.

John Reed hitches his trousers before
addressing the founding convention of the
Communist Labour Parly

The American Socialist Party was
founded in 1901. It grew rapidly. By 1912, 1t

could claim 118,045 members, five English
and eight foreign language daily papers.
And in that year, its best known public
figure, Eugene Debs, got nearly 900,000

Sketch by Art Young

votes (6% of the poll) as Socialist Party,

candidate for President. [n reality, however,
the party was electoralist-minded, had a
strong right wing, and controlled by a centre
group that would side viciously with the
right when the chips were down (by
changing the constitution, for example, to
expel a leading industrial militant). But this
craving for respectability did nothing to
enhance its electoral fortunes, and after
1912, its membership declined.

So far as trade union activity was con-
cerned, in practice the Socialist Party did
not really consider it part of its business. The
right would do deals with AFL leaders, the
left (which had lost ground, even while the
party prospered) would sympathise with the
IWW, but politics and trade-unionism were
seen as two very different animals,

To both these organisations John Reed
was an outsider, albeit an mcreasingly sym-
pathetic one. Fresh from Harvard Uni-
versity and a trip to Europe, he arrived in
new York in 1911, to start a journalistic
career. A spectacular and unconventional
voung man, he moved n Bohemian circles, a
radical but not yet a socialist. What put him
on the way to socialism was being persuaded
to go to report on the Paterson silk-workers
strike of 1913 (organised by the Wobblies},
He went to Paterson, got arrested and threw
himself into the struggle, organising a
spectacular fundraising pageant in New
York in which a thousand of the strikers re-
enacied the struggle in front of an audience
of 15,000. (It lost money, by the way.)
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But he was still capable of swanning off to
Curope while the strike was on and of
writing to his mother to deny he was a
soclalist. What confirmed his move to the
left and earned him a reputation as one of
America’s top journalists was his arrival in
Mexico in 1914 to report on the Mexican
Revolution. When war broke out in Europe
Reed opposed it, not out of pacifism, but

because it was a “falling out between com-

mercial rivals’, a war for profit in which the
warkers of both sides had no interests. ‘We
who are Socialists must hope that out of this
horror of destruction wilt come far reaching
social changes.’

On the day that America declared war,
April 1917, he was at an anti-war rally
dominated by liberals, the more radical
elemenis in the audience shouting for him to
speak. When the news that war had actually
been declared reached the platform, the
chairman rose and declared: ‘We are for
peace, but we will follow sur country.”. Reed
replied: ‘This 1s not my war and 1 will not
support it." It was a stand that barred him
from employment by most of the bourgeois
press.

By the time, then, that he went to Russia,
he was a socialist, a determined opponent of
the war, hoping and expecting revolution,
His experience of that revolution was what
turned bim for the first time into a disci-
plined political activist.

Sketch by Art Young

Chicage 1819. The hall where the CP

was founded

When war broke out in FEurope the
American Socialist Party clearly opposed it,
a position overwhelmingly reaffirmed when
America itself entered the war. Much of the
actual practice, however, was distinctly
lukewarm and focused on a revival u1 the
old Socialist International, whose major
parties were supporting their own ruling
classes in the war, Where a more determined
opposition began to emerge was in a new left
wing in the Socialist Party, particularly
round a newspaper sigmficantly titled New
International, drawing its inspiration from
European revolutionary opponents of the
war.

At first Russia did not loom very large.
The editor of New Internarional, Louis
Fraina, for instance, had never heard of
Lenin tll 1916, But by the summer of 1917
Fraina was calling for a second revolution in
Russia and when the Bolshevik revolution
came in November it became the rallying
point for the growing left. Reed was able to
supply detatled information an his return
from Russia in April 1918, lecturing to
enthusiastic and often huge audiences. He

immediate]ly became the Russian
Revolution’s best-known advocate, and a
leading figure in the left-wing of the Socialist
Party, which he had now joined.

But it was only after he had finished
writing Ten Days that Sheok the World 1n
January 1919 that Reed was able to throw
himself into the growing internal struggle in
the Socialist Party. Membership of the party
was Increasing and by the spring of that year
1t looked as if the left would make a clean
sweep for the new executive, having won 12
out of 15 places.

Then the Jeadership struck back The old
executive annulled the e¢lections for their
successors, and in the next few weeks
proceeded to expel or suspend nearly two
thirds of the membership. Befote the purge
in January membership had been 109,589,
after the purge in July it was 39,750!

This, then, was the situation of open war
that existed when the national convention of
the Socialist Party left wing met in New
York in June.

The 1ssue that dominated the convention
was whether to immediately form a
communist party or to go along to the
Socialist Party convention in Chicago in ten
weeks' time and attempt 1o capture i1t for
communism. Fraina and Reed opposed the
immediate formation of a communist party
and carried the day, 55 votes to 38, The
minority then walked out and declared they
were calling a conference to found a Com-
munist Party on September lst in Chicago
{two days after the Socialist Party con-
vention was scheduled to open).

The issue might seem trivial, Most of the
left wing had already been expelled and
those who advocated trying to capture the
Soctalist Party made it quite clear that
should they fail they would found a
communist party anyway.

But the nature of the groups supporting
the majority and the minority tells us a lot
more about the split than the supposed issue
over which it occurred. Part of the minority
took their ideas from the Socialist Party of
Great  Britain—absolute  opposition  to
reforms, contempt for trade unions, and
winning the workers simply by education.

The other part of the minority were the far
mote important foreign language feder-
ations, covering a staggering 53% of Soc-
ialist Party membership at the beginning of
1919. These huge left federations, all
Eastern European ones, viewed the Russian
Revelution practically as their own
property. They were contemptuous of any
tactic to *Americanise’ communism. As one
Russian federation leader put it:

‘Must we stoop so low as to beg admis-
s10n to the Socialist Party convention in
order that we may capture the masses?
Bolsheviki never run after masses.”

Reed, Fraina, and most of the other
English speaking delegates saw that this was
a road to sectarian disaster. As Reed had put
it a few months earlier, the Left Wing:

‘must find out frorm American workers
what they want most, and they must
explain this in terms of the whole Labour
Movement and they must make the
workers want more—make them want
the whole Revolution, They must do this

in words that can be understood
immediately by the workers.”

For the moment Reed's position ap-
peared to be in the majority on the left wing,
which had elected a committee to go to the
Socialist Party conference. But defections
by those who had concluded that they
couldn™t do without the foreign language
federations ied a majority of the commitiee,
including Fraina, to abandon the idea and
go 1n with the call for a new communist

party.
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Chicage 1819. Thne hall where Reed was
lounding the CLP

Reed and some others stuck to their guns
and went along to the Socialist convention
in Chicago on August 30th. Refused admis-
sion, they had to crash it and were thrown

Sketch by Art Young

out with the aid of the police. They then -

trooped down to the billiard room on the
fleor below and formed an alternative con-
vention which declared itself the Com-
munist Labour Party on September 2nd.
Meanwhile, in anather Chicagoe hall, the
foreign language federations and their sup-
porters were founding the Communist Party
in a meeting dofinated by separate
caucuses and threatened walkouts.
Relations between the CLP and the CP
were so bad that negotiations to get a unired
party came to nothing, even though their

~programmes were virtually indistinguish-

abie. The CP was bigger, perhaps 25,004, as
against the CLP’s 10,000, but the bigger si1ze
of the CP disguised the problem that only
1% were English speaking, with English
speaking leaders like the brilliant
propagandist Fraina and his orgamsational
counterpart, Ruthenburg, prisoners ot the
less talented and far more sectarian leaders
of the foreign language federations.

S1x moenths later in April 1920, Ruthen-
burg and his supperters split from the CP
and in May joined with the CLP to form the
United Communist Party. It took another
year to unite with the remainder of the old
Communist Party (what was left of the
foreign language federations), and that still
teft a heritage of factionalism which was to
plague American communism throughout
the twenties.

But by the time even the first step to unity
was made mn 1920 things were very different
for the early communists,

First and foremost they were illegal.
Although the CP and CLP conventions took
place in comparative safety, poliice raids,
first in New York, and then in 33 cities
across the whole country, with many
thousands of arrests, had a catastrophic
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effect. CP membership was reduced by three
quarters, The CLP was even worse hit, The
communists went underground, aggravat-
ing their factional divisions and sectarian
inclinations.

By the time all this was happening Reed
was out of the country., Both the CLP and
CP were eager to send representatives to
Russia to get endorsement for their partic-
ular party from the Commumst Inter-
national. Reed was the obvious choice for
the CLP. Fraina went later for the CP. Very
sensibly the Communist International
recognised the strengths and weaknesses of
both organisations and told them to uniie
rapidly, Reed had intended to return to
America after this. But after three months in
a Finnish prison, he found himself back in
Russia with the second congress of the
communist International preparing to meet
there in July 1920,

Reed took a very active part in this as a
CLP delegate, but working quite harmon-
iously with the American CP delegates,
including Fraina. Reed’s main contri-
butions were in the discussion con the trade
union question. The debate was fraught and
messy, with Reed constantly jumping up to
demand changes in the order paper, special
translation facilities and the extension of de-
bate; and with Radek, who led for the plat-
form, apparently dispiaying his most crude and
nasty characteristics when Reed exasperated him,
Reed went away unconvinced and wrote in

his American communist press report that
the wrong poelicy had been adopted and
would have to be changed at the next
COTIETess.

Whatever the drawbacks in debate, the
issue was an important one: should revo-

lutionaries work in reformist unions? With
their experience of the AFL, and the TWW'S
influence on them, Reed (and Fraina) quite
understandably sided with the ulira-lefis,
who were against working in the reformist
unions, a position the Comintern leaders
recognised as dangerous nonsense that
needed quashing.

But was Reed correct that Americawasa -
special case? Radek was prepared to give
ground; he admitted not having taken
American conditions sufficiently into ac-
count and made it clear that revolutionaries
would often have to organise the unskilled
themselves (that would mean harmonising
with the IWW), But he insisted that 1t was
both necessary and possible to work also in
the AFL: *There are ¢racks in it, and 1 1s the
duty of the American Communist Party to
widen them.’

Reed in turn appeared to give ground. But
his concession, that he was not in principle
opposed to work in the AFL, was a 1oken
one. His views did not really differ from the
theses of the American United Communist
Party, which arrived in Moscow during the
debate:

‘A Communist who belongs to the AFL
should seize every opportunity to voice
his hostility to this organisation, not to re-
form it, but to destrovit... The IWW must
be upheld agaisnt the AFL.

Radek cited this in refusing to make any
further concessions to Reed.

And quite rightly. By the time of the
debate, the summer of 1920, the IWW was
effectively finished. But even more impor-
tant, big sttuggles had taken place involving
AFL unions—the massive steel strike of
1919 especially. Without a serious policy
towards the AFL American communists in
practice stood on the sidelines during such
struggles, even if they thought they were
intervening with the odd leaflet calling for
armed insurrection.

Reed was not convinced, unfortunately.
But being in a minority didn’t stop him
being elected to the Executive of the Com-
munist International the day afier the
debate. The rows at the congress and the
subsequent rows he had on the Executive
later gave rise tostories that he became disil-
lusioned with communism in the last
months of his life. The evidence 1s flimsy.
When he fell fatally ill in October 1920
everything points to the fact that he was a
comitted communist, who, like most com-
munists of that time, was willing to voice his
opinions vigorously—even when they were
wrong. O

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

Heading off the anger

This year the Government 1s
getting very tough with public
sector pay. Their four percent
gutdeline represents a
substantial cut for any group of
workers settling around that
figure. Some of the stronger
groups, like the miners, have
managed to squeeze a bit more
in their final settlements, but the
weaker groups have been
offered even less than the norm.
We look at three of these
groups—the teachers, the civil
servants and the nurses, all of
whom have had very low offers.
In all of these cases, there has
been substantial anger and
readiness to fight but the trade
union leaders have been busy
trying to head off action into

manageable channels.

Nurses

The government is already giving some Nurses
a bit more, based on a sliding scale 0f 4-9%,
totalling 6.2% , while the ancillaries, clencal

and ambulance sectiocns” offer remains at
4% . But even the vast bulk of nurses, who
are students or nursing auxillaries, will also
only get the 49%.

The offer neatly divides the nurses them-
selves at a time when they are making most
of the running, while encouraging the idea
they should be treated differently from other
grades. This will hardly e¢ndear them to
ancillary staff who have done most of the
fighting over the last decade, and who they
need to unite with if a decent rise is to be
WOTL

The last time nurses tock action was in
1974, when some miners in South Wales
took sympathy action, and they eventually
got a 509 nise. However, the 1974 nise came
in the wake of industrial action the previous
year by ancillaries, on a scale which we have
not seen since.

Settlement

The failure of the unions’ leaders to call
any action after the 100,004 demonstration
in November 1976 against the cuts and the
subsequent cuddling up to the then Labour
Government at the expense of workers’
struggles, cost hospital workersdearly. There
have been many victirmisations of militants,
and the 1980/81 pay settlement moved the
anciliary claim from November, when the
traditionally militant sections of the class put
in their pay claims, to Apnl when the weaker

sections in the NHS have traditionally settled.

So we have nurses leading the fight over
pay, squeezed over the years by gross
understaffing and declining wages, but with
the expectationsof 1974, However, thistime
round it’s not after militant strike action by
ancillaries but after a defeat for the stronger
section the previous year.

That is why the extra money this time
round for the nurses is far short of the 0%
they got in 1974, and why the little that is
being given is going to so few even of the
nurses.

The question is, can the anger and the
expectations of nurses be channeled to raise
the level of activity among all hospitai
workers before they are sold down the river
by the bureaucracy? It is around this that
socialists must concentrate, and there are
hopeful signs.

For example, 3,000 hospital workers came
from all over the country to lobby pariiament
at less than 10 days’ notice. In Manchester
the North Manchester JS5C called mass
meetings in most of the hospitals on the pay
claim which resulted in a half day stoppage
involving all grades.

Clearly, there is a minority prepared to
fight, and it is possible to unite all sections
into a commen fight and overcome the
cynicism crcated by the past failures of the
full time officials. As socialists we have to
say that all out strike action 15 the most
effective answer to the 4% but this has to be
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argued and prepared for. This means nsing
whatever activity 18 called by the officials to
call mass meetings and argue for action that
goes beyend the half-hearted response of
the burcaucracy. Such activity also provides
the basis on which hospital workers can go
to other workers for support and possibly
solidarty action.

The stress needs (o be put on militant
action beyond the calls of the union feaders,
and the need to generahse not only to all
grades but bevond hospial workers
themselves.

In this way we ¢an approach hospital
workers honestly and with a strategy that can
begin to turn the tide, even it it's onlvinour
own hospital/district.

Ray Storrey U

Civil servants

The Council of Civil Service binions, the
body which negotiates on behalf of all civil
servants, put in fer a nise of 13 per cent, with
a £12.50 minimum rise. The government’s
offer was very much lower. Those who have
been on their current pay grade for lessthan
a year will get nothing at all. People on the
top of their grades will pet 51/, percent. The
computer centres, who led last yvear’s claim,
have been offered up to 11 per cent.

The whole offer is designed to sphit and
divide the workforce, and to frighten the
lower paid with ‘market torces’. I you don't
hke it, the government are saving, there are
plenty of people on the dole whao will gladly
take your places.

The offer was so bad that the imbal
response was one of outrage. In office after
offtce, thousands of civil servants walked
out after hearing the news. There was clearly
a mood of anger in the offices over such an
obvious wage cut, despite the demoral-
iIsation which set in after the long and costly
defeat last vear.

The unmon leadership had no intention of

bullding on this militancy. As part of the
settlement ot last year's pay claim, bath
sides agreed that this time round the claim
would go to arbiaration. The government,
lor its part, made 1t quite clear that, if they
did not like the results, then they would dis-
regard the results of any inquiry.

Despite this, and despite the fact that
mast civil servants can see quite clearly that
the actual arbitration machinery is little
more than a puppet of the government, the
main efforts of the trade union officials have
been put into securing the best possible
result trom that machine. The leadership of
the largest union, the Civil and Public Ser-
vices Association {CPSA), have even stated
that they will consider the results of arbi-
tration binding,

In line with this attitude, the CPSA
leadership have only issued one piece of
literature about the claim; a circular out-
lining the offer in neutral terms. They have
refused rank and file pressure to reconvene
the campaign committees. Although these
proved last year that they were powerless
and bureaucratic, they at least provide a
starting point for action.

‘Other ways of pressure’

Ahstair Graham, the CPSA General Sec-
retarv-designate, has said that he does not
think a strike is on the cards this year. In his
view, aivill servants have to ‘think of other
Wways 1o put pressure onthe government.’ So
far, all he has managed to come up with is
the idea that we should lobby Tory MPs in
marginal seats and threaten net to vote for
them next time if they don’t pay up.

The other union executives have hardly
been any betier. The leaderships of the In-
land Revenue Staff Federation (IRSF) and
the Society of Civil and Public Servants
(5CPS) admit in private that an all out strike
will be necessarv to get any sort of pay rise at
all, but they have shown themselves as un-
willing as the CPSA totalk about any action
at all until the results of arbitration are
Knowr.

If the arbitration offer is even a whisker
above the current offer, there 15 no doubt
that the union leaderships will leap at it. If
that happens, then our only hope of getting
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the sort of action which could lead to a
decent offer will be if the government refuses
to honour its side of the bargain.

Te stop that happening, we have to
organise now. [n some areas there are al-
ready local strike committees and they pro-
vide a model for local organisation, We have
to build the confidence of the membership in
their ability to act on their own, Only if we
can do that will we avoid a defeat this year.
Sally Bild 0

Teachers

Readers of Socialist Review mighthave been
surprised to hear news bulletins announcing
that the National Union of Teachers was
planning national strike action on pay.

The NUT has best been known in recent
years for expending more energy 1n attacks
on its own members than for its ability to
take on the employers over jobs or wages.
Was 1982 to be the first time in ten years that
teachers were being called out to fight on
pay?

Not quite. The objective of the union’s
action was not the pursuit of the modest
claim of 12 per cent, but for arbitration on
that claim. The local authorities, backed by
the government, had refused to concede
even this crumb.

The NUT has caiculated that teachers’
pay has declined over the past few years by
25 per cent because the union has con-
sistently settled below the rate of inflation.
This year they submitted a claim of 12 per
cent in hine with the current rate of inflation
and were offered a paltry 3.4 per cent. In-
stead of refusing this outright and cam-
paigning for the full claim it demanded ar-
bitration. The management refused even
this face saver for the union executive.

In order to force management 1o agree to
arbitration the union called on members to
‘withdraw goodwill’ (1e not to do veluntary
duties like lunchtime superviston). As soon
as some of the Labour controlled local
authorities agreed to arbitration the ‘action’
was called off in their areas.

At the next national negotiations the full
management panel would still not agree to
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arbitration. The unton’s response was to call
for no-cover action and to threaten strikes.
No-cover is very popular with teachers; 1t
protects conditions of work as well as forc-
ing the emplovment of more supply
teachers. Management ‘caved-in’ and
agreed to arbitration at last.

But what kind of a victory was this for the
teachers? Arbitration consists of one union
nominee, one government nominee and one
nominee from the employers. The odds are
stacked against the union from the cutset,
the emplovers having only cffered 3.4 per
cent and the government being committed
to a 4 per cent limit 1n the public sector.
Rank and File Teacher has argued that the
action should be continued while the
arhitration panel is meeting and that the
Union should prepare for extended strike
action if the claim is not met. [t 1s also
arguing for co-ordinated action with the
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nurses and civil servants who are pursuing
similar ¢laims.

Perhaps the most promising aspect of the
saga was the level of resentment amongst
class teachers. Many schools demanded
strike action right from the start. The no-
cover sanction was implemented with en-
thusiasm and there was a real feeling that the
campaign could be won, The action gave
teachers a rare opportunity to act like trade
unionists and they felt the exhilaration of
the exercise of trade union power.

Sadly this mood has been dissipated by
the Executive calling off all action. There 1s
still & strong possibility that the Govern-
ment will veto the arbitration settlement.
They vetoed a management offer of 4.5%: on
Burnham and they have power to overrule
any offer from arbitration. This could lead
to further action.

Jane Jones O

Creaking into gear

against Tebbit

“This new Bill 1s the most
serious threat to the movement
since the Industrial Relations
Act.

That is the view of the TUC
General Council on the Tebbit
Bill. They are right. As Colin
Sparks explains the Bill must be
taken sertously and it must be
fought right down the hine.

As we go to press a special conference of
Trade Union executives is meeting. All the
signs are that they will adopt the General
Council’s proposals tor opposing Tebbit.

They propose a massive campaign of pub-
licity to educate trade union activists, They
want to make sure than ne union accepts
government funds for ballots. They call for
defence of the closed shop.

They also propose that they will give
assistance to any union that finds itself
hauled up before the courts.

All of this is 10 the goed. The TUC have
started this time by taking a firmer stand on
Tebbit than their initial response to the
Industrial Relations Act a decade ago. Buy
there are snags.

The TUC says that 1t will give its soli-
darity if rhey “are satisfied that assistance
from the Movement 15 justified.” They go on
to spell out in great detail just what they
think would be satisfactory.

The TUC 15 not giving anyone a bilank
cheque to fight the law. They want to make
very sure that it is they who decide when to
act.

‘The General Council would give support
only if requested to do so by the aftiliated
union or unions concerned.” This means
that the TUC is only goeing to suppott
officigl disputes. Any group of workers tak-
ing uncfficial action are not even going to
get past first base,

But, even if the action is official, it will be
the TUC which decides whether to support
it, It will not be the union invelved and 1t will
certaiply not be the workers themselves, If
the TUC decides that the situation 15 best
sclved by calling off the action, they can
make that a condition tor their support,

In practice, these conditions are so strict
that they mean the TUC will only ever con-
sider supporting a handful of cases. Those
are likely to be those in which: *Unions con-
tinue to observe strictly the requirements ot
the TUC Disputes Principles and
Procedures.’

These ‘Principles” are an updated version
of the 1979 TUC ‘Concordat’, which limited
pickets, handed cover control of disputes 10
officials and met the bosses half-way.

This list of quabfications means that, in
practice, short of Len Murray being sent
down for five years, the TUC are going to be
very reluctant to back any fight against the
law,

The overall effect of the TUC proposals
will be to do half of the Tories” job for them,
Faced with the threat of legal action, groups
of workers will have to look to their ofticial
leaders for support. Those leaders will have
to look to the TUC, Unofficial action will
become very difficult indeed. The policing
role of the bureaucracy will be stepped up
simply as a consequence of the existence of
the new law.

Unofficial weakness

This would not matter too much 1if the
rank and file of the movement was strong
enough to force the TUC 1o back action
started outside of their guidehnes.

In 1972 the TUC was, tf anything, even
more relictant to act. Then the strength of
the movement in solidanty with the
Pentonville dockers was so great that the
TUC was feorced into calling a one-day
general strike. It did not take place, but oniy
because the unofficial movement was so

w

strong that the five dockers had already
been released.

The fact is that the movement today is
very much weaker than it was then. Nothing
iliustrates that more clearly than the con-
ference of the Ligison Committee for the
Defence of Trade Unions held in Londen on
27 March.

The Liaison Committee 1s the body which
fought the Labour anti-union proposals in
the late sixttes and played a leading rele in
the fight against the 1971 Tory law. Its con-
ferences were sufficiently confident and
sutficiently organised to call an unofficial
strike of half a million workers.

It is now a shadow of its former self. The
latest caonference had perhaps 400 delegates
compared with 1,500 ten years ago. The
Liaison Committee was always dominated
by the CP, but this time their members made
up the bulk of the audience.

The manual unions’ presence was stil
quite impressive, but wide representation
which marked the previous conference was
not there,

The speeches were certainly militant
enough. Peter Kavanagh of the TGWU
building section sct the tone by calling for a
eeneral strike if a single worker was fined or
Jailed under the Act and delegate after
delegate echoed his words.

Bur 11 Is no good pretending to ourselves
that the movement will leap into action at
the first hint of the law being used to smash
industrial action. Other laws are being used
here and now for precisely that purpose,
from Laurence Scott’s to Heathrow
Alrport. The truth is that the movement has
not responded to these attacks with mass
acTLon,

In the end, the Liaison Committee half
admutted that their talk was hot air. The
declaration of the conference called for
nothing more terocious than toask the TUC
Lo organise lobbies of Parliament and two-
hour protest stoppages if the Bill passes into
law,

Militants can do rather more than that,
even in the present state of the movement.
The lact that the TUC is making it a bigissue
means that it will be possible to carry the
arguments for rank and file solidarity to the
best organised sections of the class.

The eftects of those arguments will not be
immediate. But if the case for action 1s
driven home firmly, then it can pay big divi-
dends. Despite the downturn, there are still
groups of workers who do have strength and
conlidence. The idea that the imprisonment
of strikers, whatever their union and what-
ever the dispute, 15 an iqjury to the whole
movement and requires immediate action,
must be lirmly lodged amongst the best-
organised,

The best way o make sure those argu-
ments stick is to make sure that the disputes
taking place today are won. The fact that the
Tiltbury dockers can defy the law today and
get away with 1t 1s the best possible lesson.
The more that we can win today on the little
1xs1es. the easier it will be tomorrow when
the Tores up the stakes.

The last few weeks have shown that we
cannot rely on the TUC to do anything more
than to tobby, retreat and wait for the next
government. It 1s clear that the Liaison
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Committee can do little more than talk left
and trail behind the TUC. It is the rask of
militants to carry the real struggles of the
movement, inch by inch, towards victory.

None of this will be easy. The movement
is at a low ebb, and we need to work hard
even to achieve that much. But there is no
alternative, O

The great tax trick

The Tories came to office
claiming they would cut taxes.

Sammy Rankel shows that so far
this has not been the case,

Sir Geoffrey Howe's Budget on March 9th
was welcomed by the Tories and their press
because they thought it gave just encugh in
increased tax allowances to keep the punters
happy. According to the way the story was
told, the Chancellor didn’t just increase
personal tax allowances by the rate of
inflation — 12 per cent — but he added
another two per cent, increasing personal
allowances by the generous amount of
fourieen per cent — a real increase in take
home pay.

But let’'s look at what has really
happened. First, Geoffrey Howe failed to
increase personal tax allowances at all in his
budget in March 1981, There was already a
twelve per cent deficit to make up which will
ntot be recovered, so he wasn’tdoing anyone
a favour this year. Second, and most im-
portant of all, in his mini-Budget last
December he announced that National In-
surance contributions were to be raised by
one per cent from | Aprnl 1982 — an in-
crease from 7.75 to 8.75 per cent of gross
earnings. 1his NI increase was quietly
shoved under the carpet when the tax allow-
ances were mentioned in the Budget.

Sotrom 1 April this year we are all paying
higher amounts in National Insurance and
the increase in personal tax allowances are
ncatly cancelled cut, so that 1 large number
of workers will be taking home less pay each

week or month by the end of April, when
employers bring the changes into operation.

In fact it now seems clear that the Chan-
cellor was forced to raise personal tax
allowances by the two per cent more than
the rate of inflation because if he hadn’t, the
National Insurance increase would have
bitten deeper into take-home pay and been
more noticeable.

The new burden of higher National In-
surance payments 1s just the latest instal-
ment in a series of broken promises from
Thatcher on taxation. When the Tories
came to power in May 1979, one of their
main slogans was that they were going to cut
taxes and relieve people from the burden of
central government claw-backs from pay
packets — to produce an 1ncentive based
economy. Although they cut the basic rate
of tax in Howe's first budget they also raised
VAT to the staggering rate of [5 per cent
which cancelled out the benefit. In fact
workers have been paying more in direct
tax, indirect tax and National Insurance
together in each year of the Thatcher
government than in the last year of
Callaghan’s reign.

Taking all taxes together, plus rates, in the
last year of the Labour government single
workers on average earnings lost 47 per cent
of their gross pay to government. Under
Thatcher, a single worker on average earn-
ings lost 49.6 per cent of pay last year and,
after this Budget, will lose 50 per cent to
government this year. But don't despair, for
bosses on very much higher gross pay the
Tory tax changes have given them much

greater take-home, so at least some people

have benefited from this government. O

Treated
like
animails

As Whitelaw gives more power
to the police and the crisis of
overcrowded prisons grows,
Bridget Parsons describes her
experiences inside the notorious
Risley Remand Centre.

‘No bail! Anather seven days at the Risley
Hotel." *Grisley Risley’. ‘Five minutes in
Court - five years in prison’. The police cell
was covered with such graffiti. [ didn’t know
then that I'd soon come to understand the
depth of feeling which lay behind these bare
words, scratched with nails, bits of wood,
blood — anything you could use to leave
your mark on those grnm walls. For I had
just been arrested in the ‘Handsworth riots'
and fot the next six weeks was to be brought
back weekly from Risley only to be refused
bail and sent back for another seven days.

A lot has been written about Risley and
the prison service over the past few weeks,
much of which misses the point. Two things
immediately struck me when I found myself
in prison, Firstly that the majority of women
inside are not criminals, They are working
class women who are the victims rather than
the criminals of our society. And secondly
that the degrading and inhuman treatment
are not the unfortunate result of over-
crowding and short staffiing. They are a
deliberate and integral part of a system which
is based on fear and punishment. The
conditions in Risley Remand Centre are
calculated to *knock prisoners into shape’.
To make sure that they get the message
about how prisons work. To institutionalise,
criminalise and control them so that when
they get to prison they're less likely to create
any trouble.

On arrival at Risley [ was taken before a
senior officer. ‘No wonder the country’s in
the state it 1s with peopie like you teaching
our children’, she said. *You won't like the
cell I'm putting you . It's all we've got. 1
don’t know how long vou'll be there.” ] found
that I was being punished before I'd had a
chance to do anything — because | was put
on what 1 later discovered was the punishment
landing. The cell had no glassin the window
- only wire — so that it was freezing at night.
There was a piece of foam on the floor, a
pot and a mug of water. Nothing ¢lse. [ was
in there for five days.
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That day I didn’t see any other prisoners.
When | asked to use the toilet 1 was teld
‘there's no toeileting tomight’. But in the
morning when [ was let out to “slop out’ [
was horrified by what [ saw. Women who
had *cut up”. Not just slashcd thewr wnsts
but their arms, legs, stomachs and faces.
Highly disturbed women whose only treat-
ment was to be locked in solitary for hours
on end. Aggressive, angry women who were
rebelling against being treated like animals.
Pathetic voung girls (some only fifteen) who
were bewildered by what was happening to
them. Women struggling to mamtamn their

dignity agamnst all the odds.
[ remember one women who had bad a

miscarriage whilst in custody and was also
suffering drug withdrawal, with ne medical
help or treatment. She had been o a strip
cell for two weeks. That 15, locked up 24
hours a day. in a cell with no window, no
mattress except at night, sitting on a concrete
floor wearing a pair of rough shorts and a
tunic top. A cardboard plate of food shoved
on the floor three times a day with a strip of
cardboard to use as a fork. When they put
her in the cell opposite me her cries were
pitiful. Cries for help, to talk to someone,
to be let cut. One day her crnies were
answered. [ heard the officers run into her
cell, astruggle and then her cries of ‘give me
my clothes back. Don't leave me like this. ..
Y ou bastards’. Then she was left for hours
in a totally empty cell, with no clothes.
One morning [ was taken from my cell to
do ajob. I found myself in one of these strip
cells, which I was to clean. [t was filthy and
smelly. Used sanitary towels lay around.
The pot had spilt over the floor. There was
nothing but an old blanket which the person
had been lving on. It was a place [I'd be
ashamed to keep a dog. When | asked who
went in there [ was told "only unstable
ocople’. As if that justified it. But I soon
found out that anyonc who showed the
shightest sign of rebelling against the Risley
regime would get a dose of the strips. If they
weren't unstable when they went in the
chances are they were when they came out.

Cell nightmares

At night the cells were locked from 6
until ¥ the next morning. The mght staft
were not authorised to open up under any
circumstances. You'd hear conversations
like ‘Please can I come out. My mattress 15
soaking wet and it's covered in bleod”. “Then
turn it over’. 'l have donc’. ‘Then you'll
have to sleep onit’. *I've got diarrhoea. My
pot’s overflowing™. “You'll just have to hang

on till morning.” ‘But it’s on the floor.” "'l

see it 1 can shove some toilet paper under

the door. Will that help?”.

After three weeks at Risley I was classified
as troublesome and was put on rule 43, n
the interests of good order and discipline.
This meant I was locked in solhitary for 23

hours a day. seeing and talking 1o no-one

except prison staff. And this was before |

had bzen brought to trial - which raises the
whole question of whether one can have a
fair trial after being held in such appalling

conditions.

[t was never very clear why | was put on
rule 43, [ think I reacted much as anyone
would to the disgusting way that women

were treated at Risley. And, being maotre
articulate than many of the others there, 1
suppose that this was seen as a threat to
prison order. You weren't supposed to
complain about what was happening to you
and to others. Youare supposed tosuddenily
switch from being a relatively free person to
being the model prisoner—and it vou didn't
you got the treatment designed to Knock
any resistance out of you and to stop you
communicating with other prisoners.

Fighting back

The heartening thing is that 11 doesn't
waork. Women may decide that as long as
they're inside they had better accept the
situation quietly. And by and large they
may not be the sort of people whao will write
about what socicty is doing to them in 1ts
penal institutions. They may not have much
of a voice, and they may fight back inonly a
very disorganised way. But ight back they
do. Not through the pages of the middle
class press, but by refusing to accept the
label of cominal. Because they know that
they shouldn’t be in places like Risley and
Stya) and Drake Hall. Nincty-five per cent
are working class women who cannot hive
decent lives without shoplifting, or cheque
fraud or prostitution. Many are single parent
families, struggling to bring up children on
Socia! Security. And when they find that
they can’t afford the electne or the gas,
when they can’t afford clothes for the kids
or food for the weekend, they strike back to
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defend themselves and ther families. It may
not he a4 very constructive way; it does
nothing to change the injustice in our society.
They may end up the losers, going ta prison
for a few pounds, an unpaid fine, a joint of
becef. The real criminals - the multr-
nationals, the tax fiddicrs, the government,
the arms dealers, which create the con-
ditions which make it impossible for ordinary
people to live — go free.

When | came out of prison the sickening
hypocrisy of our society was highhghted for
me on one event. Lady [Dn was pregnant.
The papers were full of it. The care that must
bhe shown fora pregnant woman, plaving on
our natural feelings ot protection towards
someone who is carrving a child. And at the
same time young girls have miscarriages o
filthy police cells, pregnant women are
forced to scrub Aoors and many end up
losing their baby, mothers are callously
separated from their children for the crime
of shoplifting to provide for them.

It's nat enough to talk about improving
conditions in prison by building new ones
or by shortening sentences. What goes on
in Risley will continue as long as we have a
society which is based on laws which defend
the privilege of one group of people by
criminalising another — be they working
class. black or Irish. The prison system
mercly reflects that injustice. And the
conditions in Risley are necessary to make
it work., The whele system runs on fear -
fear of loss of remission, loss of privilege. of
punishment. Without that fear our prisons
would bc unmanageable. O

Socialist Review 29



WRITERS REVIEWED

Dickens: more than
a sentimentalist

Most people know something
about the Victorian writer,
Charles Dickens (1818-1870),
from the serialised adaptations
that crop up regularly on
television, (zareth Jenkins
argues that the novels are
worth reading too.

Television adaptations tend to stress the
picturesque and sentimental side of
Dickens. Dickens may have been a critic of
particular sccial abuses, such as the work-
house in Oliver Twisz, but he also believed
that the ills of the world could be cured
through a change of heart. Skinflint empioy-
ers, like Ebeneezer Scrooge in A Christmas
Carol, only have to have their feelings
reused by the ghosts of Christmas Past, Pre-
sent and To Come, and they become models
of benevolence.

1t’s not always the case that Dickens was
very radical, either. Despite the statement
made a year before his death that: ‘My faith
in the people governing is infinitesmal; my
faith in the People governed, is, on the
whole, illimitable’, Dickens had, when it
came to the crunch, little faith 1n the People
as soon as they took matters into their own
hands,

At the time of the Indian Mutiny in 1857
and later after the rising in Jamaica (1865)
he made no benes about his support for the
people governing and their bloedy and cruel
suppression of these movements, Nearer
home, his depiction of the French Revolu-
tion of 178% in 4 Tale of Twe Cities turned
the poor of Paris into a senseless, blood-
crazed mob.

‘Sullen socialism’

And in Hard Times (1854), despite a bril-
liant attack on the educational and indus-
trial philosophy of WVictorian factory
owners, which led one contemporary critic
to accuse the book of ‘sullen socialism’,
Dickens viciously libels the Trade Union
movement in terms only too familiar to us,
Trade unicns he sees as manipulated by
extremists whe do not represent the mem-
bers’ feelings; and they victimise honest
workmen who refuse to join on grounds of
COTNSCIETICE.

The extraordinary thing about this libel 15
that Dickens actualiy knew it was false, His
own reports on the great cotion strike at
Preston (on which he based his description
of Coketown 1n the novel) indicate that he
was as one critic has put it, ‘greatly impres-
sed by the quiet and orderly way in which
the strike had been conducted.”

The reason for going against the evidence
of his own eyes has todo with Dickens’ need
to extol the virtues of class-collaboration. 1t

would never do to suggest that only one side
(the employing) side was wrong; ctherwise
there would be no point 1n co-operation bet-
ween the classes.

Is Dickens worth reading? The answer 1sa
qualified yes. Dickens’ philosephy, as out-
lined above, leaves a lot 1o be desired; and
certainly, his sentimental portraits of
women and children make modern readers
cringe in embarrassment. But there is
another side 10 Dhckens, and that is in his
rendering of the experience and effect of
modern, urban hfe, and his attacks on
middle-class hypocrisy, greed and snobbery,

Dickens is the first English novelist whose
imagination was gripped by what 1t was like
in the new, huge, chaotic and still expanding
metropolis that was early Victorian Lon-
don.

What struck Dickens (as it did many
other observers) was the anonymity of life in
the city. It reduced individuals to dehuman-
ised fragments, mere objects and products
of their environment. But the city itself also

appeared to have acquired a grotesque life
of 1ts own.

[t is this that Dickens captures in mem-
orable phrases and descriptions. Freguent-
Iy, the blank windows of houses are com-
pared to staring eves. A lawyer who makes
his living out of other peopie's misfortunes
15 likened to a vampire, so lacking in
humanity that he takes his gloves off as if
unpeeling his skin. A philanthropic lady is
sa determined in her unwanted attentions to
the poor that she is always knocking things
aver, even at a distance—she 15 a relentless
force, rather than a person. An ageing
dandy 1s so tightly strapped into his clothes
that even his eyeballs appear creased with
the strain.

These examples, grotesque and comic,
come from Blegk House (18353). In it,
Dnckens presents the individual worlds of all
these characters, from the highest 10 the
lowest, all unknown to each other. Grad-
ually, he shows how they are related. The
upper classes may 1gnore the festering social
conditions 1n their midst, but the disease
bred by those conditions 15 no respector of
persons or place.

The interconnectedness is summed up by
the image Dickens chooses of the Court of
Chancery (which dealt with questions of
inheritance). Its pomp and ceremony turn
out to be an immense cancer, draining the
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life and energy of society. People are born
and die into legal cases stretching from
generation to generation, from which there
IS no escape.

And like the fog described in the opening
pages of the book, the High Court, reaching
out to influence every part of the land, pre-
vents anyone from seeing anything other
than tiny, disconnected and mysterious
fragments of the truth.

Brilliant though the images are, Dickens
too is subject to a certain fogginess. The
mysteriousness of the process controlling
individual lives also effects his under-
standing. He knows that the Court of Chan-
cery can’t be fought in its own terms (one of
the characters dies in the attempt), but be-
yond that he tends to give up and suggest the
private cop-cut through marriage for his
central characters.

Later novels reflect the same mixture.
Little Dorrit (1857) uses the image of the pri-
son to make much the same point Dickens
made in Bleak House. This time the mnstitu-
tion he attacks is government bureaucracy,
the Circumlocution Office {or How Not To
Do It), run by the aristocratic Tite Barnacle
family. But prisons here are created as much
i the mind as in the outside world.

Financlal dependence

In Great Expectations (1861), Dickens
attempts to undermine not se much an insti-
tution, as a key ideological concept: that of
the gentleman. Pip’s expectations, which
turn him into a snob despising his origins,
prove 1o be founded on the money of a con-
victed and transporied criminal he had un-
willingly helped as a child.

For once, Dickens wrote an unhappy end-
ing. He wished to stress that Pip’s move up
the social ladder inevitably destroys him
emotionally. He 1s unable to marry the girl
he hankers after, who has been similarly
brought up and similarly dehumanised by
wealth. But under pressure frem friends
Dickens relented and rewrote the ending to
suggest their future union,

This bowing to pressure brings us te our
final point. Dickens published his novels in
monthiy parts (spread out over & year and a
halfy or in serial form in magazines. This
meant his novels were cheaper and more
accessible, Dickens becam¢ phenomenally
popular and used this to say—particularly
in his later novels-——what he wanted to about
society. But his popularity also became a lia-
bility—his financial dependence on his
choice of publication method made him a
prisoner of his largely middle-ciass
audience’s expectaiions.

When, on the one occasion, he did dis-
cover the industrial working class, in Hard
Times, the tragedy is that he turned his back
on its power to reshape society and abolish
the alienation and confusion that Dickens
sensed. That is hardly surprising, given his
lower middle-class origins and prejudices
and his position as ‘popular’ novelist. But
when [ read of a legal case just ended that
had been going on for a hundred years, |
know that Dickens’ sense of alienation, and
the images he used, were no exaggeration.
Writing as “a special correspondent for pos-
terity’ he is still relevant. M

Walk right

The end of March saw a mass
trespass in the Pennines.
Landowners have always
preferred grouse to people.
They go to great lengths to
make sure the great unwashed
are kept off the property of the
rich. Working people have
fought them long and hard for
the pleasure of walking freely
over beautiful countryside.
Colin Knowles, of the socialist
walking and climbing club Red
Rope, tells of some of the past
struggles and looks forward to
the battles that will take place
in the near future.

A walk on the Kinder Plateau in Derbyshire
would have been impossible fifty years ago.
It belonged to the estates of the Duke of
Devonshire. He had decreed ‘No Access’ on
his grouse-moor, and used game-keepers to
enforce his ruling. Fifty ycars ago, workers
were met with abuse and violence, and
turned away.

back

This was the situation between the warsin
the beautiful Peak Dustrict. The shorter
working week, and the large numbers of un-
employed, stimulated the search for leisure
opportunities. The situation for ramblers
from the large conurbations around the
Peak became intolerable. There was no
good reason why they should not walk the
hills. Five bills were put before the House of
Commeons demanding free access. All five
were knocked back. Some new method of
struggle would have to emerge before the
movement could make any progress.

The deadlock was broken by some mem-
bers of the Lancashire District of the
Workers Sports Federation, a body organ-
ised by the Young Communist League. Ona
ramble one day they were stopped by game-
keepers on Bleaklow. Bernard Rothman re-
calls the ramblers’ fury; out of the discussion
that followed, the 1dea of the ‘Mass TrTes-
pass’ was first mooted.

The first Mass Trespass was arranged for
24th April 1932, The plan was to walk from
Hayfield up onto the Kinder Plateau whera
the Manchester contingent would be met by
a contingent from Sheffield who had walked
from Edale. The idea of the Mass Trespass
excited a lot of press comment-—and hosti-
lity from some sections in the official Ram-
blers Federation. The police took out an
injunction to prevent Bernard Rothman
from addressing a meeting in Hayfield, and
the Duke of Devonshire engaged a large
posse of gamekeepers, variously estimated
as being between eighteen and fifty.

The ramblers gave the police the slip, s
they set out from Hayfield without holding a
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Three new
books from
the SWP

Neither Washington nor
Moscow

by Tony Cliff

A collection of writings,
most of them long
unavailable, which trace the
potitical foundations of the
SWP. -

288 pages

£3.95

Solidarnosc: The Missing
Link?

by Jacek Kuron and Karol
Modzelewski

A new edition of the classic
‘Open letter to the Party’, a
revolutionary socialist
analysis of Poland written
in 1965.

Wor
The political cartoons of
Phil Evans
Four hundred cartoons
from the Left's best-known
cartoonist—set in their
political context.
104 pages, large format
£2.95
Special offer to Socialist
Review readers

Reduced prices for grders on this
farm

Neither Washington nor Moscow
£3.25 (plus 70p postand packing)O
Solidarnosc: the missing link?
£2. 00 {plus 35p postand packing)O
The Joke Works ]
£2.25 {plus 55p postand packing)O

---------------------------------------

Please send me the books ticked above. t
enclose £......... (cheoues/

POs made out to Socialists Unlimited)
Return to Socialists Unlimited, 265 Seven
Sisters Bd, London N4 2DE

meeting. The five hundred or more present
stopped for a brief meeting in a disused
guarry, where Bernard adjured them to be
orderly and non-violent. They passed up
Williams Clough in such tight order that the
police could not stop them, and on
approachng the plateau spread out. Thus
the gamekeepers could not prevent trespass
for they couid only attack a limited section
of the front,

At the top they combined forces with the
Shetffield contingent, and returned to Hay-
field, where they met with a police road-
block. As a result six ramblers, including
Bernard, were arrested and charged with un-
lawful assembly and breach of the peace.
They were brought for jury trial to Derby
where a jury packed with landowners and
retired military men decided their fate. Five
were found guilty and sentenced toa total of
seventeen months in prison. The outrageous
result of the trial inflamed public opinion.

Step forward

This success s«1ulated the Sheffield
Ramblers Federation to organise a Mass
Trespass on Abbey Brook. This was a step
forward, as the previous trespass had been
organised solely by the Workers Sports
Federation. On this occasion, 200 ramblers
from Sheffield set off to Abbey Brook,
where they were met by a hundred game-
kegpers armed with pick handles, who set
about them vigorously. Having beaten off
the first attack, and concluding that the
balance of forces was against them:, the ram-
blers proclaimed their night of access by sit-
ting down and having lunch.

A mass movement was on the move, That
year 10,000 people attended the annual
Winnats Pass demonstration, where Mass
Trespassers were vocal in their demands for
militant action. Support for the movement
grew throughout the mid-thirties, but unfor-
tunatcly was shunted into the by-ways of
parliamentary legislation. So powerful were
the forces at work in and around parliament
that the 1938 Creech Jones Access Bill was
amended to the point where 1t became a
landowners’ protection act. The mass move-

ment of the thirties was disembowelled by

the chicanery of leading politicians.

Durning the war, a series of government-
appointed committees examined the “prob-
lem’ and laid the ground for the post-war
Labour Government. In 1949 the National
Parks and Access to the Countryside Act
was put on the statute book. It failed to
grant free access. The measures were com-
plicated. Basically it said that if the public
had their ‘sufferance’ access denied, then the
Local Authonity should attempt to
negotiate an access agreement, and if that
failed use the powers of the Act to enforce
ACCEess.

The ruling class, whilst unwilling to make
any substantial concessions, feared the
socially explosive effects of access struggles.
The Act left them with their privileges un-
touched, while this unhappy botch-up had a
bad effect on the ramblers movement. Ram-
blers’ attention was drawn to lobbying their
local authority to try and secure access
agreements. The role of the movement was

to police access areas and keep open paths.
The aim of free access was shelved until the
indefinite future.

The effectiveness of the Act can be gauged
in the following manner: a third of the land
area of England, Wales and Scotland is open
country. By 1975, access had been secured,
under the act, to a miserable 158 square
miles of this open country, 76 squares miles
of this are in the Peak District, set aside as a
special case under the act. That coversonly a
third of the open country in the Peak
Natienal Park. Access to Kinder Scout was
restricted until 1958. Of the 100,000 miies of
footpaths in England and Wales, it is esti-
mated that 20% are obstructed, despite
heroic efforts by local ramblers groups, who
in their efforts to Keep them open often have
to face confrontations of the most unpleas-
ant kind.

The Kinder Scout Mass Trespass cele-
brates its Fiftieth Anniversary on April
24th. There 1s to be a big celebration in Hay-
field that day. Starting from the original
quartry, some of the onginal mass tres-
passers will lead the walk up to the Kinder
Plateau, whilst a delegation, organised from
Sheffield, will cross the moor from Edale, as
before. Tt 15 estimated that between 2,000
and 10,000 people will attend, many staying
on in the eveming for meetings and open-air
contcerts. On the following day, amoengst the
attractions 1s 2 mass walk to reestablish the
right of way on a blocked footpath.

Clear path needed

Red Rope 15 involved in helping to
organise and promote the event. We hope
that the commemorative weekend could sig-
nal the rebirth of a mass movement to gain
free access. We have an aim, but we do not
yet have strategy or tactics,

What's needed is discussion: we've started
the ball rolling by organising a meeting in
Hayfield on the evening of the 24th, entitied
“Socialism and Qutdoor Life’. I haven’t had
the space here to go into the other things
that we’re concerned about. The Tories have
a new Countryside Act on the slipway which
is not favourable to ramblers; they are also
threatening to privatise the Ordnance Sur-
vey, which would lead to the loss of many
valuable maps. Nor have I talked about the
role of the military in the countryside, or the
hazards of nuclear power. The whole debate
is wide open, let's walk in and take it up.

For more information about the Com-
memarative weekend, contact Julian Bat-
sfeer, 52 Ogard Road, Rye Park, Hoddesdon,
Herts.- (Hoddesdon 41705) or Bernard
Rothman, &6 Crofton Ave, Timperley,
Cheshirve (06-973 2353).

Howard Hill made this article possible by
writing his book, and I think all socialists are
in his debt. It's calfled Freedom to Roam,
published by Moorland Press ar £5.95.

Red Rope, formed twe years ago, is a ment-
bership organisation with 240 members
nationglly. Our main function is to organise
cheap (anti-sexist and anti-elitist) weekends
in the hills, se socialists can po walking and
climbing together. Contact Address, Red
Rope, PO Box 82, London, E2.
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Composite error

Sacialism With a Human Face
Michael Meacher

George Alfen & Unwin £15

Lintil recently the Labour Left had
tew . if any, theoreticai pretensions.
One section of it was dominated by
a sterile sub-Stalinism. ancther by
a peculiar Enghsh lilerary radical
tradition stretehing irom Bunvan
1o Qrwell: neither bothered much
with the scientific analysis of capit-
alism. Not so today. Since the 1963
gencration decampad into the wards
and constituencies there has been
both demand tor theory and a ready
source of supply. Hence ANew
Socialist magazine, hence Stuart
Holland. hence Geotf Hodgson and
50 0n.

However the theoreticians of lett
reformism have ¢ problem, they lack
any independent theoretical starting
paint. Insofar as they require a
seripus theoretical critique of cap-
italism there is anly one place they
can ind it. nameiy, in Marxism.
But they uare nor Marxists and
conseqguently their theoretical prod-
uctions exhibit constant oscillations
in and out of Marxism. from Marx-
15m to bourgeois and petty bourgeois
idcological positions.

Michael Meacher 15 4n extreme
example of this. Taken as a whole
his thought stands at a considerable
remeove from revolutionary socialism
but he has no gqualms about bor-
rowing lberally from the Marxst

conceptual arsenal. [n Sacialism
With a Human Face you will find
‘class™ and “class-conflict”, ‘exploit-
alion”. “alienation’, ‘the domination
of labour by capital” and even ‘the
pE rmanent arms economy’ and ‘state
capitahism’. At the same time these
coneepts are blunted, deprived of
the precise and sharply cntical
meaning they have in Marxism in
favour of looser, more populist,
usage which can be fitted mmto a
reformist  perspective. Thus n
chapter one Meacher talks in near-
Marxist terms of the British ‘ruling
class™ but almost immediately “the
ruling class’ becomes "the power
elite’, and finally ‘the Establishment”.

[ similar vein Meacher will take
a4 Marxist idea, extract it from its
Marxist framework and simply yvoke
it together with a ‘popular’ picce of
bourgeois ideology. The result is a
maze of contradictions and incon-
sistencies. Consider this tangle of
‘class’ and ‘nation’

"The British Establishment. ..
acts exclusively s own interesc
... but 1t Joes so with skill and
sophistication behind a stnokescreen
of soothing assurances that its sole
concern 1% ‘the national interest’.
Hence a key part of the role of a
socialist ideology is ‘to expose this
dichotomy between the Establish-
ment’s self-interest and the wider
national nterest of the general
community.” {p.241}
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hand Is writing?

With the notion of the ‘wider
national interest of the general
community' Meacher colludes inthe
very ‘smokescreen’ he’ssupposedly
trying to dispel. Nor s this an
isolated ship. From beginning to end
this book is studded with references
to ‘the national interest’ and one of
its central themes 18 the old populist
idea of the unpatriotic ‘Establish-
ment” selling out Britain’s true
Interests,

‘A third dimension of this idec-
logical cleavage between the
interests of the ruling Establishment
and those of the mass of the people
lies in the repeated implicit pref-
grence of the former for accom-
madating to foreign international
pressures rather than asserting the
primacy of what is nationally
advantageous ta the British peopla.’
(p.3d)

And this from someone whao goes
om, o complain that the Labour
Party ‘colludes in transmutting . ..
orthodox defimtions of political
matters’. “Ignoring the fact that the
roots of Laboutr’s support lies in its
identification as the party of the
working class. its  spokesmen
regularly disown all “sectional”
class-based, “divisive' politics and
preen themselves as the firmest up-
holders of the national interest’
(p.244) Perhaps Meacher's left hand
doesn’t know what his right hand is
writing or maybe he hopes we just
won't notice. In fact examples of
such contradictions could be multi-
phed at wilt. 1

The most serious of them 15 that
hetween Meacher's conception of
socialism and the means he proposes
for getting there. The former is an
gxeptionally idealistic and utopian
vision of decentralised democratic
market Socialism based on “sharing,
co-operation and altruism’ {p.95)
in which classes will disappear but
diffcrentials  will continue and
profitability will remain desirable
s0 long as it doegn’t take over. The
latter is the familiar mix of the

F R

Michaal Meacher: does his left hand know what his right

Alternative Economic Scrategy -
growth, import controls, increased
nationalisation, planning agree-
ments, workers participation et.
(with special emphasis on import
controls and a dash of ecology).

Between the two there are parallels
but no connecting mechanism.
Indeed the AES pulls in the opposite
direction for at bottom 1t 18 a prog-
ramme for the revival of British
capitalism. '‘The essence of any
acceptable economic strategy for
Britain, socialist or otherwise must
be escape from stagnation and long
termn dechine” (p.167). Consequently
i1 the extremely unlikely event that
the AES was successful the result
would not be socialism, even of
the Meacher variety, but the
strengthening of British capital and
the strengthening of the British
slate.

The truth is that Meacher wants
to have his cake and eatit, to suppon
Bntish capitalism apainst its com-
petitors 1o ‘the national interest’ and
to be a soclalist. On paper these
(wo goals can coexist, at least they
can both be contained within the
covers of the same book. In hfe
however they are utterly incom-
patible, as would rapidly be
demonstrated should Michael
Meacher and his party find them-
selves in office. The first contact
with real power and responsibibity
would necessitate a choice between
the socialism and the nationalism
and the very acquisition of power
would guarantee that the latter was
chosen.

To conclude: Socialism With a
Human Face s billed as ‘the first
articulate statement of socialist
ideclogy since Crosland’. In reality
i's very old reformist hat. Marx
satd of Proudhon “he wants to be
the synthesis, he 15 a composite
error’. Of Meacher, to preserve a
sense of proportion, it would have
to be said that he's a second hand
COMmposite error.

John Maolyneux.

—y—————
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Colourful claims for
the Sandinistas

Nicaragusa: The Sandinist Revolution
ffenvi Weher

Ferva £ 95

This book w o pood exampte of the
sort of muddle that the ‘deformed
workers” state’ analysis gets you
e, but 4 does very little 10 pro-
vide the reader with an under-
standing of the Nicaraguan si-
uation, In particufar, it tells you
very little about the recent develop-
mwnt ol the revotution.

The tirst three chapters of the
book are historical and deal with
the background of Nicaraguan his-
tory. They cover economic develap-
ment and the cosis obf the later
years. They give a picture of the
formation of the pohtical oppositon
ta the regime.

The treaiment of the Somoazist
state and 1y conirol over the Nat-
iwonal Guard 15 particularly concise
and clear.

The tast chaplers concentrate on
the Sandinistas in power and their
politics. the “transition  towards

socialism’ ot the revolution, and its
prospects.

Weber's belief that Nicaragua is
on the road 1o socialism within its
national boundaries lead him to
ignore its role and position within
the world economy.

The transition is an act of will by
both the masses and the Sandinista
leaders. This will, aided by the
‘correct democratic forms’, safe-
epard the revolution from a
‘burcaucratic degeneration’. From
this position the defence of the
Sandanista austerity propramimes 1s
the only legical conclusion.

In short, the book 15 full of
colouvrful  claims, such as ‘the
Sandinistas have draped Marxism
in the cloth of Nationahism®. [1 also
follows Regis Debray in arpuing
that a successful socialist revolution
can take place in Third World coun-
1ries by ‘moblising the nationalist
senitiment of the masses as well as
their ideals of liberty and equality’.

Juan Sintierra

Like most drunks

34 Socialist

Continuous Excorsions
Marshall Coleman
Pluro Press £3. 93

This book rakes up for me painful
memorics of parties in Hatatat-land.
where ['ve often had to beat a hasty
refrent trom the obhigatory drunken
hippy  social/community  worker
slurping all over me and asking
desperately "Oh, why can’t people
be mice to cach other? T've asneaking
suispicion that the writer was one of
those drunken slobs.

Just like every party 1 go to all
excited and hopeful, Fbeganreading
this book hoping it would make a
seTious atternpt to analyse the vald

guestions posed by the women’s
movement slogan of the early
scventies, “the personal is political’.

When faced with ssues such as
class, access to time, space, finance,
language, hours at work, racism and
sexisin, Marshall Coleman is com-
pletely floored. He goes into
rambling verbal excursions around
these ‘problems’ instead of trying
to anzlyse them. The book is
certainly aptly named!

[ felt very often that [ was reading
a badly researched naive A level
saciology  essay, riddled with
meanimngless terms such as the ‘cult
of intimacy’ alongside homely
ITUIS IS,

Reoview

The basis of the book is the
assuraption that the women's
movement has somehow achieved
a degree of success at fusing the
persanal with the political, without
discussing f this 15 so.

The boak’s definition of persanal
relationships as only being ones
invelving sex is very limiting. Overall

we are offered no positive solutions
of how we would improve our
personal life ina political dimension.

The book ends up like most
drunks, rambling and on the floor -
as for me I stopped going to those
parties years ago and discovered
sex, drugs and soul music instead.
Rosie Buzhy

The future needs politics

The Global 2000 Report to the
President — Entering the Twenty
First Century
Penguin £7.95

This book, all 800-plus pages of i,
is a set of ‘projections’ of the year
200K It contains projections for
population, income, food, fisheries,
forests, water, energy, and much
else.

Its cover proclaims that it was
‘commissioned by Carter, dis-
regarded by Reagan’. The blurb on
the back says, “The struggle to sustain
a decent life for human beings on
our planet will be enormous - yet
there 15 reason for hope'. This
identifies rather neatly the intended
audience; a ‘concerned’ middle class
layer that is anti-Reagan, wants to
sustain (rather than achieve) a
‘decent life’, and is desperate for a
‘reason to hope'.

The inspiration for the book was
cynical — Carter’s wish in May 1977
to strengthen his support from this
‘concerned’ middle cmss by playing
the ‘ecology’ card. The result is
pseudo-scientific nonsense, part of
a wider trend of ‘futurological’
projections substituting for pohitical
understanding.

Graphs, tables and equations
abound. We are treated to this
breathless description of a World

If you've seen Reds very likely vou
are going to want to find ont more
dbout John Reed, and are going to
rush out and buy Robert A
Rosenstone Romantic Revelution-
ary {Pengein £2.95). Do se, but be
prepared to be just a bit disap-
pointed. It's a very well researched
book, which tells you a lot and
certainly doesn’t try and downplay
Heed’s revolutionary politics. But it
is more interested in Reed ‘the
wiole man’, which we guess isn't
quite the focus most socialisis will
want. _

For those of you who haven™
noticed yet, Penguin have re-issued
John Reed’s classic Ten Days Thar
Shook the World (£1.95), his eye-
witness account of the October
revolution.

Three recent titles on Latin
America. Audrey Bronstein Triple
Struggle: Latin American Peasan!
Women (War on Want £3.00) is an
impeortant collection of interviews
showing the triple exploitation of
peasant women living in the Third
World., It is more extensively re-

Bank Computer model; * ... It
contains over 200 econometrical
equations. It is written in approx-
imately 1,500 lines of FORTRAN
and is run on the Bank’s Burroughs
7700 computer.’

Despite this impressive techno-
logical assistance we learn that ‘it is
very likely that the same resources
have been allocated (in the pro-
jections) to more than one sector’.
ie, it is admitted that the projections
are inconsistent even in their own
terms.

And what are those terms? "This
study projects forseeable trends
under the assumption that present
policy trends continue without major
changes ... (it) assumes that there
will be no major disruptions of
international trade as a result of
war, disturbances of the international
monetary system, or political
distuption.”

In other words, this ‘analysis’ of
the future of capitalism assumes away
the very contradictions that
capitalism produces. The projecticns
are a mythworld built by bureau-
cratic administrators. By abolishing
ideally the reality of capitalism they
produce ‘reason for hope'. Our
‘reason for hope’ is that we will
actually abolish capitalism.

This is 2 profoundly useless bock.
Derek Howl

viewed in this month’s Women's

Voice.
Bernard Deidrich Somoza and the

Legacy of US Involvement in Ceniral
America (Junction Books £6.93)i5a
journalistic account of the Somoza

dictatorship in Nicaragua.

Penguin have republished, with a
new introduction, Penny Lerroux
Cry of the People (£2.95). This is a
useful account of the Catholic

church in Latin America for the
general reader.

Indres Naideo Island in Chains
(Penguin £1.95) is the story of the

author’s ten years on Robben Eslad.

Although a moving description of
the terrible conditions he suffered,
1t lacks any overal! political anatysis
of the problems facing the
liberation movement.

Published in recent maonths s
Anthony Brewer Marxist Theories
aof Imperralism (RKP, £6.95). This is
a helpful and readable account of
various analyses of imperialism,
marred only by the author’s willing-
ness to accept fashionable refuta-
tions of some basic Marxist notions.




Second wave: a punk mortem

Acfew vewrs o i lovked Hke the
dievs ol punk were numbered. The
eaplontoned talent oo 7 omwards
Pl swept an i new aee ol music,
forress e, A ehiisle . cxciting angd
Fun, fookead to be over The bewin-
ning ol the end scemed 1o e
startod with vhe break upob the Sey
Fistals and Liter the desenerition
STt Che moesie seene tellin
v alse =y number of sty les
e ted wath cach vaher b o
new el Proke thronoh oo
dominute. Tao-tone. disco. soul-
Pk, new ranminte. O jeeeae,
Foapulior musie never scemed to be
o ved and ponk oo thionge ot the
Pt

It e o seconed wine of punk
ek Sowadynow chadlenees he
NME as the wp seiling nusic
paper. Sowndy I made s name
promoong O and Hleasy Metal
under  the famous e Crarny
B et Cotusic’s Roeer Rosewalin,
Cheis o masty adaption of pank
st sertnie sknse e sowneds st to
seviid W e pank exeepics usuaatly
Fisfere more siparressme anad el
and Teas developed BN issociations,
M VR s reactod oy Seaerds” succese
P Bocking punk and the muosae tom
Jovs DYivisaon s pan-otts and inmritaion,
Lthe ddoomm oed gloont and angs
Prrginde ).

Yath Bands such as Killing doke,
| he Dead Kennedyvs Ano-Nowhere
I eaoue. Theare of Hate, Chirge
and il the other vut pourings of
Roneh Trade anmd v be heard om
the Tohin Peel Show . punk s oo
withermy ieway but vers much back

hath as s O olfshoot and the
e tendioonad tarny ot Clash clones,
welh Tpolitical” Iveies.

The wayvle of this inusic s sl
Lov LIt o Nves o s SR TRNTLIS W I
hird beat, words shouted out asuai-
Iv incoherently, lead-singer tphtly
sripping the microphone and owis-
ting b her tace roumd ar an anaeic
Loy sprd ot the woords, People
o lonally pogo. Bat ke amothing
LY LW kel ceitinnge it renniins
wnehinaime 1t bevonwes stand and
conscrvitive, [ don’ o mean that all
sk nnth s iess siginge 1he progse
o Thatcher. bt ir's o longer
CICIY S, cxpuinding o annos oty
Phe Form has become o trindicion
In the same way the oy prog-
resstve’ rock pot stock oo musel
FLt et eoded upas the roonal srarne
Hewsy Metal ol the head-hangers,

Much of punk shouts our denun-
clations of dole queues. alicnation
and gloom. But its now all so
predictable.  rather souless. and
often plain bornng. Sometimes the
old form can give a spark of ex-
citement (The Dead Kennedvs
mivbe?) but punk scems fargely
to be g musical cul-de-sac. The
Fact that iCs now making a come
back means that, whercas the Sex
Pistols getting to Number One or 4
gig by The Damned (the original
anes) was part of g cultural revolt,
IS now just anather style, 10y part
i the downturn,

Whoen punk fiest started there wis
a heated debate about the true
nature of punk — was The Clash
signinge with CHS asell-owt or immy
Pursey i hvpe, would punk remain
frue for s principles ete? 1 well
rermember o moralistic piece of
nansense on (e essence of “true’
punk by Julic Birchell und Tony
Farsons {The Boyv  Looked at
Joimav). punk was seen dsoan
artitule o bfe, a set of anti-
establishinent moralsere. Punk wan
the music of revolt. but ar the very
msbint of its creation was in danger
of being incorporated. so the purisis
sought to keep the rebelliousness
of punk by keeping it "purc’ and
STt

Mot ull ot the first punk movemeny
v things in this wiy, Johny Rotten
went on to create PIL. Maleodm
Melaren transformed Adam and
the Ants and now mangges Bow
Wow Wow, Things can never stay
the same . they either move forward
aor hackwards, In trying 1o remain
true’ it became conservative and
created 1ts own traditions and con-
ventions. 1t's from this ‘pure” punk
that the seeond wave has developed.

OF caurse most of today's punks
konow very little of the arguments
that went vn in the Roxy in {976,
why should they!? A 15 veur old
punk of taduy would then have been
Yovoars old. Bur it has made the
stvle fromy which the second wave
sprrings, [0 s puk the idea of fun
seems la hive been lost, political
comment is less of o celebration of
the oppressed and more and more
a moaning about oppresston. bt
clten seems 10 be conservative music
with wellimtentiioned words that you
can’t hear.

[ don't intend e put o blanket
Put down of all punk as reactionary,
but this time arcuod it s not the
music of working-class youth
revolt as Bushell for one claims
(working class “youth” are not all
white und male). [tis s rther dited
stvle thut seems to have out-lived
1t creative life.

Mol Halifax
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Writing about our lives

The Socialist Novel in Britain:
Towards the Recovery of a Tradition
Edited by H. Crustav Kignus
flarvester Press £15.93

This collection of essays degls with
soclialtst novels or novels about
working-ciass lite  published in
Lricn between the 1S3k and 1971
[t5 aim i~ to remedy “the way in
which whaole movements ike Char-
tisim hove been elided from the map
at Ponglish Iiterary history” and inso
doing ir roots up a lot of uselul.
bureed material,

For example. Engels’s criticism
of Margaret Harkness™s novel 4
Caty Gl (INRT) is well enough
known but few will be aware of her
attempts (o respond to Engels’s sup-

BOSTIONS M her next novel Qud of

Weark (I8SR). described here in oa
thoughttul contribution by John
Croode.

Otherarticles arg less successful.
Ravmond Williams seems ta me to
wrlte in an mcreasingly inscrutable
Andd self-parodying way these davs,
though his prece here an the Welsh
novel has some sharp moments.
There’s an article by Jack Mitchell
o1 soctialist fction ot 1974 which
doesn’t seem to be awiare of develop-
ments i Marxist litcrary crinicism
since thatdate. while Kiernan Ryan
wTites some strangled rubbish about
John Berger's G, Apparently. G,
shatters and finally freczes reality
LNty a static mosaic configuration of
discontiguous  apergus, isoluted

tableaux and scattercd, internally
vibrating epiphanies. cvacuuting in
the process all real histoncal sense
of continuous human becoming.
But most ot the collection is better
than that, and s call fora library of
soctalist classios s worth repeuating.
It not just English Bierary history
that has removed whole movements,
s English publishers wo s any
teacher rying to design even mildly
rachecul courses and finding every-
thing out of print knows aoly tao
well Virago have shown there are
pienty of readers for the lostclussics
ol feminst ficton, 1t's time therg
was a sociilist cguinvalent. This book
rentinds us there's plenty of material,

Paul {»Flinn
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THE REVOLUTIONARY CALENDAR

EASTERI1916

On Monday, April 24, 1916, at a few minutes
past noon, the centre of Dublin was taken
over by anti-British forces. Standing on the
steps of the General Post Office. 1 group of
men and women listened while Padraic Pearse
proclaimed the birth of an Irish Republic 1o
a crowd of bemused onlookers.

In total, perhaps three or four thousand
people were to be involved in the insur-
rection. Desperately short of arms and unable
to spread beyond Dublin, it was crushed
within six days by Brtish troops who out-
numbcred them twenty to one. The sup-
pression of the rising was bloody and brutal.
About 1, 30 people, including civilians, were
murdered or injurcd by the Batish Army
and an iron terror descended an lIreland.
The lcaders of the nsing were court
martialled and executed by firing squad.

It might seem that the ‘Easter Rising’ had
failed, but within five years the survivors of
those 1s0lated rebels would be part of an
organisation with members in practically
every town in Ireland and mass popular
support. The movement which seemed
laughably small in 1916 would force the
mighty British Empire to the negotiating
table to sign a treaty.

The reverberation of those days still
echoes. The Provisional IRA can. with
justification, claim to be the direct
descendants of the Republican wing of the
1916 rebels. The terms of the Treaty of 1921
remain too: it led directly to the partition of
Ireland and the creation of asectarian Orange
statelet in the North of Ireland.

The immediate origins of the rising lay in
1914, Nationalist politics in Ireland were
then dominated by constitutional par-
liamentanans. On the outbreak of the First
World Wur they urged the Irish to join the
British army and fight ‘to defend small
nations’ against the Germans. They hoped
that their Liberal friends in parliament would

reward them at the end of the war by home
rule for their own small nation.

There was another, much smailer group,
within nationaiist circles who believed that
the outbreak of war presented Ireland with
an opportunity to rid atself of British
dommation. These people were the sceret
Irish Republican Brotherhood.

[ts leader was a teacher and poct called
Padraic Pearse. He took his inspiration from
the 1798 rebellion led by Wolfe Tone. His
Airst reaction to the war was that it was: 'the
greatest blood sacrifice given by man to
good.” Yet the IRB decided almost from
the outbreak of the war that an anti-British
rising must tuke place.

Pearse and his supporters wanted a free
[reland, and they were prepared 1o fight
and die tor it. But for them a free Ireland
was also one in which people would be free
to own private property. In their Ireland
there would be Insh bosscs free to exploit
[rish workers.

There was another wing to the movement
present at Easter. [t was called the Insh
Citizens Army and it was a revolutionary
socialist orpanisation. Its best-known figure
was one of the finest Marxists and political
agitators i working class history — James
Connolly.

Connolly could not have been more
different from Pearse. He had begun his
political life in Edinburgh as a trade unionist
and socialist militant. He had worked as an
orgamser for the Irish Socialist Republican
Party, he played a leading role as a trade

union organiser m America. and then
returned to lreland to work with James Larkin
in unionising the workers of Dublin and
Belfast.

Two aspects of Connolly’s politics stand
cut: his "syndicalist’ 1deas and his views on
nationai liberation.

Before 1913, Connolly believed that if
workers took control of the factories, then
the state would be powerless and would
have to capitulate to the working class. This
‘syndicalist” view was proved wrong in the
Dublin lock-out of 1913, Connolly played a
leading role 1n this struggle to gain union |
recognilion which brought most of Dublin
to a standstill. The unity of the bosses, the
role of the government and the police. the
activities of the church and the inactivity of
British trade union leaders, all proved too
much for the workervs, who were starved
back to work.

Connoily learned from this defeat that
the struggle tfor workers' power meant a
struggle against the state as well as against
the bosses. As a direct result of this cx-
perience, he founded the Insh Citizens Army
— the torce he was to lead in 1916,

Connolly believed that the struggle for
[rish freedom was intimatcely linked to the
struggle for socialism. [n this, his view was
very close to that of Lenmin. 1t was this idea
which led him to play a key role in the
Easter Rising.

[n tact, the rising was not the signal tor a
mdass movement throughout Ireland, and
there was marked indiffcrence amongst the
workers of Dublin whom Connolly had led
in mass struggle just three years before,
The fact that Connolly found limself in this
position, and that the socialist movement
collapsed after his murder, can be explained
by a key weakness in his politics. He never
really understood the need for a revolutionary
party which could lead the workers’ move-
ment not only i the upturns of the great
strikes, but also in the years of downturn.

Connolly had not abandoned his socialism:
just as his men were preparing to march on
the Post Oftice, he told them to hang on to
their guns even if the rising were to succeed,
‘for they (the IRB) may stop at the minimum,
for us only a socialist republic is acceptable.”
Daring the Rising, he sent a detachment of
men to raise the Starry Plough (the socialist
republican flag) over the premises of one of
the most savage employers of 1913 as a
symbolic gesture of the meaning of the
Rising. But that fine socialist tradition
depended entirely on one man. and failed ;
with his death.

Connolly. along with the other leaders of
the nsing. was shot. His case was particularly
horrible because he had been wounded in
the Rising. He was taken in an ambulance
from the hospital to Kilmainham Jail on 12
May |916. He was lifted from his stretcher,
tied to a chair and carried in front of the
finng squad. He died in that chair.

The nsing had failed in its immediate
objectives, [t was disowned by the reformists
in the Labour movement and welcomed by
Lenin. Within a vear, the savagery of British
repression and talk of introducing cons- |
cription to Ireland led to the birth of mass
resistance. The dead of Easter 1916 were
about to be avenged.

Pat Stack
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