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NEWS & ANALYSIS

Bad news for bankers

In August, Mexico, the world’s
biggest debtor, announced 1t
could no longer pay what 1t
owes. Pete Green looks at the
consequences,

Moexico owes around S billion dolrs,
Coming on top of the continuing problemsy
wilth Poland. and a4 whole series of less
serious erises. Mexico's criis has shaken
conlidence in the whole international bank-
LT SYSTen.

The severity ol the crisis s indicated by
the speed with which an emuergency rescue
prosramme has been put together. The Ub
Government, Western Central Banks. and
the [Internavonal Moncrary Fund are purt-
ing up X4 billion dollars between them.
Under IME discipline Mexico will negotiate
2 rescheduling (postponing pavment) ol ils
debts with the commercial banks.

As one Swiss hanker put it. the rescue is
noecessary 1o Censure  continual  smooth
functioning of the international {inancing
systerm’. But even if a crash on the scale of
U3 s averted the repercussions will stid be
serious — lor Mexico. for the Western banks.
and for world capitalism as a whole.

Intcrnational bank lending soared 1n the
1. Western banks Aooded with depoasits
of “petrol dotlars” from the OPEC countries
wore anxious to profit by lending them out
again,  Sclected  countries  n kiastern
Europe and the 1hird Workd were only two
wiiling to borrow to pav for imports trom
the West and sustiain rapid rates ot growth,

That lending propped up the world
ceonamy as a whole in the late (Y705, As did
lending to corporations 1in trouble or seek-
g to invest. inside Western economies
themselves. Burt it stored up probtems tor
the future. When in Y80 the world

economy agdin began to slump. the whole
precarious mountain of debt threatened to
come tumbling down.

As Marx once put it. “The credit system
(his term for bank lending) accelerates the
material development of the productive
forces and the establishment of the world
market. . At the same time credil accéler-
ates the violent eruptions of. . .crises — and
thereby the elements of disintegration of the
ald mode of production’.

There s an important difference hetween
capitalism in Marx’s time and capitalism
tadav. Central Banks will step in as ‘tender
of last resort’. and pump money intoe the
hanks to avold a collapse. States will inter-
vene [ prop up companies such as Britsh
Levland or Chrysler when banks have had
cnough, As Mexiweo shows that even applics
to international fending. But what that
means is that the system staggers mto slump
rather than crashes into disaster.

‘The current slump is on

another downward spiral

and any recovery is going to
. )

be very weak indeed.

Of all the major debtors. Mexico with s
massive oil reserves seemed a berter bet
than most. But in the summer of 1951 the
slump hit the oil market and revenues
plummeted. Prices of its other exports such
4% coffec, copper and silver were also fall-
ing. That pushed Mexico into even heavier
horrowing just at the time when rising inter-
est rates were adding a cripphing burden
anto its existing debt.

Dotlars poured out of the country despite
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successive devaluations of the peso. The
country’s larpest private company. the
Grupo Alfa. announced huge losses and an
inability to pay its share of the foreign debts.
But i1 was the Western banks themselves
who hnally precipitated the cnsis. Mexico
needed to borrow another 25 hillion dollars
this yedr just to cover pavrnents ot old debt
and its balance of payments deficit. When
the banks said no. the game was up.

Inside Mexico. even with the rescue pack-
age, the crisis will have savage elfects. All
hut the most essential imports will be
stashed. lcaving huge construction projecls
uncompleted, disrupting the economy, and-
hitting exports from the West. Fublic spend-
ing #nd wages will be cut to make room for
pauying oft the bankers. Unemployment. al-
readv a staggering 077 will go even higher.

For the banks Mexico is only the maost
overwhelming disaster in a world where an
estimated 25 countries dare n arrears on
their debt. In Latin Amernica alone they
have around 220 billion dollars at stake,
Argentina with debts of 32 bilhon dollars
has aiso been cut off from new loans and 4
major rescheduling has only been delaved
because ol confusion over Britaun's freezing
of Argentine assers.

In Wost Germany the banks. already
shaken by their heavy involvement n
Poland. have had to write oft M of their
loans to AEG-Telelunken. the electrical
piant. and the country’s seventh largest
employver.

[n Italy the largest private bank. the
Hanco Ambrosiano. has collapsed amidst a
scandal in which the Vatican is heavily in-
volved. Its Luxemburg susbsidiary, which
the [talian government retuses o rescue.
owes around S400 million to other banks.

But it s in the USA that the major banks
are most worried. Already this year one
small bank. Penn Square. has collapsed
after lending on speculative energy venuures
(another case showing that the tall ol
prices is causing as many problems as their
rised. Branitl Airwuays has gone bust. The
multinational, [nternational  Harvesters.
owing 4.2 hillion dollars. could well follow it
despite trying o setl off most ol s
Europcan operarion. Other loss-making
airlines. Massey Ferguson. the Canadian
Dome Petroleum, and countless smaller
horrowers arc-ll running up debts as the
lump continues.

But its Mexicn, with one estimate that the
nine largest American banks have lent it
10 of their capital and reserves, that out-
weiphs them all. Should those loans be
written off. and a major bank or twao stard
declaring losses, the crisis of confidence
could become acute. The reduction of mler-
national lending that has already started
would turn into a severe contraction of the
whaole system.

That reduction of lending risks pushing
aother major borrowers such as Brazil over
the edge. Allof Eastern Furope, apart from
Hungary. has atready been cut off, That
would mean a {urther fall in worldwide
demand. leeding back into the Western
ceonamies as their exports tall. The current
slump is on another downward spiral and
any recovery 18 going to he very weak
indeed.
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“The more political you are, the more cynical
you get.” That was how one London hospital

worker summed up his surprise at the Royal

College of Nursing’s two-to-one vote against
the latest government pay ofter, There is no
doubt that the determination of the health
workers, and the widespread support they
have won from other workers, came as a
welcome surprise after a string of defeats,

This resistance s all the more welcome
since it comes immediately after the crushing
defeat of ASLEF — as much at the hands of
the TUC as British Rail and the
Crovernment.

As we go to press, trade union bureaucrats
are volunteerning for martyrdom at the rate of
one a day. At a first look it might seem that
Moss Evans and company have been tran-
sformed from the pecople who stitched up
ASLEF into working class heroes ready to
suffer for their class,

[f we take a shpghtly longer view of the
movement, the picture that emerges 15 a bit
different. The direction of the movement 15
not simply a matter of a few speeches by
leaders; it depends much more on the overall
balance of {orces at the rank and file level.

One of the indices of this balance 15 the
relatienship between wages and prices.
(verall, both povernment and employers
have been trying to keep pay settlements
below the level of inflation — in plain words,
impose wage cuts. M you were to believe
some of their propaganda, then they have
been getting away with 1t.

In the public sector the government has
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taken a very hard line — the hospital
waorkers are only one example of this.
Usually they have managed to get away with
quite fow settlements without as much
resistance.

In manufacturing, the picture 1s rather
more complicated. In August the CBI
released figures on pay movements in the
manufacturing sector -over the last twelve
months, 55 per cent of settlements were for
seven per cent or more, with the bulk of them
in the seven to ten percent bracket. Only
about five percent of scttlements led to
increases of 11 percent or more.

With 95 percent of pay settlements at or
below the annual rate of inflation, the
employers should be very pleased with them-
selves. No doubt, overall, the final figures
will eventually show that most workers cx-
perienced a fall in real wages in 1982,

But the tigures for lnal settlements con-
cecal  something else which 1s just  as
important. The whole weight of government
and cmplover propaganda has been that the
crisis 15 s bad that a rero offer, or at best two
or three percent, was all that most workers
could realistically hope tor.

In fact, even in manufacturing, where
bankrupicy and closure are an everyday
reality, only about 30 out of 1150 reported
settlements were for three percent or less.
The propaganda about a ‘new mood of
realism’ 15 just not borne out by the tigures.

The first conscquence of this 1s that the
government will (ry (o drive down wages
even further next vear. Sir Geotirey Howe

32 Review Article;

Russian
foreign policy

34 Books: Marx's daughters,
Opium, Jarrow, Economics,
Shorts

36 Revolutionary calender: ialy
1820

Edited by Colin Sparks
Asslated by Stuart Ash, Dave

Beecham, Norah Carlin, Sue

Cockeriil, Peter Court, Andy Durgan,
Pete Goodwin, Noel Halifax, Gareth
Jenkins, Christine Kenny, Ann Rogers,
Joanna Rello, Jim Scott, Marta Wohrie,
Andy Wright,

Production Andy Durgan, Pete
Goodwin

Business Andy Wright

Books Andy Durgan

Subscription rates for one year (11
iIssues): gritain and Ireland £7,
Overseas Surface £8, Europe Air £10,
Elsewhere Air £13.50 {institutions
add £5)

Cheques and postal orders payable
to Socialist Review

Socialist Review is sent free to ail
prisoners on reguest

{SSN 0141-2442

Printed by East End (Offset) Ltd,
(TU All Depts) London E2




i

brackets).

1} The Loat Ravolutlon,
Germany 1918-23 £3.70 °
(4.25. Chas Harman's
ook wall e the first 10l1-
length aceouentan Eaglish
of the workees” struggles
that shook Germany after
the First World War. 4
Boogkmarks publicatian
Z) Engingers at YWar 1933-
45 £3.80 {4 80} Richard
Crauchers readable new
book about the struggtes
of the Enginaars in
British industry.

3) Ada Nield Chew £1.60
(4508 The hie and
wrilings al a Crews
Clathing warkor,
sulragqist, samalist and
trade umonist from the
end of the nineteenth
centLry,

1) Marx's Kapiiai for
Beginners £2 40 (2 951 A
comples subpect made
clear by Davad Smith's
lext a55800d by Phei
Evans' crazy itlustralions
&} Wild Lliiea, Poisonous
Weeds £1.95 (4 05)
Dissident voices from
peppies’ China edited Dy
taregary dantcn

B) Cemanl £2.00 {2 3]
by Fyador Gladkow A
novel from Aussia aboul
the induestria
recanstruction after 1he
vl war,

Ty Nesiroma £1.00 ¢1.25)
a nowel hy Joseph
Conrad which thaugh
wriltan by a fairly
reachionary author, gives
a lelling portrayal of
mperialism at wark in
Latn Amernica.

Altitles 1. 2
B:titles 4. 5 7, 12

{ringed)

11 12 A

Londan N4 2DE

The Bookmarx Club Is a soclalist book
club that brings the best political
paperbacks to its members at low prices.
To join, you must take books from the list
below 10 a value of £6.50 or more at*book
club prices (retall shop prices are given in

B) Curious Journey £3.2Q
(3 05) by K Griffilns and T
O'Grady 15 a tustory of
the unfinished reavalution
at Insh Aepublicanism
told 1mthe words of the
participants.

3) Diege Garcla [Minarity
Rights Growp £3.20) plus
Fatkland lalands, Whase
Crisis? (Latin America
Bureau £1.95) Twor
pamphlets about
strangely conirasting
chapters i reécent British
Imperialism: 1ne fwe
tegether {or £2.50

10} The Road To Gdansk
£2.80 [3.55] By Danigl
Singer An updated
paperback edilion af this
much-praised baok
which includes an
outstandeng critigue of
Golzhenitsyn

11) larael and ihe Arabs
£2.80 13 30 by Maxime
Rudmnson, ravised edition
pravides a raadable
background to present
conflicis.

12) Tears and Joy £1.00
i1 29) A collectian at
writings by a group of
parents of mentally
handicapped children,

has aiready announced that he wants very
low pay settlements this autumn. The

maximum figure that they have in mind s the

seven percent target to which they hope
inflation will have dropped by the end of the
vear. Where they think that they can get
away with it they will make an effort to
enforce much lower settlements.

The other consequence of the CBI record
is that a kot of original ‘final offers’ of two or
three percent ended up as ‘final final offers of
seven or eight percent. Of course, miny of
those settiements inciude substannal
productivity concessions, but they still illus-
trate a definite refusal to accept cap in hand
whatever the management deigned to offer.

The picture on the shop floor, then, is one
of retreat, but not of disorderly rout. The
ruling class have won a series of battles but
they have not won the class war.

At the top of the movement, therc 1s a
slightly different picturc. A number of trade
unions are in deep financial trouble and the
pressure 1owards mergers and to
reliance on the TUC for services and *advice’
IS INCTEASINg.

Loss of members—still overwhelmingly
due to unemployment rather than mass
desertions from trade unionism—and the
retreat on the shop floor, give a free hand to
the most craven elements in the bureaucracy
of individual unions. And the weakness ol
individual unions gives & free hand to the
most craven elements in the TUC
bureaucracy.

If we look at what the TUC has actually
dane over the last twelve months, the victory
of the craven — both of the official right and
the official left—is obvious. On
unemployment, wages, antl-union laws, the
best they have been able to manage has been
some half-cock propaganda.

Grim picture
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The decision to call for action on 22
September does not contradict this. Itig, o
fact, yet another attempt to head off trouble
and strengthen the hold of the burcaucrats,

[t has been obvious for some time that
quitc large numbers of workers are ready to
take at least limited action to support the
hospital staff. Usually the employers have
had enough sense to keep gquiet and steer
clear of the legal options open to them under
existing government legislation.

The Ncwspaper Publisher Association,
who have a string of anti-union victories be-
hind them, most notably at The Times, took a
different line. They scught and won six
injunctions against named trade umon
officials preventing them taking action.

Such injunctions must be *served” on the
named otficials. Five officials sat meekiy in
their offices and waited for the law before
calling off their action. Only Geraghty, a
lower level bureaucrat, took the obvious step
of making himself scarce so that he did not
get the injunction.

The fact that Geraghty could do this, that
the clectrictans could defy the court and take
action, that they could put off paying the finc
until it was met by an anenymaous capitalist,
is an object lesson to the TUC leadership.

The first lesson is thal the hospital workers
dispute is an issue upon which it1s possible to

4

mobilise, and thus it might be possible to use
it to push the Tories into something more ot
a ncgotidling position.

The second lesson is that a messy situation
outside of the direct control of the burean-
crats was developing, I it -was allowed to
continve, it might get out of hand with
somebody being locked up. That would
mean a real fight, and hardly any trade union
jeaders want that.

Both of those pressurcs meant that the
trade union bureaucracy needed o get
control of the movement in order to make
surc that it does what they want. They have
no intention of leading a real fight. If you
look behind the headlines at what Moss
Fvans really said, vou find that he did not
declare himself rcady to defy a court
injunction, only to refuse to pay any fines.

In many ways this string of events 15 a
small-scale repeat of the role of the TUC In
the 1972 ‘Pentonville Dockers’ case. Then a
number of rank and file workers defied the
law and went to prison. Other workers
struck in solidarity with them, The TUC
called a vne-day general strike for a week
tater. The dockers were released. Two weeks
later the TUC leaders were engaged in talks
with the Heath government.

This strategy may or may not work. In
particular, any mobilisation of the member-
ship involves the possibility of accadents.
Someone might end up 1o prison, and then
the TUC would find itsclf in a situation
where the stakes were much higher. On the
other hand the Tories might decide to ride
out September 22 and challenge the TUC 10
do better next time. Whatever 15 the out-
come, however, it does not represent a major
change of spots on the part of Len Murray
and company.

Il we lock at the Labour Party over the last
twelve months, we find an even grimmer pic-
ture. This time last vear the left was on the
offensive, Tony Benn very ncarly won the
post of Deputy Leader. The right wing of the
Labour Party have not become any less
horrible since then. [f anything their
patriotism over the Falklands war has
deepened their attachment to the most reac-
tionary policies.

This vear Michael Foot and Denms
Healev are wnopposcd tor their posts. The
left wing have formally abandoned any
pretence at winning the Labour Party. Tony
Benn is making speeches backing Foot as
leadcr.

The |.abour Party are not simply making a
tactical retreat. They are onthe run. They are
worried that the right wing will win control
of the National Executive.

What is more, Lheir retreat is a cowardly
one. Most, but not all, of the left hawve
npposed the witchunt against Mifirant, but
the defence campaign has been feeble
compared with the effort they put in for
Benn last year. Then there were a string of
massive mectings at union conferences
which helped to shift things. This year there
have been no such meetings, on the defence
of the Mifitant ur anything else.

If we ook more closely at the NEC
elections, the extent of their weakness is spelt
out very clearly, One of the posts left is con-
(esting this vear is that of Treasurer. Michael
Meacher is running lor the left against Eric
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Varley, a living incarnation of cverything
that is rotten about the right wing of the
Labour Party. Meacher’s own union—
COHSE—has failed to nominate  him.
Varley 1s nonunated by the National Union
of Mineworkers. Last vear the NUM voted
tor Tony Benn after a membership ballat,

Neither, it seems, has the left succeeded in
transtorming the grass-roots of the Party,
Although the constituency parties are still
largely Bennite, and will vote against the
attack on Mifirant, they still seem to be losing
members. The [982 ftigure is given as
276,092; this 1s the lowest singe 1929,

No doubt the outflow conceals the fact
that people are still joining the Labour Party.,
but 1t is clear that the left have made little
tmpact on the life of constituency parties.
The level of political involvement can be
judged from the fact that these 276,692
people contributed a mere £561.000 to
central funds last vear—round about two
quid a hecad. That Ags to mean paper
membership, apathy, lack of involvement—
the (radittonal face of a dving clectoralist
rump,

Fratlure in the umions and failure in the
constituencies come  together on  Party,
finances. Membership contributions,
bpecause of inactivity, amount to 17 percent
of what the ¢lectoral machine needs. The rest
comes from the trade unions—1n effect from
the unchallenged bureaucrats. The defeat of
the left 1% general,

Picket lines

The idea was always 1o reform the Labour
Party 1n order to reform soctety, Benn and
his camp foilowers have failed cven in their
first aum.

What the left have achieved out of their
much pubiicised campaign amounts Lo the
right to run the GLC, ‘Fortress Islington’
and one or two other councils—within the
limits laid down for them by the Tornes and
the courts. About the only concrete result
has been the creation of a large number of
well-patd research jobs.

Both on the political and industrial fronts
the picture over the last year is one of
continuing retrcat. There is nc guarantee
that the hospital dispute will 1 sresent the
end of that retreat.

Rather than speculate on 1the possibic
outcome of the dispute it 15 better to note
that it illustrates that no downturn is ever
complete and total. Even in a pericd when
most workers are scared into silence, some
groups are ready to fight.

The downturn which followed the defeat
of the 1926 General Strike was much deeper
than the one we are experiencing now, Trade
urion membership fell. Workplace organisa-
tion was more or less smashed. The trade
union leaders moved very sharply to the
right. Nevertheless, even in this period there
were very sharp struggles.

The cotton wndustry, for ¢xample, was
very hard hit by unemployment, which in
1932 had reached 38% of the insured
population n [ancashire. But even here
there was resistance, In {929 a wage cut was
only imposed by means of a three week
lockout, InJanuary 1931 attempts to enforce
speedup resulted mn strike action in Burnley,
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Fieet Streot electriclans defy the Tories

followed by a general lockout, In 1932 there
were more battles culminating in a long and
bitter strike. These battles were defeats, but
the fact is that even in very bad conditions
warkers were prepared to fight.

Sometimes these battles came from the
most unexpected quarters. Thus the most
determined resistance to  the ‘Bedaux®
productivity system was 4 sirike in 1932 by
10,000 unorganised women workers at
Lucas in Birmingham.

All ot these, like the current hospital
workers strike, were examples of what we
might call ‘upturns inside the downturn’.

For socialists, there are two important
consequences ol this, The first 1s that it 15 im-
portant to continually stress that downturns
do not last forever—that the working class is
not completely alomised and is capable of
recovering quite quickly. We can cite 1n our
support the opinion ot the Fnancral Times
which argued that:

“...it 1s fear of the dole rather than respect
for the law which restrains the unions ...
when the cconomy picks up, or when the
tear is replaced with active resentment,
the law may be cxposed to a challenge
mare fierce than any that it has seen in
this country since the war—including the
events of 1972 and 1974 ... The union’s
collective strength, though latent, is still
the greatest in civil society,”
The wording (“civil society™ betrays the
fact that this was probably written by some
ex-Marxist who has sold out to Fleet Street,
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but the analysis 15 clearly in line with the
thinking of the saner elements of the ruling
class. Plainly put, they are saying: ‘Don't
crow too soon, the upturn 1s on its way.’

But a develepment which will happen at
some unspecified time in the future is not a
complete guide to action. Socialists always
try to relate to the actual state of the class
struggle. We do not stand around with
folded arms waiting for the situation to
develop to the point where we might
cotidescend to do something.

The hospital workers® dispute throws in to
sharp relief the fact that 1t s possible and
necessary to do something, however limited,
even 1n the depths of a downturn. All of the
cxperience shows that it is possible to help
win the struggle. It is possible to visit picket
lines. 1t 1s possible to take hospital workers
to other factones. It is possible to take
collections. It i1s possibie to get delegations
from branches and stewards’ committees. It
1 sometimes possible to get industriai
action. The Geraghty affair started from just
such modest work.

The tact that even that modest activity has
had 1ts effect on the trade union leaders show,
that it 15 worthwhile. And the fact that they
have been forced to take some sort of action
creates new and greater opportunities for
intervention, |

That is the major lesson of the current dis-
pute. The gap between a future upturn and
the present is not bridged by just walting.
Opportunities, however small, can be seized
with profit.

e o e e e e e e e e e e e e e g

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

Return to Socialist Review, PQ Box 82, London E2
Subscription rates for one year {11 issues): Britain and Ireland £7,
Overseas Surface £8, Europe Air £10, Eisewhere Air £13.50 {institutions

add £5)

d
o
3
@

-
|
l
|
!
i
l
|
l
|
i
l
l
l
l
l
!
l
l
l
I
!
J
|
i
i
!
i
|
;
i

L

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

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

Send me the next year's
Socidlist Review starting
with issue no ..,
(Cheques/POs payable tc
Socialist Review)

e




Lebanese labyrinih

Following their crushing defeat
of the PLO military
organisation, the Israelis are
trying to claim that they have
‘pacified’ Lebanon. Mike Davis
looks at the real history of the
country and at the obstacles to
Begin’s plans.

There is every sign that Israelis digging in for
a long stay in Lebanon, The government 18
budgetting for an occupation of at least &
months, while in the Lebanese mountains
Isracli troops are being issued with winter
clothing.

In Tel Aviv the Israeli government’s
hashara (propaganda) department 15 hard at
work attempting to repair I[srael’s tattered
image, and is projecting the occupation as a
‘mission of justice’. With their ally Bashir
Gemayel elected as Lebanese president, the
Israclis argue that they are already part way
towards re-establishing peace and harmony
in Lebanon.

To back up their claim the lsraelis have
enthusiastically filmed scencs of Lebanese
civilians welcoming the Israeli army. They
have claimed that Lebancon s celebrating the
expulsion of the PLO.

As their occupation continues Israel has
discovered more and more evidence of Pales-
tinian ‘atrocities’. The Palestinians are pro-
jected as a ‘parasitic’ presence in Lebanon,
the PLO as a ‘cancer” that had to be removed

if Lebanen was to return to the hurmony of

former years,
The Palestinian presence in Lebanon is a

result of the mass expulsion of Arabs from
Palestine in 1948, Of the one mithion Pales-
tinians displaced by Israel some 100,000 fled
north into Lebanon. They faced appalling
conditions 1n the refugee camps that were
slowly cstablished.

The Palestinians’ conditions were made
more unbearable by the attitude of the
Lebanese authorities. The government
feared that the presence of Palestinians
would destabilise the complicated political
system that guaranteed control for a small
nurnber of wealthy Maronite Christians.

Maronite landowners had long controiled
the most fertile areas of Lebanon, and had
extended their interests into trade and
commerctal life. During the nineteenth cen-
tury the occupying colonial power—
France—worked hard to consolidate the
Maronites’ position. They were closely
linked into the French trading network and
given exclusive use of the educational system
that was established 1n Lebanon, To this day
most Maronites speak French as well as
Arabic, and many are almost obsessively
Francophile,

By the 1920s the system of privilege that
had cmerged looked uncannily like that of
the Orange State of Nerthern Ireland.
Muslims—who made up some 50 per cent of
the population—were largely poor, uned-
ucated and deeply resentful of their Maron-
ite rulers.

In 1943 the system was formalised under
the National Covenant or constitution, later
described by Maronite leader Pierre
(Giemayel as having been ‘fashioned by
geniuses’. Under the Cowvenant the Maron-
1tes were to hold a dominant share of tep po-
sitions in government, the administration
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and the army. This was said to be the result
of a fine calculation that would ensure
balance between Lebanon’s dozen religicus
sects. In reality it simply legally enshrined
Maronite control.

During the 1950s the Lebanese ruling class
fcared that the pan-Arabism which was
sweeping the Middle East might threaten
their control, and they saw the Palestinians
to be the most susceptible element in an in-
creasingly edgy population. An attempted
uprising in }1958—only put down with the aid
of US Marines—heightened the Maronite
fears.

The 15 Palestinian camps in Lebanon be-
came permanent ghettoes. Most families had
no real means of support, clinging on with
UN aid and other occasional handouts.
Almost no Palestimans found permanent
work. The pecubarities of the Lebanese
economy—with its tiny industrial sector and
large service function—offered few of the
opportunities that were appearing in nearby
Arab states,

In addition Palestinians were excluded.

from all public and most private employ-
ment as a matter ot policy. They were not
granted passports and were denied welfare
benefits—even though these were deducted
at the same rate as from the income of the
Lebanesc. The camps were closely watched
by the agents of military intelligence—the
Deuxiéme Bureaun. Treatment of Pales-
tinians in Lebanon was probably worse than
in any country of the diaspora.

Guerilla war

1n the mid-60s the Palestinian ‘revolution’
was born. The guerrillasof the armed groups
soon found enthusiastic support in the
camps of Lebanon, sharpened by almost 20
vears of institutionalised oppression. The
Deuxiéme Bureau responded by increasing
its activities. Those suspected of Imvolvement

-in Palestinian organisations were trequently

beaten and imprisoned. In 1966 a Fatah
member was killed after torture by the
ebanese authorities, and an Arab Nation-
alist Movement member was said to have
heen beaten ‘toc a plaster” at the Bourg al
Shemali camp near Tyre.

By 1969 the Palestinians were seen as a ser-
ious threat to the government. Jts success in
mounting guerriila attacks that proved a
diplomatic—if not military—embarrass-
ment to Israel was leading many young
L.ebanese to join the PLO. The southern
cities of Sidon and Tyre were especially ter-
tile areas for recruitment.

The L.chanese government—with 1ts built-
in Maronite majority—feared that the Pales-
tinian raids would provoke Israeli retali-
ation. They were unconcerned about the fate
of Palestinian residents of the camps, but
worried that Isracli attacks might create.
pressure for a larger and more effective
Lebanese conscript army. The existing selec-
tively-recruited national army was con-
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trolled by a largely Christian officer corps.

Events came to a head in 1969 when a huge
demenstration of Lebanese and Palestinians
in Beirut protested against I[sraeh attacks
and the army’s inability to respond. in the
months that followed Palestinian and
Lebanese Musiim cooperation developed
rapidiy. The Deuxizme Bureau was expelled
from many camps and the army prevented
from entering, In November 1969 the Cairo
agreement was signed. This provided that
the PLO should have the right to carry arms
and operate as an independent force in cer-
tain areas, including those of the camps.

The success of the Palestinians in defying
the Lebanese government was a great stimu-
lus te the Muslim population. The
Muslims—now in a majority—had become
increasingly frustrated by the cynicism of the
Lebanese ruling class, During the 1960s land
had been concentrated in fewer and fewer
hands as the landowning families expelled
peasant cultivators in favour of their citrus
and vegetable projects.

At the same time, with the region moving
into the oil boom Beirut had become com-
mercial cenire of the Arab world. Maronite
businessmen—and a fcw prominent
Muslims—had developed a taste for flaunt-
ing their fast-growing wealth. Beirut became
known as the Scho of the Middle East, But
only vards from the nightclubs and bou-
tiques of al Hamra were the slums of the
Muslim poor—and the Palestinian camps.

In 1970 King Hussein's Black September
offensive drove tens of thousands ot Pales-
tinian activists from Jordan into Lebanon.
Beirut became the headquarters of the PLO
and the relationship with the Lebanesc lett
strengthened. Leftist organisations began to
mushroom, recruiting principally among the
cities of the south—Sidon and Tyre, Tripoli
in the north, and in West Beirut.

All the nationalist and socialist currents of
the Arab world were represented. Ideologies
varied from the hard pro-Moscow line of the
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long-established Communist Party, to the
Nasserites amd Ba’'athists and the semi-
mystical popuiism of the Progressive Social-
1st Party {PSP). It all of them leadership was
principally in the hands ol the Mushm
middle class, Their socialist rhetoric re-
flccted the rapidly-growing bitterness ot the
Muslim poor,

In 196% Kemal Jumblati—herediary

leader of the Druze Muslim sect and of the
PSP—had founded the Progressive National
Parlies and Forces. This grouping of leftist
organisations supported the Palestimans
and called for the abolition of sectarianism
and changes in the constitution and the elec-
toral laws. During the early 70s the PNPF
became the focus for the prowing leftist
movement.

In 1975 Lebancen exploded into civil war,
Significantly the first spark was the army’s
attack on a demonstration supporting
Muslim fishermen in Sidon who were pro-
testing against the fishing monopoly of
Maronite businessman and former president
Camille Chamoun. Within weeks skirmishes
between leftist and rightist militias had
developed imo all-out conflict, The PLO
soon joined the reformed PNPF—now
known as the l.ebanese National Movement.
By November 1976 60,000 Lebanese and
Palestinians were gead. |

A group of wealthy familics had long
feuded amongst themscives tor leadership of
the Maronite community and of the Leban-
ese system. Chief among the contenders were
the Franjiehs, with their base in the northern
mountains, the Chamouns of Damour near
Beirut, and the Gemavels of the central
mountain arca.

The Gemavels had always been the most
ruthless and the most successtul. Their
Phalange or Kataeb had been established in
1936 shortly after Pierre Gemayel had visited
the Berlin Olympics to admire Nazi Party
organisation. The Phalange borrowed dir-
ectly from the fascist model, with paramili-
tary organisation, [ascist salute and
marching songs. [t developed a racist
ideology—always latent in the Maronite
tradiion—that drew on European fascist
notions of *Arvan’ supcriority. The Gemayel
version had the Maronites deriving from
‘Phoenician’ stock. Other Lebancse were
‘mere’ Arabs. The Phalange was obsessively
anti-communist and dedicated to expelling
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the Palestimians from Lebanon.

~ Most Maronites had kept their distance
from the Phalange, but on the outbreak of
civil war many threw in their lot with the
(Gemavels. The various Christian Militias
united to form the [.ebanese Forces, but as
the National Movement and the PLO com-
hined against them, the Maronites were soon
in deep trouble.

Their militias were driven inte a smali en-
clave north of Beirut where the PLO and
LNM threatened their finai defeat. At the
critical moment a 40.000-strong Syrian
army—which had formally entered Lebanon
to support the Palestinians—swung 1nto an
alliance with the rightists and opened a new
offensive on the PLO,

With support from the Syrians the nghtist
militias felt free to carry out a series of horn-
fying attacks on Palestinian and Muslims.

Earlicr in the war they had killed hundreds of

Muslim and Palestinian poor in the Beirut
slum of Qarantina in an episode recalling the
pogroms of Central Eurcpe. In retaliation
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the P1.0O had destroved the Christian town ot

Damour, South of Beirut. Now the rightists
tightened their blockade of the Palestinian
camp of Tal al Zaater. After months of seige
and lengthy artillery bombardment, they
succeeded in killing some 184,000 of the
inhabitants.

When the fighting stopped in November
1976 the Syrians were in full control. The
Maronites were permitted to extend their en-
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After morc
bloody battles with the Syrians, the PLO and
lefiists were restricted to the town of Tripoli
in the notth, to West Beirut, to a thin strip of
land along the coast including Sidon and
Tyre, and inland towards the Bega Valley.

With Tsraeli support the Maronites also
acquired a strip of territory along the lsraels
border, soon named ‘Haddadland® atter
former Lebanese army otticer Saad Haddad,
who had entered an open alhiznce with [srael.

The Lebanese state had collapsed. There
were now three power bases—the Maronite
militias, the PLO and the Syrian army.

"Among the tightists the Phalange set out to

consolidate 1its position. The Phalange had
come under the command of Pierre
(iemavel's youngest son Bashir, who had al-
readv won 4 reputation for what his brother
Amin described as ‘megalomaniac violence'

It June 1978 Bashir organised the murder
of 30 members of the rival Franjieh famly,
including Tony Franjich, son of the former
president. A year later the Phalange effect-
ively liguidated the remnants of Camille
Chamoun’s “Tiger' militias. The Ciemayels
strengthened their alliance with israel, who
had far years supplicd them with cash and
a1e besl American weaponry.

Liquidating the PLO

When Isracl invaded Lebanon in 1973
there is little doubt that their adventure had
been thoroughly discussed with the Phalange
leadership. Only the Israchs” inability to se-
cure a quick breakthrough against the PLO
fighters in the south—and the apparent con-
sternation this caused amongst strategists in
Tel Aviv—scems to have prevented them
striking north to link up with the rightists
forces. [n the end lsrael settled tor a streng-
thening of the Haddad miiytia, and an exten-
sion of his enclave north towards the
Palestinian positions.

Throughout this period the Palestinians
were subject to repeated Isracli attacks. Itis
also clear that their relationship with the
Lebanese suffered badly in some areas.
Following the civil war large quantities of
money and guns {Towed from Arab capitals
to the various sections of the PLO. The PLO
became more bureaucratic, concentrating in
Beirut with less and less control in the camps.
Manyv Palestinians will today admit that
some of their fighters bullied the Lebanese,
especially in the south. But there is no evi-
dence of the Isracli allegations of PLO
torture and killing that have foliowed the
1982 invasion, [ndeed during the late 70s the
PLO continued 10 recruit among Lebanese,
especially in the towns of the south.

When Israel invaded Lebanon again in
Jupe 1982 its leaders had no intention of
‘solving’ the Lebanon problem on behall of
the Lebanese people. Their aim was to liqui-
date the PLO, driving the largest number of
Palestinians out of Lebanon. They then
aimed to establish a permanent Phalangist
hegcmony.

There were at least two external rcasons
why Israel launched its June tnvasion. The
possibility of a deal between (he United
States and the PLO—wath Arafat recog-
nising [srael—causcd the [sraclis to try and
wrest the initiative away from Washington
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and a ‘moderate’ Palestiman leadership. In
addition Begin was anxious to carry forward
his plan for hquidaung the PLO mibtanly as
a pretude 1o the annexation of the West
Bank.

But Israel has also long held ambitions to
intervenc in Lebanon and 1o impose 1ts own
plan on both 1l.ebanese and Palestinians.

Isracl wants to turn the clock back 20
years to.a time when the Maronites con-
trolled a'stil! passive Mustim population and
had etfectively imprisoned the Palestinians
1n their camps. Ever since the P1.O provided
the catalyst for the organisation of the Mus-
lim population Tsracl has been determined to
srmash their alliance and try and cnsure thar
there cian be no repeal of the 1976 sttuation
when the combined PLO and LNM forces
threatened Maronite power,

Isracl has placed the Phalange in control
over wide arcas of occupied Lebanon and is
now prepared to back them to the hilein their
etfort to construct o new state apparatus that
will consolidate rightist control. In return
the Israelis expect their ally Gemayel—re-
cently elected after a taree of purchased voles
and open intimidatton—to recognise the
Zionist srate,

The muore hawkish Brach strtegists huve

Socialist Review Sopica b, el

ather intcntions. Some would like to incor-
porate the whole of Lebanon south of Beirut
as a northern province of Israel. Others
favour an occupation of the southern terri-
torics with the intention of squeezing out all
the remaining Palestinian population and

tapping the much-prized waters of the Litam

River for irrigation projects in Israel.

The present government ts already hoping
for a lucrative trading relationship with
Istael across a border they intend should al-
ways be under their control, In July and
August trade between the two countries
amounted to $10 million—larger than
Isracli-Egvptian trade over a whole vear.

But thc whole Israeli project is fraught
with difficulties. The Maronite population is
now I a minority. An estimated 60 per cent
of taday’s population is Mushm, and after 10
vears of almost continuous conflict and
[staeli raids and invasions, they have become
poorer and more desperate,

It the short term Gremayel may have a
chance of trving to reconstruct a new
natuonal army and of drawing in selected
Mushm elements.

Traditional Mushm leaders will come 1o
an accomodation with him—but as o the
pust, their inability 1o solve
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the problem of

deepening divistons in Lebanese society will
prevent them exercising effective controil
over the resentful masses of the Muslim
slums and villages.

There is little chance of an effective ‘leftist’
fightback—the left 15 1declogically poverty-
stricken and deeply divided, But after a
decade of experience in organising against
the right and the [sraels, the organisations
of the LNM will not simply disappear,
Bashir Gemayel and the Phalange are deeply
hated by large numbers of Lebanese. The
1dea that he can *unify’ Lebanon, when his
rise to power has been motivated by ob-
sessive sectarianism is similar 1o suggesting
that in a populaton two-thirds Catholic the
UVF could expect the support of the whole
population of Northern Ireland,

Continuing struggle

If Gemayel faces serious difficuities in
establishing his new apparatus the I[sraelis
may feel compelied to stay and support him.
Now that the United States appears to have
begun a ‘Camp Dawvid Mark 2° operation,
they may also feel that their presence in
Lebanon will be a uscful bargaining counter.

But with every additional month of occu-
pation the Israeli forees will be compelled to
develop practices little different from those
ot the Phalang:sts they so badly want to see
in [ull control, Their continuing presence
may do much o unite the rather motley col-
lection of lefust and nationalist groups
presently in some disarray. Fighting it outin
the streets of Lebanese cities could cost Israel

dear.

The Palestinians still have a role to play in
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Lebanon. Despite its military battering the .
PLO retains the support the 306000 o

430,000 Palestinians who remain.
Giemayel and the Israelts can force them all
out into Syria or Jordan, a renewed co-
ordination with what remains of the LINM is
likely. The Palestimans will carry on their
struggle, though undcer far greater pressu're
than that to which they became accustomed
over the past 15 years, The Israelis drove the
Palestinians inte Lebanon in 1948, Eight
wdrs and two invasions later they have still
failed to get rid of them,
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Israeli soldiers show off US-made Howitzer

Uncle Sam’s nasty nephew

The USA is Israel’s backstop.
Noel Halifax looks at this
spectal relattonship.

Isracl's existence is due 10 the USA. Since
1948 the USA has poured vast amounts of
aid and arms mnto the country. Without US
support Israel would ot survive. Asa nation
state It 1s an economic monstrosity. Almost
constantly at war, by 1950 44 per cent of all
government outlays was on arms. Inflation
tuelled by this is well over 100 per cent a year.
It is one of the most clear cases of a client-
state, a parasite on the American economy,
imperialism by proxy.

To see why the USA should support Israel
te such an extent you have to look at two
major factors; America’s economic and
political interests, and the ideological victory
of Zionism in the west, especially in the
States.

America’s prime economic interest in the
Middle East 15 o1l. The Middle East has the
largest stocks of cil outside of Russia and
China. As the editor of Har'aretz, a leading
Isracli paper, put it in 1951:

‘Strengthening lsrael helps the western
powers [0 maintain equilibrium and sta-
bility in the Middle East. Isracl is to be-
come the watchdog.®

A powerful Isracl 1s like a knife at the
throat of Arab nationalism which is poten-
ually at least, hostile to US interests. Both
Israel and [ran, in the days of the Shah, were
built to guard American interests. There 15
an ‘equiltbrium’ of violence and Israell ex-
pansion, at the expcense of the displaced
Palestinians.

With the fall of the Shah and the bitter
memory of direct involvement in Vietnam,
America even more feels the need of a power-

ful client state. As the Fingnciaf Times put it
after the invasion of Lebanon, the US
government:

‘has confirmed their view that Israel is
the only ally in the Middle East sirong
enough, both military and pohiticaly, for
the US to rely on (“The most effective
rapid deployment force the US could
possibly hope for” is how one policy
advisor described it}." (15/7/82)

So in spite of all the noise and shouts for
peace, and Camp David Agreements, the US
concept of peaceful co-existence remains
that of acceptance of Israeli and American
dominance of the area,

Marxists have always opposed Zionism.
In the Jewish ghettoes of Eastern Europe
and Russia there was a long tradition of anti-
zionist socialist jews. Zionism as a dominant
ideology did not win the battle of ideas ull
the defeats of the 30s and the effects of the
Second WErld War.

Victory of Zionism

After the war the economic/political
needs of American capital coincided with
and reinforced an ideological victory of
Zionism within the left. The call for a *home
for the Jews® became a progressive demand
in the minds of most iiberals or ‘socialists’.

Horror at the gas chambers of Hitler, the
rise of anti-semitism in Russia, the deteat of
the socialist movement—all meant that there
was little opposition to Zionism trom the
left. More commaonly it was the anti-semitic
Right that opposed the creation of lsrael. In
Britain the Labour Party suppoerted Israel,
seeing the Kibbutz as sociabist and a counter
to the reactionary senm-teudal Arab states.

What was true in Britain was a thousand
times true in America. Zionism won hands
down. The more liberal vou were, the more

10

pro-Israel. Hence Jane Fonda entertaining
the troops outside Beirut.

Only after the recent invasion of Lebanon
and the attempt to cxierminate the PLO have
there been signs of opposition to Israel
amongst Amecrican liberals, and this has
been smaller than the anti-war movement 1n
[srael itself.

. There atrc something like 6 million Jews in
the US. Of course not all of them are Zionist,
but the vast majority support [srael. The
Jewish lobby is onc of the most powerful
lobbies in American politics. Traditionally it
has been a liberal pressure group fighting for
civil rights, particularly strong on the eastern
sea board,

The Jewish lobby is a source of continuous
private capital in the form of gifts and loans.
Under US law gifts to [srael are tax deduct-
able. It has helped to create a whole social
world for rich to middle-class Jews centered
on supporting fIsrael. Dinners are held,
births celebrated with presents such as a tree
in Israel etc. All of this makes support for Is-
rael a powerful force highly resistant 10 dis-
sent and logical argument.

There have recently been signs of criticism
of Israel inside the American Jewish com-

munity. During the Beirut blood-bath, page
advertisements signed by promincnt liberal
Jews appeared in the newpapers con-
demning the Lebanon invasion.

When Begin arrived in America just after
the invasion, only 1,000 showed up 1o greet
him. He had expected 30,000, At the annual
convention of American Reform rabbis, a
motion criticising Israel was lost 2 to 1.

Despite this, during his trip to America
Begin toured the country raising funds for
the war. The Bronfman family (they control
the world's largest distillers Seegramsjgavea
chegque for $250,000 at a fund raising lunch
at the Waldorf-Astoria in New York: 327
million was raised over the lunch hour.
There seems little sign of the funds drying up.

But as well as the financial help, the Jewish
lobby gives Begin one of his most powertul
weapons: political clout inside Amenca. In
Philadelphia or New York an anti-Israel
policy means not just lost votes but lost elec-
tions. This was brought home to Reagan last
year over his fight to sell Saudi Arabia
AWACS.

AWACS are air-borne radar stations that
can look over the horizon and monitor ail
plane movements for hundreds of miles.
Reagan wanted to boost his relations with
Saudi Arabia now that Iran was lost and
looked like upsetting the all important Gulf
area. However Reagan came up against the
Jewish lobby since Israel considered the sale
a threat to its power.

Saudi Arabia has never gone further than
words in its condemnation of lsrael. It 1s
much more concerned with keeping its own
population in control. But it still took the
whole might of the White House to pressure
and flatter the deal through the Congress.

While the issue was in the balance it
caused a wobble in American-Saud re-
lations, ironically upsetting the vital oil
policy that Israel was originally supported
for. So the relationship between chent and
centre is no longer one-way. The American
government is hindered in its options ovet
Israel. The client can pull a few strnings back,
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The quarrel over the sale of AWACs was
not an isolated incident. The long estab-
lished uie between America and Israel has
come rather unstuck recently,

Istael has evolved very dudferently from
the dreams of 19th century Zionists. It was to
have been a totally Jewish state with al!
ciasses being Jewish. But as Israel expanded
it has incorporated more and more Palestin-
tans. Israel's industry has grown on the
demands of the military, some Arabs have
been sucked nto the system as low-pawd
workcers. The Palestinian ‘problem” has been
absorbed into the state of Israel. Owver
400,000 Palestimans now work in Israel, If
[sracl annexcs the West Bank, as Sharon
appears to want to do, this will only increase
the problem.

‘Greater Israel’

At the same time there is the aggressive be-
haviour of the Begin government and the
growth of fanatical Zionism calling for a
more expansionist policy and a ‘Greater
[srael’, This ultra-aggressive Israel is to take
the logic of Zionism to its conclusion and 18
personified by the Defence Minister Sharon,
[t was Sharon who pushed for harsh treat-
ment of the West Bank Arabs and for the
‘final solution’ to the PL.CY in Beirut. Behind
Sharon arc the even more sinisier Gush
Emunin. Their solution to the ‘problem™1s to
expell all Palestinians or ‘persuade’ them to
leave.

The mightier the chient-state becomes the
more. willing it is to bite the hand that feeds
it. As Sharon has put it:

‘The Americans should not treat Israel
as “natives” .., and we should not behave

as beggars’ {Time, 3/5/82).

When Amecrica publicly criticised Israc] for
seizing the Ciolan Heights in 1981, Sharon
went as far as to declare that Isracl could sur-
vive perfectly well without Amencan help.
Similarly Bepin has sometimes been bitter
over American comments:

‘The people of Israel have hived for
3,700 years without a strategic co-
operation agrecment with America and

can continue without it for another 3,70
years.’

Of course much of this 1s public posturing.
Israel and America are linked as much as
Britain and Ulster. Israei could not survive
alone. The American government is unable
to break its commitment. Also Israel sull
does America’s dirty work—action the US
would love to do itself but couldn’t because
of internal and world reaction, Underlying
the surface rows there still remains a role for
Israel as America’s policeman in the Middle
East. As the Financial Times put it on
30/6/82;

‘If the US is annm}'ed with Israel, it is
oniy 1n the manner of an over-indulgent
parent worrying about the tantrums of a
spotled child. US-Israel relations may be
at their lowest ebb for 25 years... buteven
today US affection for Israel runs deep.’

_ Israel also plays a useful role as an exten-
stion of American foreign policy. In the 70s

Israel acted as a bridge for American in-
fluence into black Africa and other areas
where the local rulers were unwilling to
openly deal with the USA. Similarly, with
ClA guidance, Israe! helped train Ethiopian
forces and has strong links with South
Africa. Whenever there are problems in
cpenly dealing with a country or training its
troops, America can use Israel.

The reason for America’s Criticisms of
Israci has beep the new relationships with
Arab states. Arab nationalism, that seemed
such a threat to American interests in the 50s
and 60s (Nasser 1s the most obvious

example), had wilted, leaving only Libya..

The even more erratic Iran mouths anti-
iumperialist slogans. Arab nationalism
floundered on a4 combination of factors, not
least of which has been the Arab
governments' fear of their own people and
economic collapse. '
Dangerous hostile Arab states have
evoived into foyal friends of America, queing
for aid like Egypt or Jordan. Or, like Saudi
Arabia, they arc conservative states busy
keeping down their. own poputations and
looking to the dominant force in the area,

1. Israel
2. Egypt
3. Turkey
4. Pakistan
5. Spain

6. Greece
7

8. Sudan
:

0. Tunisia
=

[
.-i
[ —

L] ‘:.-'r.# -.“;I .

=

r

Ten largest recipients of US military
and related assistance

. South Korea

El Salvador

Source: Chicago Sun-Times

($ millions)

1982 1983
$2,208.0  $2,485.0(+12.6%)
$1,673.0 $2,052.0 (+22.7%)

$702.5 $819.0(+16.6%)

$100.6 $450.8(+348%)
$144.0  $500.0(+188.2%)
$281.2 $282.6(+0.5%)
$167.4 $211.9(+26.6%)
$201.2 $171.7(-14.6%)
$156.0 $166.3(+6.6%)

$91.0 $141.6(+55.7%)
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America, to help them in the process.

Israel 1s no longer America’s oniyfriend in
the area. Tt is now dotted with them. The
problem for America is that most of these
new friends are unstable and memones of the
Shah run deep. None of the Arab states seem
tao be able to provide what America wants,
As a4 stable client state to police the area,
Israel retains its central role.

Reugan 1s faced with an increasingty
unstable situation. [sracl is prone 10 internal
problems, The Arab states hit by the world
crisis live 1n fear of their own people and run
te America for arms and aid. Recentlv they
have sought to solve internal problems in the
style of [srael, by going to war, It all makes
for a complex and volatile area. Rifts inside
the Reagan government reflect different
pulls ot policy, while on a world scale Ameri-
can economic might declines,

Military machine

So far the Palestinians have fought against
Israel as one nation against another. With
the might of America behind Israel it always
looked like the Palestinians would lose.
Israclis have found themselves citizens of a
military machine and many of them are be-
coming aware of this. The Arab states® fail-
ure to do anything in support of the PLO in
Beirut cught to bring home to the Pales-
tinlans that Arab governments have more
imterest in maintaining their rule over their
workers than helping the Palestinians
against fsrael. Ruling class interesi, as al-
ways, over-rules any sense of national solid-
arity. For arab workers outside Israel the
issue ot the Palestinians has successfully
been used by their rulers to divert any oppo-
sitton to their oppressive rule,

The uncertainties of the area has produced
an increase in the arms expenditure to an
alarming degree (see tables). Billions of del-
tars worth of arms are being pumped in,
America now sells to Egypt and Saudi
Arabia as well as Israel. To make a compar-
ison, the whole of Central America is
planned to get under $500m of US aid in
1983, the Middle East is to get over $7
billion. El Salvador is scheduled $226m,
Israel $2,485 bitlion. Over 65 per cent of aff
US aid 1s allotted to the Middle East/North
Africa zone! Most of this *aid’ is arms, The
wars 10 come would seem 1o be nastier and
more likely with these amounts of arms
around.

Israel, with US belp, now have their own
arms industries exporting to third world
countries. It is all leading to one huge escal-
atton 1n the amount of weaponry, not onlyin
the immediate area, but in any country
witose rulers feel insecure.

The Middle East 15 inter-hinked into one
system geared 1o providing oil for the west.
The solution to the presenl carnage lies in
workers’ action on a scale beyond that of
national boundaries, A mass arab workers’
movement seems the only l[orce that could
put an end the present system of endless
wars. When that happens no amount of
manipulation by the White House could
patch up the system. Meanwhile the deals go
on, the deaths mount, and all because of the
west’s need for a “safe’ od supply. The price
of petrol 1s very high these days,
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Zimbabwe: Two years free

Robert Mugabe’s regime has
now been in power for more than
two years. Alex Callinicos who
has recently visited Zimbabwe
reports on what it has done.

‘What is happening in Zimbabwe today
proves that Trotsky was wrong’, a young
intellectual of the Zimbabwe African Nat-
ional Union-Patriotic Front {(ZANU-PF)
told me during the independence elections
of February 1980.

What he meant was something like this.
Trotsky's theory of permanent revolution
states that national liberation can only be
achieved in colonial and semi-colomal
countries under the leadership of the urban
working class, which, drawing the peasantry
along behind it, would initiatc a transition to
socialism. Yet in Zimbabwe it was ZANLI-
PF, a nationalist movement dominated by
middic-class intellectuals, which liberated
the country after seven years of guerilla war-
fare in the countryside among the peasants,

and then won a landsiide victory in the elect-

ions on a programme of sociahsm and
‘people’s power .

Returning there nearly two and a half
years after independence, the changes are
obvious. The most visible aspects of racal
discrimination have been abolished, so that
it is difficult to believe that only five years
ago housing. education, and farming land
were segregated, and blacks demed access
to all but the most menial jobs. Such re-
forms would. according to ZANU-PE's
theoreticians, represent only the “national-
democratic' stages of the revolution — the
establishment of equal citizenship rights tor
-all Zimbabweans.

There is little evidence, however. that
Zimbabwe has entered the second, sociahst
stage. Zimbabawe possesses one of the most
advanced and sophisticated economies in
Africa, generating more manufacturing
output per capita than any other country
cxcept South Africa. Control of the
cconomy is still in the hands of the South
‘African and British multinationai com-
‘panies who ran it before independence. Itis
true. that African businessmen are now 1n-
‘vesting in sectors from which they were ex-
«cluded till recently on racial grounds, but
'they are still concentrated primarily in the
sphere of circulation rather than of product-
ion — owning buses and stores rather than
factaries and mines.

The same pattern is to be found when it
comes to the crucial issue of land. 3,700
white ‘commercial farmers’ account for 85
per cent of agricultural output and 68 per
cent of Zimbabwe's export earnings. Before
independence they owned as much land as
780,000 black peasant families in the Tribal
Trust [ands (TTLs). The peasants’ desire
for land provided the: fuel for the war of
liberation. The government is pledged to

buying out over 60 per cent of the com-
merical farmers’ tand and resettling 162,000
black families on it. Many people doubt
whether this will ever happen. Only 9,000
families have been resettled so far, and the
cost of carrying out the full programme -
Z5480) million — seems beyond the govern-
ment's means without foreign aid, which is
not likely to be forthcoming.

Even if it were implemented, the com-
munal areas (as the TTLs are now known)
can only support 325,000 families - half the
number likely to be living there after re-
settlement.

This is not to suggest that the government
has done nothing for workers and peasants
since independence. On the contrary. the
real income of those in employment has
risen sharply. In January. the mimimum
wage for industrial workers was increased
from Z$30 to Z$50. However. unemploy-
ment is clearly very high, despite the im-
possibility of collecting reliable figures. and
has been made wotse by the effects ol the
world recession, which has cut demand for
Zimbabwes mineral and agrcultural
exporis. The real growth rate, an astonish-
ing 13.5 per cent a year in 1980-81, has tallen
this year to an estimated five per cent — very
respectable by our standards. but too low in
a country whose population nearly doubles
every 25 years.

Sackings and strikes

But even where the government has
imposed restrictions on the power of
capital, it has done so from above. bureau-
cratically, and in a manner that enhances,
not working people, but the state appar-
atus. A good example was an astomshing
measure taken in December 1981, when
regulations were issued forbidding any re-
trenchmenlt, lay-oft or dismissal
of workers not approved by the Minister of
Labour and Social Services. (bviously, this
represents a major inroad into manage-
ment's right to manage. However, its effect
has been to increase the power of the statc
bureaucracy, rather than to strengthen
workers” organization.

This analysis 1s confirmed by the govern-
ment’s savage treatment of strikes. In
October 1981 first teachers and then nurses
went on strike for higher pay. The teachers
went back after being threatened with n-
stant dismissal. Dzingai Mutumbuka. the
Minister of Education and Culture, sacked
an unofficial delegation of runk-and-file
teachers on the spot. The nurses came oul
after. 500 of them were arrested at a rally
outside government offices in Harare but
went back to work afier the army was used
as scabs. Mugabe attacked the teachers and
nurses for not striking under the Smith
regime. ‘Who suffered most in this country?
Was it the nurses and teachers or the
peasants who lost their cattle and fields and
had their homes bummed or even got killed
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tor supporting the liberation struggle?’

In January 243 striking railway engine-
men were arrested for contravening the Law
and Order (Maintenance) Act introduced
by the Rhodesian Front. A few days iater
Mugabe made a speech promising to hand
over industry to the workers. In March
nearly 1,000 bus-drivers were arrested for
going on strike, many of them losing ther
jobs into the bargain. Busdrivers were the
most militant group of workers under white
rule. A few days later, the salaries of deputy
ministers, senators and MPs had increased
by as much as 21 per cent, despite a govern-
ment ban op pay increases of over five per
cent tor high earners.

The most obvious beneficiary of indepen-
dence have been the middle class blacks,
many educated abroad, most belonging to
Z ANU-PF who have poured into highly-paid
state jobs. Political patronage has become an
incrcasingly striking feature of Mugabe’s
sovernment. There are now 30 cabinet
ministcrs, and 24 deputy ministers (Smith
had a dozen or so). Since there are 37
ZANU-PFF members of parliament, those
that do not have government jobs must feel
very lonely. The expansion of ministries has
necessarily been accompanied by a prolif-
eration of senior civil service posts, which,
along with the early retirement of many
white officials, has created many openings
for supporters of the ruling party. If you sit
in the hars of what were once exclusively
white hotcls in Zimbabwe's cities, you will
seg this new elite entering with great zest
into the pleasures that were once reserved
tor the settler minority. Now houses in the
best suburbs. new cars, top-paying jobs are
no longer the preserve of whites,

This process is comparatively easy to
understand. Under the Lancaster House
agrecment of December 1979, ZANU-PF
agreed to seek power peacefully, within the
framework of a parliameatary constitution.
T his strategy brought control of the govern-
ment. but ceonomic power remains m the
hands of settler and multi-national capitat.
The only lever ZANU-PF possesses 1s the
state apparatus, and therefore the govern-
ment seeks 10 increase its power over all
sectors of society, and so counterbalance
the cconomic weakness of the African
bourgeoisie. To mobilize the mass of
workers and peasants against private capital
might unleash a process outside the party's
control, and would threaten the interests of
the small businessmen who make up an
important componcat of ZANU-PF's base.

There are undoubtedly some members of
the government who would like to pursue a
pro-Western Kenyan-style strategy. throw-
ing the economy open to foreign capital, for
example, the Minister of Finance and
Ecopomic Planning, Bernmard Chidzero,
who has just introduced a highly consery-
ative budget rasing sales tax to pre-
independence levels. But such a course is
resisted by other ministers, both because it
would undermine the power of the state,
and because of the social conflict that an
openly neo-colonial solution would pro-
duce. as recent events in Kenya show. Con-
sequently the government has fudged major
economic-policy decisions. This is one
majot reason why there has been hardly any
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foreign investment since independence.
One major project, by Heinz, has been hang-
ing fire tor some time while the company
and the government haggic over the terms.
So Zimbabwe seems to be headed to-
wards a hybrid economy, in which foreign
and state capital, settler and African capital
uneasily co-exist. A natural accompaniment
of this process elsewhere in Africa has been
the formation of a one-party state to pro-
vide a framework within which the different
spiinters of the local ruling class can hagyple
over the spoils while remaining sufficiently
united to crush any challenge from below.
Such an outcome has been impeded in
Zimbabwe by the bitter differences between
ZANU-PF and the Zimbabwe African
People's Unicon (ZAPU). Mugabe and the

LZAPU leader. Joshua Nkomo, formed the

Patniotic Front alliance during the war of
liberation, but there was never much love
lost between them, and the two parties ran
separately in the [980) elections, when
ZANU-PF won 57 seats and ZAPU 20). The
distribution of seats followed™ethnic lines:
Mugabe swept the board among the Shona
people, who make up nearly 80 per cent of
the population. while Nkomo’s support was
rock solid in the two provinces of Matabele-
land. in south-western Zimbabwe, where
the minonty Ndebele and Kalanga groups
live.

Although Nkomo joined Mugabe’s
government, difficultics immediately arose.
Therc were a variety of sources. One was

ZANU-PF's evident desire 1o create 4 one-
party state. Another was the question of the

army. During the war, ZAPU built up a
well-trained and armed military wing. the
Zimbabwe Pcople’s Revolutionary Army
(ZIPRA). After independence the two
forces ZIPRA and ZANLA were merged
under British supcrvision to torm the new
Zimbabwe National Army (ZNA). How-
ever, twice there was serious fighting
between ex-ZIPRA  and ex-ZANLA
elements in November 1980 and February
IY81. On the second, much more serious
occasion ex-ZIPRA mutineers in Bulawayo
were only put down by the use of the white-
officered Zimbabwe African Rifles in-
herited from the Smith regime.

Arms cache

Finally, the coalition government effect-
ively fell apart in February 1982, when
massive arms caches were discovered on
farms owned by Nitram, a ZAPU-
controlled company. Mugabe sacked
Nkomo and two other ZAPU ministers.
Subsequently a number of senior ex-ZIPRA
commanders were arrested and charged
with treason. Various accusations have
been made by the government — that
Nkomo was plotting a coup with Smith. the
former Rhodesian Commander of Com-
bined Operations, General Peter Walls, and
the South Africans.

There are many questions that could be
asked about the arms cache affair. For
cxample, how much did Mugabe and his
advisors know in advance about the cache?
Had they been aware of their existence for
some time. waiting for the mast convenient
moment to break with ZAPU? Again, who
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Young Zimbabwe stepplng forward tn
socialism?

in ZAPU were 1n on the cahes. Some of
them claim that Nkomo, and other senior
ZAPU members were unaware of the
caches, which were created by more junior,
and ‘irresponsible” elements. But it seems
doubttui that they could have been ignorant
of arms dumps on the scale discovered by
government.

Whatever the truth about this murky
aftair. there can be no doubt of its effects.
Fx-ZIPRA fighters reacted to Nkomo's
sacking by taking up arms against the
government. Parts of Matabeleland are now
in much the same condition as they were
during the war as a result of the actions of
these “dissidents’. and of the government
response. For one of the most alarming and
depressing reccnt developments has been
the tnereasing use by Mugabe of repressive
measurcs first taken by the Smith regime.

There is for example, the apparantty
irresistable nse of the Central Intelligence
Organization, created by Smith and directly
responsible to the Prime Minister. The CIO
stili contams many white officers inherited
from the old regime. Under the supervision
ot Emmerson Munangagwa. Mugabe’s very
influential Minister of State for Security, a
welrd symbiosis has taken place between
ZANLAs security and intelligence service
and the CIO, which has become, as a result,
a powerful and feared organisation. Pre-
ventive detention without trial, introduced
under the Rhodesian Front, continues. One
estimate 15 that there are 400 political
detainevs. There are many stories of ex-
ZIPRA men picked up at roadblocks and
beaten up. A new emergency regulation,
maodelled on a wartime measure against the
guerillas, indemnifies members of the
secunity torces for actions done 'in good
faith’. Since the kidnapping in July of six
white tourists net tar from ZIPRA’s old

headquarters at the Gwail River Mine,
curtews have been introduced in large parts

of Matabeleland.
Cheerfully fanning the flamc is the

I3

apartheid regime in South Africa. Prime
Minister P.W. Botha and his generals have
adopted a policy of destablizing neighbour-
ing countries. Such as the destruction of a
quarter of the Air Force in a raid on
Thornhili air base in Gweru, and an en-
counter between Zimbanbwean and South
Afrnican forces in the extreme south of the
country near Mozambigque which left three
of the latter (all ex-members of the
Rhodesia Light Infantry or the Selous
Scouts) dead. There have also been reports
of blacks, almaost certainly in South African
pay. infilirating parts of Matabeleland from
Botswana and initimidating local villagers.

If a state of insurgency does develop in
Matabeleland, as seems only too likely,
Pretonia will do everything in its power to
exploit the situation.

The South African threat underlines the
fact that Zimbabwe cannot enjoy meaning-
ful independence as long as the apartheid
egime exists. But ZANU-PF's entire

“strategy, like that of other Third World

national liberation movements, has been
focussed upon building socialism within
national zmits, Trotsky's strategy of inter-
national workers’ revoiution would seem
much more reahsnce. It would involve build-
ing links between Zimbanwean workers and
their counterparts in South Africa. As it is,
ZANU-PF seems intent on crushing in-
dependent workers' organisation.

There are signs that some Zimbanweans
are drawing the lessons of Mugabe's failure
to deliver socialism. An anonymous pam-
phlet distnbuted during the celebrations of
the second anniversary of independence
denounced Zvobgo and other senior
LZANU-PF ministers as “CIA boys’, and’
opposed attempts to divide Zimbanwean
workers and peasants against each other.
This could represent the beginnings of a new
soclalist movement. Almost certainly it
would suffer from the attentions of the CIO,
but it would be the only hope of genuine
pcople’'s power in Zimbabwe.

A new SWP pamphlet on the black
workers' struggle for Southern Africa.
f65p+2£‘lp postage. Ten for £5.50 post
ree.

Availabie from. Socialist Untimited, 265 Seven
Sg.ters Road. Fjr‘ISbllf_'f Fark, N London, N4
Z20FE
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New flowers bloom

Mike Bradley surveys the
workers dissident movement in

China.

The Chinese State Council has recently
announced the introduction of ‘Regulations
concerning rewards and penalties tfor
workers in enterprises’. The implement-
ation of the new regulations is to coingide
with the deletion of the right to strike from
China’'s constitution. These measures are
the latest in a prolonged attack on the
warking class by the Chinese Communist
Party (CCP). The attack was launched n
earnest during April 1981 when 23 leading
members of China’s democracy movement
and an unknown number of other militants
were arrested and impnsoned without trial,
The new regulations give leading CCP
cadres in individual enterprises the power to
penalise or dismiss workers for offences
such as late arrival, absenteeism, damage to
capital equipment. The object is to use strict
labour disciphne reinforced by the threat of
unemployment to force workers to increasc
production and efficiency. The abihty of
cadres and the company 10 dismiss workers
without compensation for offences like
absenteeism will also serve to trim down the
size of the workforce. Abolition of the nght
to strike is designed to ensure that no eftect-
ive fightback to the measures is possible.
The story has a certain ring of familiarity
for workers in this country. Not surpris-
ingly, the response ot the British ruling class
to the prevailing world economic crisis 18
being echoed by its counterpart in the
‘Peaple’s Republic’. The blame for the crisis
is loaded squarely onto the shoulders of
workers who are then instructed to increase
productivity and suffer massive falls in real
wages in order to prop up falling rates ot
profit. In China, as inflation soars un-
checked, the average money wages of
workers in the whole country increased by
1.3% last year, according to official igures.
Until April of last year the dissidents of
China’s democracy movement were beginn-
ing to provide some sort of focus for oppo-
sition to the ruling Deng Xiaoping faction
of the CCP. The democracy movement
emerged in 1978 when a period of ‘liberal-

isation’ following Deng Xiaoping’s rehabili-
tation into the party leadership provided the
opportunity for a large number of unofficial
publications to spring up throughout China.
The somewhat disparate movement was
drawn together by the formation of tne
National Federation of Unofficial Publi-
cations which published a magazinre ¢ntitled
Zeren (Duty).

The movement divided at an carly stage
into a liberal and marxist wing, and it was
the development of the marxist wing which
pave the democracy movement a character
qualitatively different from the dissident
movement in the Soviet Union. Unlike the
dissident movement in the USSR which has
been composed largely of intellectuals,
China’s democracy movement claims a
membership consisting almost entirely of
young working class activists employed In
state owned enterprises. Only a minority of
dissidents are students and various cultural
non-conformists. A very high proportion of
the activists see themselves us represent-
atives of a revolutionary marxist tradition
and one of their theoreticians, Wang Xizhe,
had develeped a critique of the ‘privileged
bureaucratic class” in China which clearly
reveals some trotskyist influence. (A sample
of his work translated into English can be
found in New Left Review 121).

Factional struggles

The leading figures of the democracy
movement, such as Wang Xizhe, Wei Jing-
sheng and a good number of others first
cntered the struggle agamst the bureaucracy
as Red Guards during the intitial period of
the Cultural Revolution. This opposition
was orchestrated by Mao Zedong essen-
tially to win a factional struggle wathin the
party lcadership and was repressed by Mao,
his ‘close comrade in arms’, Lin Biao, and
the army the minute production came under
threat.

But it did provide a grounding for many
activists in the rudiments of organised oppo-
sition to the bureaucracy and the state. In
fact the latest bouts of repressicn are noth-
ing new to these militants who have con-
tincously suffered at the hands of the
various CCP factions over a sixteen year
period.

The simmering discontent which was ever

present during the period of rule by Mao
and the Gang of Four in the aftermath of the
Cultural Revolution spilt over onto the
streets of Beljing in April 1976. Tens of
thousands of Chinese workers paying
tribute to the late Zhou Enlai who had died
in January of that vear, became involved in
riots in Tienanmen sguare. (Cars were
turned over and set fire 1o and attacks were
launched on official buildings.

The demonstration of respect for Zhou
Enlai carried an implicit criticism of Jian
Qing, Mao's wite, and the Gang of Four
whose rise Zhou had opposed. As the riots
died out in the evening and only 3,000 hard
core demonstrators remained, 10,000 pohce
and militia attacked with clubs and batons.
Many workers died and hundreds were
injured. There followed a massive purge
and a series of arrests carried out through-
out Beijing.

However, only six months later following
the death of Mao, the Dcng faction was able
to use the mass opposition to iang Qingasa
lever to unseat the Maoists from power and
promote Hua Guofeng, to the position of
Chairman instead of Jiang Qing. By 1978
Deng Xiaoping himself, who had been held
responsible for the Tienanmen riots, had
forced his way back into the party leader-
ship following a long campaign by the
reform group within the party. His rehabiii-
tation was accompanied by a limited liberal-
isation. Many politicai prisoners including a
number of troiskyists were released trom
prison. But Deng took little time in estab-
lishing boundaries beyond which the liberal-
isation was to come to an abrupt halt.

At this juncture the marxists within the
democracy movement began to ditferen-

tiate themselves from the reform group

which had developed since Tienanmen, by
turning their activity towards widening their
base amongst the working class. Their
agitation was concentrated into two areas.
Firstly they organised around the under-
privileged sections of the industrial work-
force who were taking action against the
state. In a Taiyuan steelworks democracy
movement activists were involved in a strike

by single workers {workers who were forced

to live away from heme and paid below
average wages) which developed trom an
economic strike over conditions and wages
to one demanding the overthrow of the
‘privileged bureaucratic class.

Secondly, they organised in Shangha
among city youths who had returned from
work amongst the peasants as part of the
Gang of Four's xiafang (sending down)
programme. The declared intention of this
poficy was to eliminate the contraditions

Days of Hope

THE GENERAL STRIKE OF 192688

A new Socialist Workers Party pamphlet by Chris Harman and Duncan Hallas. Single
copy: 65p plus 20p postage/ten for £5.50 post free. Available from Socialists
Unlimited, 265 Seven Sisters Road, Finsbury Park, London, N4 2E.DE
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his comeback

between town and countryside and between
the party and the masses. However it had an
added advantage of reducing urban un-
employment and dispersing a potentially
valatile section of the working class amongst
the peasantry. With the 1978 liberalisation
thousands of these vouths streamed back to
the cities, homeless and unemployed. It has
been estimated that there were as many as
10,0 sleeping on the streets of Shanghai.
The democracy movement was able to
make definite gains among these un-
employed workers by organising a number
of demonstrations which were sometimes
accompanied by outbreaks of violence.

During 1980 following the formation of
the National Federation of Unofficial Pub-
hications, 1t appeared possible for the
democracy movement to widen its base
amongst the working class to a significant
degree. Democracy movement activists
standing for elections won considerable
support within certain  factories. Fu
Shenqui, editor of Renminghi Sheng (Voice
of the People), steod in & Shangha engin-
eering factory and headed the poll at the
first count. In Changsha a dissigent student
callected large amounts of money from
workers in order to fund his election
campaign. In Wuhan, oppoesitionists even
managed to lcad a strike.

During this period of limited upturn
events in Poland had some influence on the
movement. Initially the Chinese press faith-
fully reported the growth of Solidarnty,
happy to support any movement which
threatened the dominatton of the Soviet
Union in Eastern Europe. Fairly soon,
however, articles began to appear in the
official press in Wuhan and Beijing. two
major industrial areas. condemning
workers for trying to organise their own
Polish-style free trade unions. It was also
reported that workers in Shanghuai and Xian

had even gone on strike in support of their
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The Chinese Communist Prt’s 11th National Congress in 1977 and Deng Xiaoping makes

demands.

The Chinese working class were quicker
than the bureauracy to understand the sig-
nificance of the growth of Solidarity for the
class struggle in China. However, the state
was able to act with alarming speed to elim-
inate the opposition, once it became aware
of the danger.

The rise of a popular maovement in oppeo-
sition to the Maoist leadership and the sub-
sequent developments within the demo-
cracy movement had proved useful to Deng
Xiaoping in the early stages. But 4s soon as
the overthrow of the Gang of Four had been
consolidated Deng began to look for ways
i0 bring the opposition into line.

Leaders clamp down

As early as29 March 1979 Wei Iingsheng.

a Beiljing eiectrician and leading member of-

the democracy movement liberal wing, was
arrested for *divulging milstary information
to foreigners and for counter revolutionary
activity’, His arrest followed the publication
of an article entitled ‘Demacracy or a new
dictatorship’ in the journal Tansuo (Explor-
ation) which was heawily critical of the
current regime. Wei was sentenced 10
fifteen years imprisonment.

Throughout 1980 thc party leadership
made selective attacks on the dissident
movement but it was not until the beginning
of 1981 that Deng felt strong enough to
embark upon a thoroughgoing assault on
the opposition. The trial of the Gang of
Four in December 1980 provided proof that
the factional struggle within the CCP has
been resolved in favour of Deng Xiaoping and
that he no longer had anything to fear from
the Maoist ‘old guard’. hang Qing and
Zhang Chungiao were given suspended
death sentences while the other defendanis
were given long prison sentences. The trial
marked a return to ‘class justice’ for the
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rematring enemies of the state and soon a
series of extra-legal measures were adopted
to eliminate the democracy movement
activists.

The combination of unity within the party
leadership and the need to move swiftly in
the light of the Polish crisis prompted the
most recent bout of repression. The first
move which was taken was the banning of all
unofficial publications, a move that was
followed by the publication of ‘Dacument
No. 9’ by the Central Committee which gave
clear guidelines as to how the attacks were
to be carried out. The followmng extract
from ‘Document No. 9" gives an 1dea of the
extent to which the leadership was prepared
to go to wipe out the opposition:

“At once all activities of illegal organis-
ations and publications; all elements who
have committed crimes by words or deeds
are to be arrested.

[nvestigations are to be conducted in all
units. All people in the units who have
joined these organisations, or supplied
them with matenals or instruments, or
supported these movements, or read
these publications are to be under invest-
igation. Information and materials are to
be collected and progressively reported to
the superiors.’

On 10 April 1981 25 leading democracy
movement activists inciuding the editors of
a number of unofficial publications were
arrested along with an unknown number of

other militants. The dissidents were
imprisoned without trial and the majority of
them remain incarcerated awaitting

sentence. On 28 May Wang Zizhe was
sentenced to 14 years imprisonment and
four and a half years deprivation of political
rights afterwards. The next day He Quu
editor of Zeren was sentenced to 10 vears
imprisonment having been found guilty of
the same charges of ‘counter revolutionary
agitation and propaganda’, ‘sabotage of the
implementation of kaws and decrees’ and
‘plotting a counter revolutionary clique’.’

As a direct result of this purge the democ-
racy movement has been forced under-
ground, but there are signs the movement is
not dead. By November 1981 Zeren, the
organ of the National Federation of
Unofficial Publications, had begun to re-
appear. Although the Communist party has
succeded 1n smashing the movement’s
leadership the wvast majority of militants
remain in their workplaces and are continu-
ing in their propaganda work.

The fact that the democracy movement in
China-has developed out of the experience
of the working class in its struggle against
the state gives a firm basis for the belief that -
the current setback is temporary. As the
economic and potitical crisis in China 1n-
tensifies. so the contraditions which
spawned the democracy movement will in-
tensify and we can expect to see a re-
surgence of the workers opposition to the
repressive regime of the CCP.

A useful selection of writings from the
democracy movement in China, can be

found in Wild Lillies and Poisonous Weeds,

edited by G Benton (Pluto}, which is a
Bookmarx Club choice this guarter,
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Ever decreasing circles

The advent of Eurocommunism
led to hopes in some quarters of
renewal inside the Communist
Parties of Europe. But, as

Ian Birchall reports, the long
decline continues.

Crises of conscience aren’t what they used
to be. In 1956, when Russian tanks smashed
the Hungarian workers' councils, tens of
thousands of workers and inteilectuals re-
signed from, or were expelied by, Communnst
Parties all round the world. The debates and
discussions gave birth to a whole new wave
of socialist thought. In 1968, when Russian
troops tnvaded Czechoslovakia, Communist
Parties in many different countries publicly
denounced the Russian action, in some cases
making their first open criticism of Russia
since the twenties.

Jaruzelski’s coup n Poland and the
smashing of Solidarity produced no such
upsurge. The ritual derunciations, and the
equally ritual but more muted defences,
produced nothing so much as an over-
whelming sense of tedium and a feeling that
we had all been here before.

The most noticed of the damp squibs was
the resolution of the Italian Communist
Party (PCI) which has now been translated
inio English, along with a number of refated
documents (Enrico Berlinguer, After Polund,
Spokesman. £2.25).

It is not a matter of any great surprise that
Pravda described some of the book’s argu-
ments as ‘sacriligious’; it tells us more about
the dogmatic quality of Russian ideclogy
than about the actual contents of the book.
And when Eric Heffer tells us that the PCT’s
resofution ‘is of the greatest importance to
all socialists in Europe and the world'. we
learn something of the intellectual standards
of the Labour Left.

The problem with the book is not refuting
the arguments, but rather discovering what
the arguments are in the first place. Much of
the discussion is conducted on such a level
of abstraction that it is virtually impossible
to dissent - “freedom’ and ‘democracy’ are
Good Things, ‘dogmatism’ is a Bad One.

One of the main claims of the resolution
and Berlinguer’s commentary on it is that
‘we have entered a third phase and are now
living in it". The historical apalysis lying
behind the concept of the ‘third phase’ 1s as
follows:

“We have seen in the course of history the

limitations met in the phase of social

democracy and the limitations 10 the
soctalism to which the October Revolution
gave rise.’
Now the claim to reject both Stalinism and
Social Democracy 1s an attractive one, and it
might seem charlish to refuse to welcome
Berlinguer if he’s saying what some of us
have been saying for a iong time.

Unfortunately the theory of the ‘third
phase’ won't stand up to any serious exam-
ination. The Second Internationaj was based
on the mass working-class organisations —
parties, trade unions, newspapers, cultural
associations — that grew up before 1914
These were a magnificent achievement of
working-class self-organisation; they were
also disastrously flawed, as was shown In
1914, when the involvement of the labour
movement in the state machine led to large
sections of the working class going over to
support for the imperialist war. Social
Demaocracy was not just an idea — it had a
very real material base in a particular phase
of working-class development.

Enrlco Berlinguer —litile to offer

The October Revoiution was based on a
new and different form of working-class
organisation - soviets or workers’ councils.
The spread of soviets to Hungary, Germany
and [taly gave the Third International a brief
but very real material basis. Stalimsm was
not the product of the October Revoelution
but its negation; it was founded on the
destruction of what was left of the soviets;
and wherever soviels reappeared — Spain in
the thirties, Hungary in the fifties — Stalinism

- was quick to strangle them.

A third phase, then, can scarcely be ushercd
in by a resolution of a Central Committee -
it requires a material base in a new form of
working-class organisation. But Berlinguer
and the PCI have tittle to offer in the way of
explaining what this new form might be: the
best they can offer is:

‘There exist, and there are developing.

movements, associations, organisations,

groups, particularly of women, youths and
intellectual workers, that are expressing
in hundreds of ways outside working class
parties also and beyond the traditional
forms of politics, demands that are being
pressed, aspirations, willpower that
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collides and enters into conflict with
economic mechanisms, with the social set
up. and with contemporary capitalism’s
cueltural output. All this demands a dif-
ferent kind of society, a bettcr society
than the capitalism we have.’

The PCI resolution has been hailed as
marking the most radical critique yet of
Russian-style societies emanating from an
orthodox Communist Party. Yetin fact the
resolution is remarkably vague in its analysis
of Russian and Eastern European society. It
declares that ‘this phasc of socialist develop-
ment (which began with the October Revo-
lution) has exhausted its driving force’. And
it explains the repeated crises in Eastern
Europe by the fact that ‘conformity to the
Soviet model constituted, essentially, for
Poland as for Hungary, and other countries,
a big mistake destined to make for serious
repercussions during the following years.’

These are bold words: yet almost im-
mediately they are quahfied:

‘“Through hard times, heroism, immense
sacrifices. and though weighed down by
the tragedies and degencration of the
Statinist period, the USSR got herself free
from the terrible backwardness of the
pre-revolutionary epoch; it has becomce a
great industrial power, was capable ot
resisting the nazi/fascist aggression and
decisively contributing to its defeat and so
opening a new road for the peoples of
Europe and the world. The Oectober
Revolution has broken the unchallenged
domination of capitalism and imperialism.
has contrbuted to the birth of commumnist
parties all over the world, has given
strength to their struggle for economic
and political emancipation and the siruggle
of revolutionary movements, for frecdom
and independence in ex-colenial countries
in Africa, Asia and Latin America. The
gains that flowed from the October
Revolution for the working class and
popular masscs in many countries and the
changes that it brought in the world
balance in favour of the sociahst causc
were and are important. The CPl doesn't
underrate the rolc that the USSR bas
plaved on a world scale. This role some-
times coincides with the interests of those
countries and peoples which are fighting
reactionary regimes and imperialism for
liberation and national independence,
some other tmes it clashes with these
interests or even violates them openly as
it happened with the military intervention
in Afghamistan.’

What is striking about this passage 18 not
so much the fact that every sentence of it 1s
open 1o challenge. as that the whole thing
represents a skilful exercise in ducking the
key question: what class interests does the
Russian state actually represent? The PCL's
reply to Pravda insisted that “we are not
overlooking the many positive features of
society in the socialist oriented countries.”
This neat evasion is a declaration that if
Russia does something popular the PCI will
bask in its reflected glory, but if it does
something unpopular the PCI will drop all
responsibility ke a hot potato.

Rather more significant are the strategic
conclusions that the PCI draws from its
analysis of the “third phase’™

‘The PCI confirms that it believes the idea
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of a separate communist movement
(homogenous and separite from the bulk

of the international working class move--

ment, that is from socialist. progressive

and liberation movements) 15 now out-

moded and no longer valid.”
A mnaive reader might take this as an
announcement that the PCI was seeking
immediate unity talks with Signor Craxi’s
Socialist Party. On the contrary. the theory
of the ‘third phase’ is inspired precisely by
the PCT's anxicty at the fact that the Sociahst
Party is threatening to erode its suppaort and
electorat buse. The new line is notso much a

response to the Polish events as an attempt
to forestall Craxi's attacks on the PCT as

being undemocratic and pro-Russtan.
Hence the PCI's concern to establish hnks
with parties in other European countries, in
order to claim some of the credit for their
achievements, and to prevent Craxi putting
himself forward as the authentic [talian
equivalent of Mitterrand or Helmut Schmudt.
Thus the PCI has boasted of its links with

Carillo kept his grip on the party apparatus
at a heavy price to the membership

the German SPD (despite the fact that in
SPD-ruled West Germany last year a Post
Office clerk with thirty years service was
dismissed purely for being a Communist
Party member). Since Mitterrand's victory
last yvear Craxi and Berlinguer have both
been keen to meet him. and in March
Berlinguer met the leaders of the French
Socialist Party. The mecting was claimed by
both parties as ‘positive’ and showing ‘broad
agreement’ though nothing concrete came
of it. By contrast the PCI's mecting with the
French CP in May secms to have heen a
pure formality.

[f any readers are beginning to feel that
we have been here before. the answer 1s that
we have. In November 1961 the PCI Central
Committee held a major debate on what
was then called ‘polvcentrnism’ (1.e. mn-
dependence from Russia), the origins of
Stalinism and inner-party democracy. This
debate too was hailed by British centrists as
of Ereat significance and a lengthy transcript
appeared in New Left Review 13/14. The
Spokesman book gives extracts from the
January 1982 PCI Central Commuttee
meeting. Of eight contributions printed, five

Soctalist Review September 1942

names (Cossutta, Ingrao, Garavini,
Napolitano, Pajetta) also appeared in the
1961 debate.

Some years ago, when an Anglican bishop
wrote a book to show that Christians didn’t
need to believe in God, Michael Frayn de-
scribed the operation as ‘keeping the old
firm in business marketing a totally new
product’. The description would equally well
fit the PCI. An old leadership clique has
adopted a new line, but little ¢lse has
changed. There has been virtually no rank-
and-file participation in the elaboration of
the new line, and the pro-Russian minority
in the PCI are now finding themselves on the
receiving end of Stalinist methods. Thus
Unita has denounced the pro-Russians,
referring to ‘the activity of a small group
preparing initiatives which are clearly con-
trary to the statutes and the moral and
political rules which are the inalicnable
patrimony of a party like ours." The pro-
Russians have launched their own journal
Interstamp — and the PCI weckly Rinascita
has refused to carry an advertisement for it.

In the last resort the new line of the PCH
owes more to the internal sitoation in Italy
than to events in Poland. For most of the
seventies the line of the PCI was the *historic
compromise’ with the Christian Democrats.

After 1976 this left the PCI in a position of,

supporting a government over whose policies
it had no control, in the vague hope that it
wolld be rewarded by the offer of seats in
the government at a later date. This led to
the PCI supporting austerity programmes,
calling for cuts in public spending and
deciaring the need to control wages.
Eventually the PCI abandoned the *historic
compromise’ in favour of the ‘democratic
alternative”, which might follow the pattern
of the French Union of the Left.

But it was precisely the Union of the Left
which ¢nabled Mitterrand to overtake and
cventually  subordinate  the  French
Communist Party. The PCI is now haunted
by the threat that Craxi might emulate
Mitterrand. The CPl leaders bave un-
doubtediy learnt the disastrous lessons of
the French CP’s "eft turn’, when a return to
a pro-Moscow line accelerated its isolation.
Yet the alternative 15 also fraught with
dangers; for the maore the PCI comes to
resemble a social-democranic party, the less
reason 1is supporters will see for backing it
rather than Craxi. Hence all the rhetorncal
flourishes about the ‘third phase’; yet a third
phase without any real intellectual or social
content is unhkely to do the job.,

The other major ‘Eurocommumist’ CPs
are suffering problems just as grave as those
of the PCL. The Spanish CP (PCE) lost one
third of its membership between 1978 and
1081, Santiago Carrilio has kept his gnipr on
the party apparatus, but at the price of heavy
losses on both left and right. There has been
a substantial pro-Russian split from the
quast-autonomous Catalan CP; the Basque
CP has broken with Carrillo to fuse with a
Basque nationalist party; after setbacks
the Andalusian elections Marcello Camache
— a well-known leader of the Workers
Commissions and a representative of the
left in the Party — has resigned from the PCE
lcadership: and pro-Russian journals are
circulating frecly n Spain. While Carnllo
has not gone so far in denouncing the
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October Revolution his line is substantially
the same as Berlinguer's; he has proclaimed
the ‘definitive death’ of any *organtsation of
the revolutionary movement centred on the
USSR’. Yet while the debates about Poland
and the Russian model have been to the fore
in the PCE, the real cause of the Party's
crisis is its failure to take advantage of the
post-Franco period and the consequent
electoral rise of the Socalist Party.

The French CP {PCF) is in equally deep
crisis, The cantonal c¢lections in March
showed no sign of any e¢lectoral recovery
from last year's severe losses to the Socialist
Party. The PCF leader Marchais chose his
words carefully on the Polish question; he
regretted the turn of events but cid not
condemn, and stressed his deep emotions
about the whole matter. But this line only
aggravated the internal problems of the PCF,
with many dissident members and c¢x-
members calling for demonstrations of
support for Solidanty.

But if the PCF has many dissidents, this

Georges Marchals, line has only aggravated
the internal problems of the French CP.
does not imply an evolution to the left; on
the contrary the main force of attraction 1s
still Mitterrand’s Socialist Party. One of the
best-known excluded PCF members (and
critics of the Polish line) Henri Fiszbin
recently wrote an article in Le Monde
criticising the PCF for its (albeit lukewarm)
opposition to Mitterrand’s wage-freeze.

The fact that the PCF is trapped mn
government has led to other conflicts; for
example Fiterman, one of the PCEF ministers,
has publicly criticised L'Humanité for sup-
porting Argentina over the Falklands.

The debate on Poland, then, is only a
symptom of a much deeper criis in the
Eurocommunist CPs. The death-agony of
Eurocommunism will be prolonged and un-
pleasant; but the disease is incurable. In
itself this is no cause tor rejoicing. There can
be scarcely any genuine rank-and-file
revolutionaries left in the PCI, the PCE or
the PCF; so therc will be no flood of recruits
tao the revolutionary left. The best we can
hope from the siow demise of the remoants
of the stalinised Comintern is that 1t will
clear the ground on which we have 1o buld
afresh.
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Planting the Orange seed

Norah Carlin looks at the ways
in which the British ruling class
colonised Ireland, and how the
ancestors of the modern
Protestant working class were
‘planted’ amid a hostile
Catholic population.

The English colomisation of Ireland 15 one
of those old running sores of history that
still spread theirinfection. Inthe nineteenth
century, both the Insh Catholie clergy and
the Protestants of Ulster explained this
history as a conflict between Catholic and
Protestant, going back to the Reformation,
when Henry VIII broke the Pope's held
over England but not over Ireland. Religious

differences often made the conflict more
bitter in the sixtcenth and seventeenth
centuries, but the real turning point was not
the Reformation: it was the decision to “plant’
Ircland with English settlers.

On the one hand, 1t was Henry VIII's
Catholic father, Henry VII, who initiated
the attempt to convert Ireland from loose
feudal dependency (it had belonged to the
English crown since 1171) to absolutist
rule. And on the other, it was his Catholic
daughter ‘Bloody’ Mary - better known for
burning Protestants in England — who 1n-
augurated the policy of colomsation.

Under Mary, land in Leix and Offaly
(renamed King's County and Queen’s
County after Mary and her husband, King
Philip of Spain) was set aside for grants to
English tarmers, rather than to English
nobles as had previously been the practice.
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These colenists were intended to provide a
backbone of loyal subjects among a native
population seen as essentially disloyal and
treacherous.

*The wild Irish,’ wrote one William
Thomas in Mary's reign, ‘as unreasonable
beasts. lived without any knowledge of God
or good manners . . . hereof it followed that
because their savage and 1dle Iife could not
be satisfied with the natural fruit of the only
unlaboured earth,’ they invaded English land
in [reland.

UnderMary's Protestant sister Elizabeth,
bitter rebellions of both the native and
Anglo-Irish in Mupster and Ulster were
followed by massive land confiscations and
bigger colenisation schemes.

‘To inhabit and reform so barbarous a
nation as that . wrote an advocate of
colonisation in 1572, *and to bring them to
the knowledge and law, were both a godly
and commendable deed, and sufficient work
for our age.”

The Irish population suffered termbly frem
wars and famines in the reign of Elizabegth:
misfortunes theyshared with muchof Europe
at the time. The unigue feature of this [rish
‘mortality ¢risis’ was that the English saw it

as evidence of the savagery of the Irish.
By the early seventeenth century, they

described the Irish as a people without
history: the only progressive thing they could
do was to disappear - if not physically. then
by complete absorption into Englsh
‘civilisation’.

‘Now civility cannot possibly be planted
among them, but by this mixed ptantation of
civil men. .. for if they themselves were
suffered to possess the whole country. ..
they would never (to the end of the world)
build houses, make townships or villages,
or mnprove the land as it ought to be ...’
wrote an English official in Ireland.

Englishmen believed impenalism to be
progressive, from the ancient Romans
onwards: ‘Had not this violence and this
injury been offered to us by the Romans. . .
we might yet have lived overgrown satyrs,
rude and untutored, wandering in the
woods. .

At first, land was confiscated officially as
a punishment for acts of rebellion, but by
the time of King Charles 1 1t was being
taken simply on the grounds that it was held
by native Irish (Brehon) law rather than by
‘civilised’ English law.

In their efforts to colomse [Ireland,
however, English governments came up
against a major cbstacle. It was not English
landowners. who were always happy to
acquire titles and rents in Ireland; nor was it
English merchants, who saw opportunties
for profit in [rish trade. It was English
working people. who, even when poverty-
stricken at home, were reluctant to provide
the backbone of ‘civilmen’ in a strange land
of evil reputation.

Only in eastern Ulster was the plantation
successful in attracting colomists, for the
poor and oppressed of south-west Scotland
were less reluctant to move to an area with
which they had many traditional links. The
colonisation of this area was complete before
1640,

But the takeover of County Coleraine in
western Ulster by London merchants was a
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The seventeenth century gutter press’s view of so-called ‘Papist atrocities’ against

Protestant settlers.

failure as colonisation. The shrewd
merchants relied for their profits on rents
from Irish tenants and the tolls of the part
of Derry, and the ‘Londonderry’ charter
was withdrawn for their failure to import
colonists.

The Irish were not transported
or exterminated but reduced to
poor tenants and labourers, in
which condition their grinding
poverty for the next two
centuries served to feed the myth
of Irish inferiority.

Ninety years of colonisation, war, famine
and absolutist rute produced the great Irish
rising of 1641, and the rising produced civil
war and revolution in England as a side
effect. King and Parliament took up arms
against each other because neither would
trust the other with the power of the sword
to put the rising down.

The rising was also the signal for a flood
of atrocity stories, the same stories still seen
on Lovalist banners and murals every July.
They show the rebelsas Rome-loving fanatics
and the colonists as slaughtered saints,
singing hymns and clutching bibles as they
die dreadful deaths.

But the atrocity stories were released
before any of the facts could have been
known to the authors, and they claimed a
number of deaths greater than the Protestant
population of Ireland at the time. They
helped to persuade English Protestants to
invest in the Inish Adventure, a joini-stock
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fund to provide an army of conquest, with
returns it [rish land.

The reconquest was not completed until
1649, by Oliver Cromwell. Cromwell's
massacres of the people of Drogheda and
Wextord are justly infamous: perhaps at
Drogheda he was acting in accordance with
the rules of war, but the rules of war in the
seventeenth century were barbaric.

When Cromwell came to power in England
as Lord Protector {1653), he set about
carrying out a ‘final solution’ for lIreland
which was the logical conclusion of acentury
of English policy. despite the exceptionally
fanatical anti-Catholic spirit in which it was
passed. A#l the Irish were to be transplanted
from the provinces of Leinster, Munster
and Ulster to the fourth province, Connaught,
and replaced by English celonists.

The fact that the plan failed should not
obscure the seriousness of the intention.
Cromwell may not have driven all the Insh
‘to Hell or Connaught’. but thousands did
make the bitter trek westwards between
1633 and 1655, and 70% of the cultivable
tand of Connaught was earmarked as
reservation land.

Cromwell's solution to the problem of
finding English colonists was simple: the
soldiers of the English army would be paid
only in Irish land. and so forced to settle.

At the close of the Civil War in England,
the soldicrs of the New Maodel Army had
firmly resisted conscription for Ireland, and
their resistance was stiffened by the spread
of Leveller ideas among them. The Levellers,
a radical revolutionary party in England,
argued that the English had no right to take
[tish land, that rebellion n such circums-
tances was justified, and that the "hiberty’
the English proposed to enforce on treland
was simply another form of tyranny. But
Leveller resistance in the army was smashed,
and the last mutiny of Irish-bound soldiers
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crushed at Burford in May, 1649,

In the end. only a small proportion of the
English soldicrs stayed on to colonise Irefand.
Many soldiers, and the smaller investors in
the Adventure, sold out their shares to larger
speculators. The main result of Cromwel's
rule was to increase the amount of Irish
land in the hands of English landlords (from
419 in 1640 to 78% by 1688). The Irish
were not transported or exterminated but
reduced to poor tenants and labourers, m
which condition their grinding poverty for
the next two centuries served to feed the
myth of Insh inferiority.

Henry Cromwell ruled Ireland on behalf
of his father from {655 to 1658. Irish guerrilla
resistance continued, and among the tactics
adopied by Henry was the removal of a
whole village to ‘secure’ sites away from
forest and mountain areas— ancestors of the
modern fortified hamlet.

Tens of thousands of Irishmen were
transported to Barbados to work the new
sugar plantations as bondservants alongstde
African slaves. Many died of overwork and
malnutrition, many escaped (to join the
buccancers in the Caribbean if they were
lucky), somc survived years of bondage to
become planters themselves. But some
continued their resistance, and joined the
African slaves of Barbados in rebellion
1636,

Irish men were transported officrally for
acts of rebellion or insubordination: Irish
women were transported simply because
they were [rish and women. England needed
them, as wives for Barbados planters,

*Touching the young women,” wrote

Henry Cromwell, ‘although we must use

force in taking them up, yet it being so

much for their own good and likely to be

of so great advantage to the public. . .7

The English colonisation of Ireland was
not just another religious war in an age of
religious wars. It was a trial run for British
imperialism and the racism ‘with which it
was implemented all over the world.
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The Russian Bourgeoisie

[s there a ruling class in Russia?
Mike Haynes argues that the
answer we give to this question
also affects how we understand
class in the West.

‘But what will happen, Leonid. if the Reds
ceme back?’ Brezhnev's mother asked him
after seeing the fabulous wealth and lifestyle
he has. Or so at least runs an old Russian
joke. Today, few sociahsts would dispute
the existence of huge inequalities 1n the
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. But many
still draw back at the idea that these reflect

the existence of a ruling class in each of

these societies.

What 15 at stake here i1s not so much a
dispute about the evidence. The real
question is how should we interpret it? Most
socialists today admit that the working class
has no control in any of these societies. The
message of the Polish events has come
through loud and clear and only the witfully
deaf ignore it. Similarly most socialists will
also admit that alongside this lack of working
class control there has grown up immense
inequality with Jarge sections of the working
class living in real poverty while the privi-
leged live in luxury. But they then argue that
one vital ingredient is missing that is neces-
sary to turn those members of the privili-
gentsia into a ruling class. This ingredient is
private property. It 1s the state that owns
property and therefore, their argument runs,
‘since property is not privately owned, since
it cannot be passed on to one’s children,
therc can be no ruling class.’

This argument is not simply wrong. It is
dangerously wrong and to see this we have
anly to apply it to the west. Do this and you
quickly arrive at some ridiculous conclusions
which if they are followed can only lead to
the argument that capitalism has faded away
or is in the process of fading away.

Some years ago an American marxist
carefully tried to define the American ruling
class. Using property ownership as his basis
he charted the wealthiest individuals and
families to establish just who was 1n the
ruling class. He found that the largest single
group of wealthy property owners 1n his
ruling class were the local property owners.
the family that owned the largest dep. :rtment
store in Deluth, the man who owned the
second largest bank in Memphis, the farmly
whose wealth was built on their ownership
of the lettuce fields in the Salinas valley.

These werc and are certainly imporiant
people. Locally they hold immense power.
But is this really where the heart of the
American ruling class is to be found? If
property is the basis it would seem so. But as
one critic put it ‘owning half of downtown
Wichita doesn't usually gain you a dinner
mmvitation from the White Housc™!

And that is the point. If we want to under-
stand the heart of the American or the

British or any other ruling class we have to
look at those who control the productive
centre of American or British capital. But
here the ownership of propcrty is not the
central 1ssue. What 1s important 1s control.
The chairmen of some of the world’s largest
companics don’t even make the millionaire
ltst. When their company 1s part of a
nationalised industry the chances are they
can have no shares in it at all. What use then
1s an 1dea of ‘the ruling class™ that leads us on
the one hand to believe that capitalism can
be understood n terms of the antics por-
trayved in Dallas or Dynasty and. on the
other hand, to deny when we look at the
heads of nationalised industries that we
have capitalists at all? Yet it is just this idea
of the ruling class that socialists detend
when they deny that one exists i the Soviet
Union and Eastern Europe. '‘No private
property — no ruling class!”

The mistake they make 1s to see capital as
a thing that people possess. That 15 how
capital 1s seen in lepgal terms and capitalism
therefore becomes a system based upon
some legally defined conception of private
property. But if this is the way to understand
capitalism then we would all need to become
[awvers. Of course we do not and the reason
is that marxism has always been concerned
to pierce this veil of surface relations. Un-
fortunately when 1t comes to applying a
marxist analysis to Eastern Europe socialists
seem to want to put on dark glasses.

Accumulate, Accumulate!

Marx’s argumen{ was not that people
possess capital but that it s capital that
possess people. Capital is a relationship
which works through people. [t is out of this
social relationship that classes are created.
Private property in the narrow legal sense is
one form of this relationship. Historically it
has been a very important expression of 1t
but it has never been the whole of it. Capital
and capitalism cannot be ned down to any
one set of forms because it is itself constantly
changing. o .

What we have to focus on 15 the cssenee of
the relationship of capital and class that
works through peopie. That essence is con-
trol. {t is the control of capital that links Sir
Michael Edwards in the state owned BL to
the chairman of the privately owned 1CLand
to the current manager of Bntish state
capital, Margaret Thatcher. 1t 15 this same
conirol of Soviet state capital — the USSR
Ltd — that binds together the Soviet ruling
class and the ruling class of the other Eastern
FEuropean societies. There too the leader-
ship controls in the sense that it acts as the
agent of capital as a relation. It acts as the
agent of the drive of the system as a whole to
compete and accumulate.

Perhaps the most famous passage in
Marx’s Capital is that where he describes the
drive of capitalism. “Accumulate. accumu-
late! That ts the Moses and the Prophets!” It
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15 a sentence that has been quoted many
times but what Marx meant by it is still
misunderstood. This dnve to accumnulate
does not come out of the head of the capital-
ist. Nor does 1t spring from property itself.
There is nothing in the mere ownership of
land, capital or shares that forces thewr
owners to act as capitalists. It 1s only when
these are part of a competitive capitalist
system that the drive to accumulate becomes
an impecrative. It s capitalism as a totakity
that creates capitahsts and imprisons them
s0 that the drive of the system to expand is
experienced as an external force — grow or
perish 1n the race to accumulate. Omnly
secondarily 1s this external force internalised
to reappear as an idecological imperative in
the psyche of capitalist soctety. Without an
understanding of this it is impossible to
analyse what drives every capitalist be they
landowner, industrialist, civil servant, arch-
bishop or pope.

[f we want to understand Eastern Europe
then we have to ask if this totality of cap-
itahist relations exists there too, binding
together those who control and forcing them
to drive the system forward. We do not have
to search tar for the answer. In 1917 the
Bolsheviks set out to change the world.
When the revolution was lost the Soviet
state accommodated itself 1o the old world.
Today it lives by its terms as it has lived by its
terms for the last half century or more. It
competes to defend wself, to accumulate
and n so doing it drives itself forward. The
same applies in Eastern Europe. This pres-
sure to accumulate exists most visibly
through the military competition that has
always been a central part of capitalist com-
petition. But it is re-inforced by a growing
network of trade and credit ties. It is this
pressure that forces the ieaderships in these
societies to accumulate and exploit and
through that accumulation and exploitation
to define themselves as ruling classes.

This mechanism is not unique. The degree
of state capitalism in the East 1s certainly
greater than in the rest of the world but it is
only a matter of degree. Moreover the ex-
tent of state capitalism has been an ever
growing part of the capitalist system sing¢e its
outset.

Of course these Eastern European so-
cieties are relatively backward and this
affects the way in which their ruling classes
have ta act. The Soviet Union’s output is
only some 60 per cent that of the USA and
only some 30 per cent that of NATO. Yetit
must match them and carry a larger burden
in the Warsaw Pact. This forces the Soviet
ruling class to drive down the level of
consumption as 1t acts as the agent of com-
petition and accumulation. Today it invests
some 30 per cent of output and spends a
further 10 per cent on arms. The result is
that the share of consumption in the Soviet
Union is one of the lowest in the world.
Maorever the investment 1s still being forced
into the most vital areas of competition. The
Soviet ruling class cannot afford to redirect
it. Many years ago Krushchey criticised
what he called ‘steel blinkers’. Today the
rulers of the Soviet Union still wear those
blinkers and they will have to wear them so
long as they continue to exist; for they are
part and parce!l of the system that gives them
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life and that they defend.

In this process of acting as the agent of
accumulation there is a substantial creaming
off of the surplus for the ruling class itself.
This, it must be stressed, is a consequence of
the class relation — not its essence. But it 15
this which creates the most obvious manites-
tations of class to which we all relate — the
inequalities in life and death, the conspicu-
ous display of wealth and so on.

The precise contours that these take vary
from society to society throughout the world
and not just in Eastern Europe. But if 15
equally clear that taking Eastern Europe as
a whole there is nothing particularly unique
in the contours we find there. In the Soviet
Union, for instance, the degree of income
inequality is now recognised to be much the
same as that in countries like Britain or
Sweden. Moreover, everywhere the unequal
distribution is re-inforced by the pnvileged
special rations, special access to scarce goods
like cars, dachas - holiday cottages in the
country, trips abroad and a host more things.

This is an accepted way of life in the Soviet
Union, legal and respectable and expected.
Alongside it there 15 also a grey twilight
world of corruption. Despite campaigns
against this it continues to flourish because it
is needed by the state. Occasionally some
idea of its dimensions emerges. Earlier this
year infighting amongst the top teadership
led to the exposure of some of its more
colourful beneficiaries. These included the
Head of the Moscow State Circus whose
home was found to contain more than §!
million of diamonds and some $300,000 of
foreign currency. Another was an opera
singer and friend of Brezhnev's daughter
who was known as ‘Boris the Gypsy’. He
enjoyed a substantial antiques coliection
and driving around Moscow in his goid
Mercedes. Exposure this high upis rare. Itis
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a product of mnternal conflict in the ruling
class and the occastonal need to indicate to
the masses that all is really well ‘at the top”.
In normal times as dunng the years the
Brezhnev family welcomed Boris's friend-
ship, the whole thing is accepted without
question. '

What we are dealing with then 18 a rufing
class that is different in degree from that in
the west but similar in kind. This is why to
deny the term ruling class there leads to such
catastrophic conclusions about the nature of
our own ruling class. It would mean that we
would not be able to understand the role of
nationalised industries, the role of the state,
the role of the manager, the financial control
of British industry through pension funds
and so on.

But to deal with class in these terms 15 to
only tell half the story. Objective class struc-
tures do not automatically determine the
reality of class and class consciousness,

Capitalist brothers

Cliasses are formed in action
constantly being created, broken down and
recreated in struggle. They are not puppets
of the relations of production, they cannot
be simply deduced from theory or from an
isolated analysis of exploitation and accu-
mulation. The class practice and class con-
sciousness of a class — whether it be working
ctass or ruling class — can oaly be understood
as it happens in action, in conflict,

If we look at Eastern Europe in these
terms what is appareat is the way in which
the state has managed historically to atomise
struggle. It has reduced it to an mdividual
level. This affects both the ruling ¢lass and
the working class. NMeither has been forced
to sharply define themselves because the
strugglc necessary to that self-definition, to
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class consciousness has not been allowed
out in the open.

This is why the example of Poland is so
important for at last the covers have been
thrown off. But the Polish events do more
than just illuminate class in Poland - they
illuminate it on a world scale. Earher we
spoke of the Eastern European ruling classes.
This was deliberate — there is no single ruling
class. Each state has its own, linked at one
level but divided at another. Marx described
capitalists as ‘hostile brothers’. They are
hostile in the sense that their relations are
built upon competition. Thai certainly exists
in Eastern Europe. Despite all of the talk of
the unity of the bloc there is less integration
between states than in the much divided
EEC.

But capitalists are brothers also 1n the
sense that threatened by a class that wants to
pull the system down they draw together to
save one another. They recognise impliciily
that their unity is strength in the face of a
common enemy. The crisis in Poland has
isolated the Polish ruling ¢lass and thrown it
back on its last resources. It now depends
for its survival on its army and the tolerant
support of its erstwhile brothers. And here
we see in action the contours of the ruling
class not just in Poland but on a world level.
Its brothers inhabit not just the capitals of
Eastern Europe. They can be found through-
out the trading, financial and industrial
centres of the world whenever econemic
activity is locked into Poland. They can be
found too in the governments of the west
and in the Vatican where formal ‘opposition’
is tempered by a recognition that repression
is a lesser evil than revolution. Ultimately
the ruling class is tted together on a world
scale by the fear that rocking the Potish boat
will cause a mutiny in the rest of the in-
creasingly waterlogged fleet.



The myth of Mahatma

As CND rediscovers non-violent
civil disobedience BarryPaiver
takes a critical look at its present
salnt — Mahatma Gandhi.

Advocates of non-violent civil disobedience
always cite one ‘success story' for the
strategy — India. The argument goes like
this. Civil disobedience, under the guidance
of Mahatma Gandhi, gained India its n-
dependence from Britain without the use of
violence. Not only that, but it did soin a way
that was morally uplifing to the part-
icipants.

Now these are large claims. To substan-
tiate them it is necessary to measure them
against the reality of the ant-Bntsh
struggle and independent Inida.

Ghandi led three national civil dis-
obedience campaigns — the Non-cooperation
Movement of 1920-22, the Civil Disobedi-
ence Movement of 1930-33. and the Quit
India Movement of [942. All of them in-
volved huge numbers of people., who
courted arrest by breaking vanous ceclomal
laws. Each movement ended with tens of

thousands of people in jail and no con-
cessions from the British.

Exch of these campaigns was followed by
a downturn in the anti-British struggle. A
turn from mass struggle to participation in
British-established assemblies, and a
growth of right-wing religious communal
organisations in the wake of the defeat.

So why did the British leave at ail. if they
had the measure of Gandh: and the Indian
nationalists?

Firstly, the positive reasons for British
rule vanished. The economic basis of the
Indian empire was the hard currency sur-
pluses earnt by the export of commercial
crops to other industrial countries. These
surpluses were then transfered to London to
support the pound. The Depression cut the
prices of these crops in halt and the sur-
pluses vanished, never to return. For the
British state (as opposed to individual
companies) this turned India into an
economic lability.

India’s other impenal role was the mil-
tary foundation of the empire east of Suez.
In both world wars the Indian army fought
for the British in the Middle East. But in
1942 the Jupanese smashed British power in
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the East. The British were only saved by
American victories in the Pacific. India’s
military role vanished. So, by 1945 there
were no positive reasons for maintaining
impernal rule,

Bui there were pressing reasons for with-
drawal. The end of the war produced an
upsurge of anti-British feeling, much of it
outside the control of Gandhi's Congress
Party. In the Autumn of 1945 officers of the
Indian National Army who had fought with
the Japanese were put on trial. They got so
much support that the Congress leaders
were compelled to help their defence. In
April 1946 units of the Indian navy mutinied
in Bombay and Indian soliders refused to
fire on them. The authorities had to rely on
the Congress leadership to break the
mutiny, by refusing to give it support.

The mutiny was supported by mass
strikes: The only reason British rule was not
under greater pressure was due to the trade
union movement being dominated ¢ither by
the Congress or by the Community Party of
India (CPI) which saw itself as the ‘loyal
oppositiot’ to the Congress. This combi-
nation meant that workers, in general, acted
as auxillaries of the nationalists, rather than
in their own class interests. Nevertheless the
British had enough experience of working
class actions, (such as the great raillways
strike of 1928) to realise that working class
struggles would create increasing problems
for their rule. They had also been getting a
ot of trouble from militant CPI-led peasant
struggles since the early 1940s. '

But the dominant issue in India after 1945
was religious communalism. The Mushm
League, wanted to partition India to create
a state of Muslims (Pakistan) and gained
overwhelming support in Muslim majority
arcas afier 1945, This enabled them to dis-
rupt the traditional government in order to
get their way, and this in turn sparked off a
series of communati riots in which thousands
died and public order collapsed in several
arcas. Once they had decided to leave the
British had no desire to hold the ring in
those circumstances, in the end they prac-
tically ran away. Independence eventually
came in chaos, communal massacres, and a
partition which satisfied no-one and which
has produced three wars between India and
Pakistan. It was all a far cry from the ideal of
peaceful civil disobedience.,

That was the practical result of peaceful
civil disobedience in the independence
struggle. But there are other claims for it,
One of these is that it is a highty pnncipled,
even saintly, method of struggle. Alas, the
circumstances in which it becamne the polcy
of the Congress were rather less than
saintly. By 1919 the Indian bourgeoisie had
decided that they wanted independence.
However, the British showed little sign of
eoing, and were quite impervious to the
traditional type of nationalist propaganda
campaign.

But the British were nervous about mass
action. At Amristar in the Punjab in 1919
General Dyer ordered the machine-guning
of a crowd in a stadium, killing over three
hundred people and injuring another
thousand. However mass action posed
problems for Indian capitalists, who had the
example of the Bolshevik Revolution nght
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hefare their eyes. They wanted a form of
struggle that involved mass action to put the
British under as much pressure as possible,
but which had to be so passive as to prevent
it moving over from anti-imperialist struggle
to class struggle.

Gandhi solved their problem. He had
developed his method of civil disobedience
during twenty years in South Africa. After
returming to India in 1915 he added to his
reputation by organising several local rural
civil disobedience campaigns on fax issues.
For the capitalists he had several unique
gualities. He had an established reputation
from his years in South Afnca, and was
acceptable to nationalists. Unhke other
leaders, his influence was not limited to a
particular region.

His policy of civil disobed:ence, based on
Hindu theology. was aimed specifically
against the British. Amongst Indituns he
preached the umty of all classes, the nch to
be ‘trustees’ for the poor. All this enabled
him to create an alliance betwen industrial
capitalists and rich peasants, whose am-
bitions were blocked by rent-receiving
landowners who were, in general. pro-
British.

Once they understood what he was
about, Indan capitalists became Gandhi's
best supporters and gave him millions of
rupees over a period of twenty-five years.
The rich peasants and other petit bourgeois
groups supplied him with a national base of
activists which enabled him to dominate the

Congress until the final days of 1947, By

then he had formed the ruling class coalition
which was to rule independent India, a
Congress party which had the support of
millions of workers and pcasants. No
wonder the British found 1t a suitable
vehicle to transfer their impenal power to.
The Congress leaders, Gandhians to a man
and occasional woman, simply maoved
behind the desks of the departing British.

Atomic bomb

There s one last clayim made for
Gandhian civil disobedience — the moral
effect it was supposed to have on those whe
practised it. In fact, Gandhr’s insistence on
using Hindu theology to pravide the ideo-
logical basis for civil disobedience was dis-
astrous. It gave legitimacy to the caste
system, for though Gandhi verbally
opposed caste oppression, he refused to
oppose caste itselt. Since oppression 1s in-
hercnt 1n caste, all this atritude did was to
assist the entrenchment of castism inside the
Congress iiself, and alienated aiarge section
of wuntouchables from the anti-British
struggle. After independence this meant
that though caste and caste practices were
lcgally abolished, they continue to be
practised, notably by members of the
government.

Gandhi’s Hindu chauvinism fed the
chauvinism of Muslim communalists, as 1t
gave them ammunition to urge that the

Congress was just a Hindu party, hostile to
Mushms. On the other hand, Gandhi's
ideology provided an umbrella for the
grawth of right-wing and nec-fascist organ-
isations based on Hindu communahsm, whe
specialised v orgamising  pograms  of
Muslims. By impoesing civil disobedience
and Hindu ideology onto the Congress.
(zandhi bears a heavy responsibility for par-
titien and the massacres that daccompamed
it, when literally millions of people were
Killed during the “transfer’ of populations
atter partition.

Almost everyone who has ruled India
since 1947 has paid lip-service to Gandhi.
You find Gandhians everywhere in the
government, the police, the ¢ivil service,
politics. For long periods of time there have
been Gandhian ministers in charge of the
pelice, who shoot hundreds of demon-
strators each year, and who murder sccial-
15ty 10 coid biood as a matter of routine.

When the Indian atomic bomb was ex-
ploded in 1974 there was a Gandhian De-
fence Minister, doubtless making sure that
it was a non-viclent bomb. Radiation levels
In nuclear power stations were tested by
paving untouchables 60p each to go into the
central core area, after which they were
tested. They must now be non-violently
Tying from leukerma.

In every government office, every bosses’
mMansion, 1N every police station, a portrait
of the Mahatma beams down, on the faithful,
practising what he preached.

Socialist Review September 1982




NEWS & ANALYSIS

Trade wars

In the past few months major
rows have broken out between
A merica and the EEC over
trade. In the 1930s trade wars
added to the slump and helped

create the 2nd World War. Are
the 1980s going the same way as

the 30s? Pete Green investigates.
igates.

Since last December, the Americans have
tried to use the crushing of Solidarity in
Polund as an excuse to pull their NATO
allies into line and step up the economic and
military pressure on the USSR. But West
European (and West German in particular)
bankers and industrialists have built up ex-
tensive and profitable economic connect-
ions with the Eastern bloc. These they will
not abandon lightly — especially while
Reuagan,. pressured by American farmers,
excludes grain exports to Russia from his
sanctions.

The conflict came to a head over exports
of equipment worth several bithon dollary

for the Siberian pipeline, planned to supply
natural gas from Russia to Westerm Europe.
In June the United States announced a ban
on all deals, affecting not just American
companics but all firms using licensed
American technology.

This amounted to the US telling Euro-
pean firms they could not fuifil contracts
they'd  already signed. [t infuriated the
European governments. In West Germany
Schmidt insisted that the deal would go
ahead and that they would not accept a
trade war with the Soviet Union. Even
Reagan’s closest allies in cold-war rhetoric,
the Tories. have ordered British Arms in-
volved. such as John Brown’'s, not 1o obey
the ban,

Reagan's unilateral action over the pipe-
line seems to have backfired. The US
economy is no longer so dominant that the
Americans can get away with throwing their
weight about like that, indeed it's the weak-
ening of the economic competiiveness of
the United States, relative to its West
German and Japanese rivals, that underlies
the growing tensions within the Western
Ailiance.

One expression of that relative weakness
is the arms race, the drive to reassert
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Migserable faces on Wall Strest as old
iriends no longer tae the line.

American military power, and protect the
enormous overseas assets of Amerncan cap-
ital, But there’s a major contradiction here
which the American ruling-class has been
reluctant to face up to.

Heavy defence spending has imposed
enormous  strains  on the American
gconomy. To ease those strains the
Americans want their European and Jap-
anese allies to boost thetr arms spending and
bear a greater share of the costs. But the
slump has also pushed the Reagan regime
towards a protectionist stance, hitting ex-
ports from Europe and Japan and under-
mining the very foundations of the Western
alliance, That's why the second major row,
over steel imports into the US, is even more
serious in its impfications.

The American steel industry is certainly
in & bad way. In 1981 production iell by a
third and 85,000 workers were laid off or put
on short-time. For most of 1982 only half of
the steel-making capacity has been in use.
But this is more to do with the slump ip.the
Anmerican economy than imported stee,}‘

Imports from all sources took only 20%
of the American market in 1981. Imports
from the EEC took just 6.4%. But those
figures do represent a rising share in a falling
market. The Amerncan steel companies are
suffering from years of underinvestment
and low productivity. Their overseas mar-
kets are being squeezed by both the Jap-
anese and new producers in the Third
World.

For the weaker steel companies hanging
onto marginal shares of their domestic
market has become a matter of survival. But
the same applies to the European prod-
ucers, allof whom, exceptin West Germany,
are only alive because the State has stepped
in to take them over or prop them up. Asthe
slump continues the competition is be-
COmMIng savage,

Neither in Europe nor in the United
States will import controls stop the haem-
morage of jobs in the stee) industry — al-
though campaigns against imports have
proved very effective in diverting workers
and excusing union leaders unwilling to
fight. But controls will enable the US steel
firms to push up prices and profits whilst
they continue to modernise their plant and
sack workers. Or like US Steel, the firm
which has led the campaign for import
controls, spend $6.4 billion dollars buying
Marathon Oil and move away from steel

dltogether.
The steel corporations have rejecied a

European offer to restrict exports to a mere
5.75% of the market. They are pressing
ahead with court cases to produce more
severe restrictions than those proposed in
June. But what makes sense for the in-
dividual steel corporation could have un-
pleasant repercussions for American ex-
porters and the system as a whole.

. The American case for controlling steel
imports rests on the quite correct asserion
that the European producers are heavily
subsidised by their Governments. But, as
the EEC has pointed out American ex-
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porters receive special tax advantages and
have long benefited from lower energy
COSts.

The truth 15 once vou start controlling
impeorts on the grounds of subsidies or Gov-
ernment support you ve already well on the
way towards @ major trade war. There is no
Crovernment in the world which isn™t trying
to subsidhse exports. or bail out its major
industrial loss-makers.

The steel contlict 1s only the most prom-
incnt of several long simmering trade dis-
putcs between the US and the EEC which
are on the pomnt ot beiling over. The
Amecricans are particularly angry about the
subsidised export of the Common Market’s
food mountains, cutting into their Third
World markets. They've just imposed
import quotas on EEC sugar. On the other
side. US exports of manmade textiles and
soyabeans to Europe are in the frontline for
retahatory action.

The EEC's presentation of itself as
the injured partner rings rather hellow in
the light of its own moves against textile
imports from the Third World. In the latest
round of negotiations on the multifibre
agreement, the EEC (with Britain being
one of the hardlinersy has threatened to
impose uniateral import curbs if Hong
Kong, South Korea and ten other exporters
refuse 10 accept new restrictions.

The Common Market is at heart just a
glarified protection market, propping up
the prices and profits of European farmers,
textile companics and steel firms. Not that
that’s prevented 1ts members falling out
among themselves — as the lamb and turkey
wirs between Britain and France in the last
vear have iilustrated.

But in both Ewrcpe and Amenca the
most feared competitor of all remains
Japan. Complaints about Japan's network
of informal control or its cheap wages have
long ceased to have any justification. The
harsh reality is that after years of high in-
vestment Japancse industry is just that
much more productive. But, as in Europe
and the States, Japan retains a heavily pro-
tected agricultural sector (its right-wing
governments remain dependent upon rural
voters). That could soon provide the
excuse for a majoer clampdown on Jap-
anese exports.

In the last few years both the Americans
and the EEC have reached voluntary
agreements toe restrict imports of Japanese
cars, televisions and steel. (The agreements
had unexpected effects. In Britain, for
example, the exclusion of Japanese imports
has helped not British Leyland but imports
by Ford, Renault and Volkswagen. The
Japanese have turned to markets in the
Middle East und Latin America, hurting
European and American exports to those
arcas instead.)

The Americans have so far resisted
European pressure to change the rules of
GATT (the international trade body) and
openly allow discriminatory controls aimed
at a particular country, i.e. Japan. But that
could soon change with growing US fears
over Japanese exports of machine toels and
silicon chips.

In the United States Congress, despite
opposition from the Reagan administration,
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a Reciprocity Trading Bill has been in-
troduced. That would ensure automatic re-
taliation against imports of any country
which was not completely open to Amencan
exports. It is clearly aimed against Japan.
As the Financial Times observed, its sup-
porters are
‘. . .those who argue that the US and
Japan are really engaged in 2 no-holds
barred struggle for economic survival and
ought to have no illusions to the cont-
rary. . .'The problem with reciprocrty is
that while it is a weapon wielded in the
name of free trade 1ts results may well be
quite the opposite - the break-up of world
trade into a large number of bilateral
trade-offs between countries.’
That sort of disintegration of the world’s
trading svstem would be disastrous for jobs.
Once a trade war starts to escalate it
acquires a momentum of its own. With each
country seeking to cut the exports of every-
body else the overali effect can only be to
lower the level of world trade (already fali-
ing slightly — by 1% in 1981}, deepen the
slump and add to unemployment. There are
few innocents in such a game least of ail
amongst the world's major imperialist
powers. Soclalists should no more take sides
in such disputes, regardless of petty argu-
ments about who fired the first shot, than
they should line up with their own bosses in
the bloodier sorts of war. The blind, nation-
alistic. logic 1s the same 1n both.

Quotas and tariffs

Somc of the more sophisticated de-
fenders of import controls will point to
thase occasions 1n the history of world cap-
italistn when certain countries have grown
rapidly, behind a defensive screen of con-
trols — the United States and Germany in the
late 19th Century, or Japan in the 1950s. But
those controls were directed against the
averwhelmingly dominant economies of the
time. Brtain and the USA respectively. In
both periods the major economic power was
willing to continue to defend free trade
because it did so well out of it in the world as
a whole.

Controls imposed in a period when the
system is expanding are rather different
from controls introduced at a time of
stapnant markets and bitter competition.
The relevant comparison today is not with
Japan in the 1950s but the world m the
1930s,

Following the introductron of tariffs in
America in 1934, the next two years saw the
crection of a whole series of import restrict-
1ons, quotas and tariffs throughout Europe
(quotas impose strict limits on the volume of
imports of a particular commodity; tariffs
are a tax levied by governments to push up
the price of imports). In 1932 Britain
abandoned its commitment to free trade for
Imperial Preterence imposing tariffs around
the Empire as a whole — a central plank of
Tory policy at that time.

The 19305 1n other words saw a general
disintegration of world trade and a retreat
into trading blocs. Britain and France both
formed biocs based on their still extensive
colenial possessions. Germany under the
Nazis sought to carve out its own bloc in
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Central Europe. The Japanese launched
their expansion in Asia designed to secure
their own empire and supphes of raw mat-
enals. Stalin’s Russia was already set on its
costly (in terms of human lives and intense
exploitation) drive to build up a self-
sufficient state capitalism in the face of a
hostite world.

What does need emphasising s the
economic consequences of the trade war.
As one economic historian summed it up:

‘These trade restrictions were intended to

dampen the impact of recession in each

country, but because they were used by
all countries, they did not have the in-
tended effect. They simply accentuated
the problem by producing a vicious circle
of mutual unmiseration. As a result of

these policies which were piled on top of a

weak demand situation, financial instab-

ility and faliing prices, there was a drastic
fall in world trade from 1929 to 1933, The
volume of West European exports fell

M and although there was some re-

covery thereatier, the 1937 European ex-

port level was more than a fifth lower than

in 1929 and 139 lower than in 1913.7 (A

Maddison 10 Fontana Economic History

of Europe Vol. 5 (2))

The parallels between that situation and
the 1980s are indeed uncomfortably close. 1t
remains true that the rapid growth of world
trade 1n the postwar era has produced a high
degree of mrtegration. All of them are far
more dependent upon trade with each other
than they were in the 1920s. That in turn
means that there are powerful forces within
¢ach ruling-class with a strong commitment
to free trade. The large multinationals in
particular are anxious to retain their free-
dom to move money and goods at will, and
arc capable of evading many of the controls
which do exist.

That however is only one side of the
picture. The integration has not gone so far
that national capitals with distinct interests
are no longer wentifiable. Where the in-
tegration is at its h:ghest. in Western
Europe, the EEC has begun to act as rep-
resentative of a single trading bloc vis a vis
the Americans and the Japanese. The unity
i5 a precarious one with many internal
fissures. But the possibility of a division of
the Western alliance into three major trad-
ing blocs (with a fourth in Eastern Europe),
fighting it ont for markets in the rest of the
worid, 1s certainly there.

For the moment it needs to be emphas-
1sed (especially given the more blinkered
and ossified versions of Lenin's ‘Imperial-
ismm’ current in some sections of the [eft) that
the major ‘inter-imperialist rivalry’ remains
that between the USA and the USSR. The
guns and bombs on the western side are still
all pointing 1n the same direction. and are
going to remain so for the forseeuble future.

But the outbreak of a major three-sided
trade war between the USA, the EEC and
Japan, would not only have serious
economic consequences, deepening and
praotracting the world slump, it would also
seriously disrupt the Western altliance which
has deminated so much of the globe for so
long. The instability that would create
would also expand the opportunities for
revolutionary socialists.



INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION

Throwing up your rights

Workers are facing a new chal-
lenge to their established rights
at work as a result of new
Government rules on the
certification of sickness absence
and the introduction of a new
system of state sick pay from
next April. A number ot
disputes have already taken
place over these issues and sick
pay will be a hot issue over the
coming months. Keith Brown
looks at these new
developments, what they mean
for workplace organisation and
why workers should be on their
guard.

If anyone had said two years ago that sick
pay and absence rules would become a cen-
tral issue on the shopfloor, most trade union-
ists would have laughed. But recent dispulces
at companies like Plessey and Metal Box
have demonstrated that these issues are
currently very important. Why is this?

Two important changes are in the process
of happening. These are the cnding of doc-
tors” sick notes for ilinesses of less than seven
days duration from 14 June this year, and
the replacement of the DHSS sickness bene-
fit scheme, set npin 1948, by a new system of
employers’ statutory sick pay in Aprid 1983.
From next April most workers will no longer
be able to claim state sickness benetit from
the DHSS for the first eight weeks’ sickness
in a tax vear. Instead their emplover will
have to pay them a flat-rate payment
depending on their carnings level.

Both these changes have been forced on
reluctant employers by the Government.
The ending of doctors® sick notes for short-
term illnesses is the result of a long campaign
by the doctors’ organisation, the Briush
Medical Association, who uscd the power of
their ‘closed shop® to demand a change. The
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doctors have long complained that their duty
to fill in sick notes so that patients could
claim DHSS benefit was a4 waste of their time
and Lhat of their paticnts, who in many €ascs
could treat themsclves and didn't need o see
a doctor,

The Tories agreed to change the rules so
that sick notes from doctors were only re-
guired after the first seven days” sickness for
statc benefit purposes. The problem tor
employers was that many used the doctory’
sick note as proof of the genuineness of sick-
ness for Lheir own company sick pay
schemes. So emplovers were forced 1o mike
changes (0o,

The introduction ot employers” stalutory
sick pay (known as SSP) from next April has
heen fought strongly by employers and they
have managed to water down considerably
the original proposals.

In comparisen the TUC’s campaign
against the new law {the Social Security and
Housing Benefits Act 1982) was patheuc.
There was no attempt to invelve atiiliated
unions in a campatgn and most rank and file
trade unionists are stiil in the dark about the
impending changes. The TUC failed to
organise any opposition to the Bill but kept
its action at the level of polite submissions to
the Government. Only now that the Bill has
become law are the unions gradually waking
up and issuing advice to members. Yet this
Act will, in practical terms, have a mos¢ 1m-
mediate impact of trade unionists’ dayto day
work than the Tebbit Employment Act.

Bosses may be reluctant to accept the
Covernment's new law but have no doubt
that many companies will take advantage of
it. The ending of doctors™ sick notes has
forced employers to look at their existing
controls over sickness absence and so-called
‘malingering’. Without the protection of an
independent view on the genuineness of sick-
ness in the shape of a doctor’s sick note,
workers who are off work torshort spells are
now much more vulnerable to disciplinary
action or dismissal, and (0 victimisation by
cmployers.

Most firms have inttoduced systems of
self-certification, along the lines of the new

claim form issued by the DHSS whereby
workers certify their own reason for absence.
While this sounds like an easier and more
trusting sort of procedure, it is nothing of the
sort. Bosses now have the ultimate say on
whether they believe a worker or not, and
whether sick pay is paid, Moreover, the new
systems often give supervisors the job of
counter-signing the self-certificate at a face
to face interview on the wotker’s return 10
work. This move gives shop floor manage-
ment cven morce contrel. Of course, seli-
certification in itself need not necessarilybea
retrograde step if workers can control the
system, but 1 management are allowed to
impose new, tighter rules it can be a disaster,

For examplc, a document 1ssued by BL
management at the Birmingham Land Rover
plant to supervisors contains the following
gems:

You should always gather any infor-

mation that will be helpful to vou as a

SUpPCrvisor,

Shorter periods of absence will probably

need vou to find out more about the

reason tor absence;

Satisfy vourself regarding the reason for

absence given;

If you think the true reason for absence

has not been given... discuss the matter

with your superintendent;

Seek 1o cstablish any information that

will be of use to you operationally...

whether the employee will be fit encugh

ta work overtime;

Do not fail 10 register any CONCETNs you

have over unsatisfactory aspects of

behaviour;

In the words of a TGWU senior shop stew-
ard at Land Rover, *before the new scheme we
could be absent for three days without

providing any medical documentation but
now we have to provide a certificate if we are
away for one day—so we have already been
robbed of an important right’.

The start of self-certification caught many

bosses with their trousers down and many
undoubtedly fearcd that 1t would ncrease
absenteesim, but various employers’ associ-
ations and consultancies were quick to reas-
sure them that it could work. The experience
of those companies alrcady operating such
systems showed that in virtually all cases,
absence rates had been cut. A survey by
MPA I.td found that, among manual
workers, the average absence rate for those
companies with self-certification was 3.7 per
cent compared to 4.9 for those without.

Selt-certification is not the only method of
tightentng up for employers. The BMA’s
ethical commitiee was so disturbed by
emplovers’ attempts to get contidential
medical records in order to sack employees
that it has issued a strong warning to workers
ty beware of signing away thetr rnights to
confidentiality, Dr Dawscn of the BMA
commented that i1 was unreasonable ‘to
cxpect a GP who gathers information froma
patient for health care to pass on that infor-
mation for an emplovyer to use for making
judgements about a person’s future employ-
ment’,

Another growing trend is for employers to
have pre-employment medical checks for )ob
applicants to screcn out those with poor
health records or high absence levels,
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The replacement of the curremt DHSS
sickness benefit scheme by a new svstem of
empioyers’ statutory sick pay from next
April will give employcrs even more powers
to control absence. For the first eight weeks
of sickness absence in a year, bosses will have
the power to decide whether to pay out state
sick pay or not, instead of the DHSS taking
the decision. The employer will be able to get
back all the moncy paid out as SSP from
their monthly National Insurance stamp
payments so they will not be losing out. [For
workers, on the other hand, it will not only
cut the amount of sick pay received by them
but also give emplovers the chance to harass
workers with poor health records, or indeed
any worker who goes sick. Trade union acti-
vists will have to be especiallv carcful. Lt will
also mean that many disabled workers or
those with poor health records will find 1t
even harder to find a job.

Getting trade unionists to take sick pay
seriously can be difficull, bul activists may
find that this 1s an 1ssuc where support can be
generated. When management at Plessey’s
[lford plant suspended two workers who re-
fuscd to fill in self-certificates: 800 workers
from ten unions walked out for a4 week to de-
mand their re-instatement. Management
backed down and said they would not in fu-
ture suspend any worker who refused to sign
a4 selt-certificate. At Meta! Box ASTMS
members are currently taking action at the
Reading, London, Worcester and Carlisle
plants in protest against changes in the rule
for cerufying absence.

Trade unionists wiil have to keep a shavp
cye on what their management are planning
to do from next April and go on the offensive
now if they are to stop more ngid controls
being imposed on them. Who knows, it may
even be possible to use next April’s change to
make significant improvements in

employers’ sick pay schemes.
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WRITERS REVIEWED

Crooks

The film and the musical of Guys
and Dolls are now showing in
London’s West End. Marta
Wohrle looks at the original
stories, written by Damon
Runyon in the "30s

When Damon Runyon first wrote his stories
about the dubious underworld mhabitants
of Broadway, he was already a well known
journalist and sportswriter. Like his better
remembered contemporary John Stein-
beck. Runyon described the economic
hardship of the depression and colourfully
cvoked a particular social group. In Stein-
beek's case, displaced Oklahomans forced
otf their land and in Runyon’s, New York’s
criminal class. But it is not just their subject,
but ther whole approach which is different.

Runvon is comic rather than tragic. He
makes light of the hardships with wry and
sardonic commentary. In fact, Runyon
deliberately avoids the sort of passionate
sentimentality  that  characterises  Stein-
beck's Grapes of Wrath.

The stornes were at first incidental to
Runyon’s journalism. He began with a hil-
arious short story of the crooks and gang-
sters that inhabit Broadway. He followed it
with several others based on his experniences
of New York racing and gambling. They
were collected in Guys and Dolls, pubhshed
in }932.

All the stories are told by the same
fictitious narrator in a unigue and often
mimicked language. The present tense and
the first person 1s always used, coloured by
bizarre metaphors and racy pace. The past
tense is resoiutely avoided and replaced
very skiltully with the present. So, if you
were to say “Did you hear what | sawd™, a
Runyon character would put 1t like this:
“Do you hear what T say™,

Rather than tell steries, Runyon evokes
characters. Their names describe their “line
of business’, Harry the Horse, Bookie Bob,
Spanish John. . .

In a matter of a few sentences he succeeds
in capturing their social context, their roles
and their mannernsms. Here for example, he
presents an inveterate follower-of-form and
horse racing gambler:

‘Then there s Hot Horse Herbie, who is

called Hat Horse Herbie because he

generally knows about some horse that is
supposed to be hotter than a base-burner,

a hot horse being a horse that is all heated

up to win a horse race, although some-

times Hot Horse Herbie's hot horses turn

out to be as cold as a landlord’s heart.’

The frequent repetition of words in the
same sentence, the deliberate avoidance of
an aiternative term, oftcn laboured allit-
eration and almost outrageous metaphors,
make Runyon’s hterary efforts unigue. The
style 1s light, even contrived, but it succeeds

27

in conveying an atmosphere of the sur-
roundings.

There 1s obviously a tragic element, buc it
1s skirted around with an impertinent air,
that leaves the reader famihar with the hard-
ships but noting that they aren’t insur-
mountable. Above all there 15 a pervasive
sense of optimism against incredible odds.

In a parncular example involving the
larassment of bookies’ runners at the races,
this becaomes very clear:

‘Now these are highly respected

characters, and it you ask them what they

do, they will tell you that they are turf
advisors, a turf advisor being a party who
advises the pubiic about horse races, and
thelr services are semetimes guite invalu-
abie, evenif the coppers at the race-tracks
da say that turf advisors are nothing but
touts, and are always jerking them
around, and sometimes going so far as to
bar them off the tracks altogether, which

IS a very grave injustice, as it deprives

many worthy citizens of u chance toearna

livelthood.”

The narrator seems vaguely out of place.
He is a nervous guy with an obsession with
‘respectability’, that is respectability within
the criminal community. He rarely partici-
pates and his relationship with the other
characters is a voyeuristic one. By distancing
himself from the other participants he is
able ta observe each more intimately.

Runyon dehliberately describes a social
class without ever commenting on social
class in general. Class divisions are seen
cntirely in terms of the hierarchy within the
criminail class. Women are wsually des-
cribed as ‘dolls’ and are rarely central
figures 10 the stories. The depression and
prohibition are seen as creators of this
harsh existance.

While not being the greatest political
commentator of the century, Runyon is
certainly one of the funniest. His characters
and the language used to describe them
are endlessly fascinating. The world they
inhabit is rich and lively.

On Broadway and From First to Lasi
{Picador, £1.95 ecach) make a virtually
complete collection of stones. If anyone
doesn’t enjoy,them, then they must be, in
Runvon's language, such a guy as will
never be moved by anything short of an
earthquake.



INTERVIEW

A very British reformism

Chris Mullin, editor of Tribune
and well-known figure on the
Labour left has just published a
political thriller, A Very British
Coup (Hodder and Stoughton,
£6.95). It tells the story of how a
left Labour government elected
in 1989 is subverted and brought
down.

Pete Goodwin talked to him
about his book.

What made you write the book?

I wanted to get a message across to the
widest possible audience that the real threat
to parliamentary democracy comes not from
people like you and me, but from those who
inthabit the darker recesses of Whitehall, the
City of London, the offices of the newspaper
barons. A political thriller seems the best
way of doing it. When I have read standard
best seller political thrillers it seemed that
the right had all the best plots, We shouldn’t
et them get away with it. So I decided to
write one from an opposite point of view,

I think vou've been very successful. But that
raises a question mark. You are assoc-
iated with Bennite politics have written a
novel about what is essentially a Bennite
government getting into office with a massive
majority and being absolutely screwed by
the set-up. In writing the novel, did that
make you think anything about your pelitics?

You want to know whether ] would accept
the Socialist Worker analysis that all left
Labour governments are inevitably doomed
— the apocalyptic view of fighting for change
inside the system. I don’t. I believe it’s pos-
sible to have a different outcome to my
government led by a Sheffield steelworker.
He, as you know, is removed by extra- and
anti-parliamentary forces. [ believe thatitis
possible for such a regime to achieve change.
But I think people ought to be aware of the
difficulties and my aim has been to describe
the difficulties as graphically as possible to
rcach as large a number of people as possible.
So that people will be forewarned.

But yvou do present a damning case. From
day one, despite having a few tricks up its
sleeve, this left government is successively
absorbed, eroded. You’ve obviously taken
some of the examples from the Chilean
experience.

Yes, and the expenience of previous
Labour governments, even though they did
not threaten very much the control of power
and wealth in this country. A sterling crisis,
for example, traditionally accompanies the
election of a Labour government. And there
has always been talk of the need for coup

attempts, or the need to destabilise Labour
FOVETTHTLENLS,

But your book portrays the state machine
exactly as Lenin presented it — an organ of
the ruling class, not susceptible to democratic
control. How do you think a left wing gov-
ernment could avoid the consequences which
are speit out in your book?

Well, one of the ways, I hope, is that
public opinion would be sufficiently alerted
in advance to prepare for some of the tricks
that the establishment would play on such a
left government. What you're really asking
me is why aren't I a revolutionary? The
reason I’m not is because if you seize power
by force, as expenence shows, you have to
retain it by force. This is the expenence of
most societies in which this has happened.
I've been in Vietnam, China and Kam-
puchea. While the revolutionary side there
had no choice but to seize power by torce,
we actually do have that choice and I'm
anxious that we exploit that choice before
we start lapsing, or turming to revolution.

You’ve said it would be merely strength of
public opinion forewarned. ..

No, it wouldn’t just be the strength of
public opinion, it would be the degree of
organisation in the trade union and labour
movement. What you have 10 do is create
sufficient pressure, build a sufficiently strong
and organised base, in the country, in the
workplace, in the shipyards, have people
who are sufficiently politically conscious, to
sustain such a government in office. And
indeed to put pressure on it should it show
signs of wavering, or as it inevitably will,
come up against the forces of the extra-
parhamentary establishment.

One disappointing thing about your book is
that the working class hardly appears in it at
all. Why?

Well, they feature in two ways, I think.
Actually, my prime minister is working class,
a Sheffield steelworker. Which is an unusual
feature and will make him unique among all
British prime ministers.

Ramsay MacDonald?

Ramsay MacDonald, probably, yes. Sec-
ondly the working class appears in the form
of a number of trade union leaders of no
doubt impeccable working class credentials,
right wing trade umon officials, who come
together to make life as difficult as possible
for the povernment, in that case, by organi-
sing a work-to-rule in the power industry.

Let us take that case, which is one solid case
where the working class does come into it.
Presumably, what you are thinking about is
the copper miners’ strike in Allende’s Chile.
That gained a certain demagogic suppert
from sections of the ruling class but it was a
genuine dispute for higher wages, which I
certainly would support. Most disputes that
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a left wing Labour government would be
faced with would not be the result of right
wing manipulation, but would result from an
expansion of working class consciousness,
people wanting to de things to improve their
own position. First of all, none of that is in
your book, but secondly, you seem to be
rather ambiguous about what attitude a left
Labour government would take to that. You
seem to be suggesting that your ideal left
wing government would hold back such
struggles.

Be specific, what kind of struggle? 1 don’t
believe it to be a test of revolutionaries to
support every strike without question. It
wouldn’t be terribly revolutionary to sup-
port the copper miners’ strike in Chile.

You think it would have been wrong to have
supported the copper miners?

[ don’t know, [ wasn't there and I don’t
know much about the arguments one way or1
the other. All I'm saying is that [ can well see
that there are strikes that are not necessarily
very progressive. It's quite possible to sce
that if a number of trade unton leaders got
together to manipulate their members into
calling a stoke to bring down an essentially
left wing government that wouldn't neces-
sarily be a good thing.

But a far more likely result of a left labour
government backed with mass enthusiasm
would be the sort of situation you got in
France in 1936 when the Popular Front was
elected, with masses of workers trying to
improve their wages. What would be your
response to that?

[ think increasing wages would be a
priority — particutarly if workers were poorly
paid — but it wouldn’t take precedence over
providing. for example, jobs for those who
don’t have jobs or the removal of the
American bases from this country. If you
win a 50%% wage increase that could actually
be a very conservative and reactionary
demand. I don’t believe that wage m:ltancy
is necessarily progressive.

I find it difficult to see how a left Labour
government would maintain active working
class support. Because it can only win it,
maintain and build upon it, by starting where
workers are struggling. You are suggesting
in quite a large number of cases you would
restrain what workers are struggling for.

[ think you have identified a genuine
weakness in the strategy of Harry Perkins’
government, and in my book. You have
asked me whether I thought it was inevitable
that such a government would be swept
aside and my reply is that it probably would
be so long as the parliamentary leadership
neglects to provide itself with a mass base.
That is a difficult and time consuming and
wearying and often disappointing struggle,
and may take many years to achieve. And 1
agree, it will not suddenly come about over-
night because a left wing majority has been
obtained in parliament.

How much do you see the Labour left doing
that at the moment?

I think that is what we have started to do
and it’s a measure of the size of the task that
progress has been fairly slight so far. For
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example, this country until recently had
been given over to non-political trade
unionism. Trade umonism viewed solely in
terms — 1 think this is where you make a
mistake — of wage militancy. I would like to
see us break out of that mental straight-
jacket, and that’s why in our campaign to
democratise the Labour party over the iast
three or four years one of the first things we
did was get down to trade union conferences
and start holding Innge meetings, attracting
large numbers of delegates in an environ-
ment where they couldn’t be contrelled by
the union machine, and as a result of which
many went back into their conferences the
following day and voted through some very
progressive things. For example, last year
for the first time the TUC came out in
favour of unilateral nuclear disarmament.
That was only, { would argue, because of the
mass organising we had started among trade
unions, among their grass roots.

But that work is very much at the level of the
union machine, isn’t it? For instance, the
example you give of the TUC carrying sup-
port for unilateral nuclear disarmament.
That did come from pressure from union
conferences. But in how many workplaces is
there CND agitation?

I don’t know, and though I don’t place
much store on opinion polls, it’s clear that
public opinion has shifted numerically, that
between 40 and 55% of people are now in
favour of the removal of the bomb and
Amencan bases.

But | would have said that our activity
(the left’s) over the last two or three years
has been exactly what you would recom-
mend. We are trying to make it uncomfort-
able for someone to sit in parliament
representing a Labour constituency who
does not support and indeed in many cases
opposes party policy. We are trying, and
this 15 a much longer strategy, to make it
uncomfortable for trade union leaders to
remain in office whilst opposing the demands
of their members.

But isn’t it true that the strategy as pursued
by the new Labour left in the trade unions is
still very much a biroad left strategy: the idea
of getting the right men and women (it's
generally men) in the right places. And that
means, for instance, that there’s no serious
Labour left organisation in NUPE bhecause
it’s already considered to be part of the left.
The same goes for the Transport and General
Workers, and so on. So you arrive at the
position where the supposed left slate for the
trade union section of the National Executive
of the Labour Party includes people like Alex
Kitson or Sam McCluskie, who have voted
for the witch hunt, when that supposedly this
year is the key issue you’re fighting on.

No, if you're asking me, do I think that
the way to make progress is to get key
individuals into key offices, I don’t. 1 think
that's sometimes one of the outcomes, and [
think you're correct that many organisations
we consider left only offer an illusion of
leftness because the membership is not suffi-
ciently conscious. I think you saw that last
year in NUPE in the deputy leadership
¢lection. When it was put to the baliot a
substantial majority of the individual mem-
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bers were in favour of Denis Healey, who
was opposed to most - all, perhaps - of the
major policies for which the union leader-
ship stood. That shows up the contradic-
ttons, and it's 4 measure of the work that
remalns to be done,

Let me shift the discussion back to the book.
One of the interesting things about it is that
Harry Perkins’ Labour government is com-
mitied to withdrawat from NATO - and as
you know Tony Benn is for remaining in
NATO. Do you think that it’s a serious
weakness of the Bennite left that it hasn’t
taken the question of NATO seriously?

No. I think you have to waik before vou
run. Personally, I'm in favour of our with-
drawing from NATO. I'm in favour of
British neutrality as between the power

bloes, I don’t speak for Tony Benn — you'll,

have to ask him what he thinks on the
question.

One other question of policy. In the novel,
Harry Perkins’ government is committed to
the abolition of the House of Lords, but interesi-
ingly enough, like Tony Benn, it’s not com-
mitted to the abolition of the monarchy, which
does turn out later on in the novel ta be one of
the sinister extra-parliamentary forces.

You mustn’t fall into the trap of cxpecting
e to give Tony Benn's point of view. He's
quite capable of speaking for himself. But I
agree, the question of the monarchy and the
role it will play, just like the role of the
courts and the judges, is one that will have
to be faced.

But don’t you think it’s an indication of the
feebleness of the Labour left at the moment
that it’s not willing to pick up what look like
hot potatoes, like the monarchy, like NATO?

Many pcople on the left are prepared to
take these things up but you can only cam-
paign on so many fronts at a given time. it's
a question of priority. I've told you what my
position on NATO is quite clearly. Whether
there’s anything to be gained by a kamikaze
assault on the monarchy at this stage is
another question. Personally I'm not a
headbanger. T believe that one of the great
faules of the non- Labour left has been to set

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

themselves, perhaps deliberately as a strat-
egy, a target that cannot be possibly met,
perhaps with a view to busting the system.
But the result has been unimpressive over
the last ten years,

If the Labour left 1s feeble, and 1t 1s, [ can
only say the non-Labour left is even feebler.
With the exception of Socialist Worker sup-
porters, I can’t help noticing that in the last
couple of years many of the non-Labour left
have decided to0 join the Labour Party. That
surely must be a tribute, rightly or wrongly,
to the fact that they believe we are stronger
and they are weaker.

There’s a moment in the novel when a char-
acter purchases a copy of Socialist Worker,
which makes a prediction on its front page.
The character's comment is: “Typical of the
Trots — strong on parancia, weak on facts’.
Then half an hour later, he sees that predic-
tion ¢come true. Don’t you think that in the
situation of a left Labour government being
eroded by the establishment that the sort of
ideas we put forward, which today may seem
very outrageous, would begin to take on a
more serious appeal?

I think that simply by making a statement
or simply by stating a series of unattainabie
demands, the effect that you have is to
demoralise your own supporters. [ would
put it to you that the high turnover of mem-
bership m.the SWP, and the declining
membership (I don’t say this to try to score
points, because the Labour Party has got
nothing to be proud of about its member-
ship in recent years) of the non-Labour left
QVer recent years is to some extent a resuit
of that strategy I would call headbunging.

I've been in many countries that have had
revolutions and they have backfired, and
one of the things I note about the non-
Labour left’s analysis of the way the world
turns round is that there is no society, no
country, no system of government, no party
anywhere in the world that haseverachieved
anything worthy of more than the most
tnflng praise. And that leads to deep, deep
pessimism and demoralises many of vour
own members eventually. I think that a very
serious drawback upon which we oughr to
reflect.

followers of Tony Benn just wait in

the back rcoms till next

conference? In THREE LETTERS
TO A BENNITE, Paul Foot takes 3

fraternal look al the dilemmas they

face...

A new SWFP pamphlet, available from S\'ﬂ
sellers, good bookshops, or by post from

Socialists Unlimited, 265 Seven Sisters
Road, London N4 2DE.

m3ingle copy 50p (plus 20p postage), ten .

for £4 post free.
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The workers’ state

On the eve of the Bolshevik
Revolution, Lenin wrote his
short pamphlet, The State and
Revolution. Gareth Jenkins
discusses the issues raised in it.

Lenin wrote The State and Revolution in
August and September 1917. The topic was
an urgent, practicai one. The Fcbruary
Revolution had given birth to two opposing
types of power: workers’ power. in the shape
of the soviets, and bourgeois power, in the
shape of the provisional government. Which
one was going to win out? Would and
should the state be averthrown by turther
revolution?

Originally Lenin intended to write a
concluding chapter on the experience of the
Russian Revolutions of 1905 and 1917. But,
as he admits with dead-pan humour n the
posiscipt, he was ‘interrupted’ by the events
leading up to the October Bolshewvik revo-
lution. ‘Such an “interruption™ can only be
welcomed . . . It is more pleasant and usctul
to go through the “experience of the revo-
jution” than to write aboutit.’

But no-one should imagine that The Siate
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and Revolution is simply & response to local
Russian conditiens. Lenin in fact prepared
his notes for it before the February revo-
lution, while he was still in exile, and the
references to Russia are few and far
between. The State and Revolution is one of
Lenin’s most ‘European’ pamphlets.

That ‘Europeanness’ is important. Lenin
is not just tatking about backward, semi-
feudal countries (like Russia), but about
something much closer to us: advanced,
bourgeois-democraticcountries of the West,
with mass, working-class parties. able to
operate relatively openly, and having
representatives in parliament and local
government. He is talking about Germany.
France, Botain, the USA.

He is alse talking about those ‘socialists’
familiar to us: people who use the tanguage
of class struggle, who claim to be on the left,
but who in practice prove to be betrayers of
the revolution.

In Lenin's time, that proof came with the
crisis precipitated by the First World War.
Most of the major European socialist parties
sided with their own bourgeoisies, and
abandoned their internationalist principles.
Worse stil! was the way in which ‘marxist’
theoreticians justified this betraval. And the
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Sallors and soldiers ... marchihg towards
power.

worst offender was Karl Kautsky. the "pope
of marxism', correspondent of Engéls, and
an internationally respected leader of the
biggest and best organised marxist party in
Europe, the German Social Democratic
Party.

We are now so used to seeing Kautsky
through the medium of Lenin’s polemics
against him that we sometimes forget what
kind of person he was. In formal terms,
Kautsky was an opponent of the tight-wing
reformist trend in the German party; and
right up until the outbreak of war Lenin
(who had a sharp eye for political failings)
had regarded him with the utmost respect.

Again, despite his betrayal, Kautsky
didn’t simply become a right-winger. As the
horrors of the First World War increased,
he used his marxist legacy to develop a soft,
semi-pacifist opposition to the war and to
distance himself from the right-wing.
Kautsky was no Michael Foot. He was left
of Tony Benn. But when it came down to
fundamentals, Kausky never swerved trom
his devation to parliamentary democracy,
to the existing state.

Lenin. then, faced no easy task. He was
taking on what passed for orthodox
marxism, and had been blessed by the
highest authority in the movement. If he
devotes so much space to quoting what Marx
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and Engels actually say on the subject of the
state, he does 50 not in order to defend holy
writ, but to save the living revolutionary
content of marxism from those who distort
and destroy it.

What Lenm sets out to demonstrate is
that the state is ‘the product and the mani-
festation of the irreconcilability of class
antagonisms.’ That is to say, the state arises
when antagonisms between classes with
conflicting interests can no longer be settled
directly, but require a power appearing to
stand above society to regulate conflicts and
stop them from tearing society apart.

The state does this by ensuring that it
alone possesses a monopoly of organised
violence. Ite army, police force, prisons, etc
— special bodies of armed men — claim to
operate 1n the name of society, The
population as a wholg is disarmed and
atomised.

The state doesn’t, of course, act as a
neutral arbitrator between conflicting in-
terests, even though as a power above
soclety it may appear to do so. On the
contrary, the state exists as the instrument
of one class (the ruling class) to oppress the
other, subordinate classes. All states are
class states, even though the direct ex-
pression of ruling class interests may seem
1o be absent, as is usually the case with
capitalism.

Why did Lenin find it necessary tospell all
this out? Because opponents like Kautsky
argued that the bourgeois-democratic,
parliamentary state was an exception to this
general - rule. Universal soffrage. they
claimed, allowed the working class to enter
politics, take over the modern state machine,
cleanse it of ‘alien’ class interests, and set it
to work for the benefit of society as a whole,

What this plausible (and still current)
argument conventently forgets is that while
the capitalist class rarely intervenes directly
in the political arena, its state exists to ensure
that the daily round of economic compulsion
in factory and office continues relatively un-
disturbed. The capitalist class thus preserves
power by separating ‘politicss from
‘economics’.

‘Democracy’ in a parliamentary sense is a
sham, not just because its purpose is to
‘decide once every few vears which members
of the ruling class is to repress and crush the
people through parliament.” It is a sham
because the separation between *politics’ and
‘economics’ consigns the vast bulk of the
population to wage-slavery, with effective
control 1n the hands of very few. In other
words, 1t preserves, probably beiter than
any other form of bourgeois state, the
dictatorship of the capitalist class.

To pursue power through partiamentary
democracy is therefore to preserve a system
of affairs in which workers continue to be
excluded from effective control of their lives.
Far from taking over the bourgeais state,
the bourgeois state takes the ‘socialists’ over
— as numerous examples since Lenin's time
have proved.

What then is the alternative? In abstract
terms, the separation between politics and
economics must be ended. Political control
over soctety must involve setzure of econ-
omic interests. How can this be done? Lenin,
like Marx and Engels before him, pointed ta
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the concrete experience of the Paris
Commune.

For a brief period of time {barely two

months in {871} the workers of Paris took
direct control. The directness of this control
was expressed in two ways: first, it sup-
pressed the standing army and the police as
special bodies of armed men — the population
as a whole was armed. Secondly, it ensured
that all public functions were subject to its
will: all officials were elected and subject to
recail; all public service was to be performed
at the average working wage.
All this was designed to involve the popu-
lationin active participation in pubtic affairs.
(Although, staggeringly, both Marx and
Lenin ignored the fact that the Paris Com-
mune did not give women the vote!) It wasa
democracy quite radically different from the
‘democracy’ of even the most democratic of
bourgeois republics. Instead of preserving
the exclusion of the vast majonty from
‘politics’ (which remains the professional
concern of the few), it laid the basis for the
most comprehensive inciusion of the mass
of the population in the running of their own
affairs. Had the Commune lasted longer, it
couid have used its control over production
to move in the direction of socialism.

Withering away

But to do all this the Commune had to
impase its witl on other, hostile classes.

Far the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.
the Paris Commune substituted the die-
tatorship of the working class, It had to
smash the old state. Now that the working
class had become the ruling class it had like
previous ruling classes to oppress its class
opponents — the bourgeoisie. It needed a
state of its own. To dispense with that (as the
anarchists argue} is to renounce in advance
the possibility of success.

But was it a state in the old mould. Lenin
pointed to one absolutely crucial difference.
While it is true that workers need a state
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Did Kautsky miss the revaiutionary bus?

with which to oppress their class enemy,
they no longer need a state inorder to ensure
economic exploitation. Their direct control
over productton means that 4 start can be
made (with varying degrees of difficulty
depending on the circumstances) on pro-
duction for need rather than for profit.

So. Lenin concluded, it was no longer a
state 1n the proper sense of the word. but a
semi-state, one that would ‘wither away' (in
Engels’ words) as the need to oppress its
opponents died away' and exploitation of
labour by capitat was replaced by social
cooperation.

But Lenin insists that even this is not the
final point of development. For democracy
itself will wither away, once the reason for
democracy becomes superfluous. And it
becomes superfluous when the control that
a majority necessarily exercises in order to
run society on the basis of equality becomes
automatic habit. Atthat point, human beings
will transcend even equality and operate on
the basis of ‘from each according to their
abtlity, to each according to their needs.’
There will be no classes, no states

This vision of human possibility is not
utopian, whatever Kautsky’s latter-day de-
scendants on the left of the Labour Party
would say, wtth their ‘realistic’ pursuit of
power through local and national govern-
ment. The wealth of concrete detail that
Lenin brings to bear on his argument shows
exactly how workers’ power, arising out of
smashing up the old state, can organise the
first steps towards socialism, and eventually
to communism.

Despite the lean times we are living in,
every strike gives us an inkling of that power,
its ability to dictate its wiil over the bosses
and the police, 1ts capacity to draw workers
ito active, democratic control over their
existence. The message of The State and
Revolunion can only be bettered by the
‘interruption’ referred to in the incomplete
ending to the pamphlet - the actual
gxperience of revolution itself.
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Empire builders

Peter Binns examines a new
book on Russian toreign policy
in the Middle East (Threat from
the East? Fred Halliday,
Penguin, £1.75). He finds that a
familiar argument on the left
leads to some very conservative
conclusions.

Fred Halliday is a well-known writer on
Middle Eastern atfairs. He 1s also an edit-
orial assoctate of New Left Review. An
examination of Russian foreign policy in the
Middle East by a left-wing wnter should
therefore be of considerable use to us.

Unfortunately, his book remains trapped
within an all to familiar framework. It s
cxcessively concerned to show that the
Kremlin ogre isin reality a rather friendiy (if
sometimes silly and petulant) pussycat. In-
stead of answers to questions like, what
cxactly are the international interests of the
Russian bureaucracy, and how do they flow
from the internal dynamic of Russian
socicty, we get a series of either true but
trivial points. or else false ones. These
actually tundamentally undermine the
book’s main - and correct — aim: to show
that the West's ‘concern’ about Russian
intervention is a cover for their own more
serious intervention.

For a start, Halliday excuses Russian
imperialism as ‘defensive’, telling us that
‘the overall balance of Soviet economic
ventures in the Middle East would appear 1o
have been deficient’ {pd6h). He concludes
that ‘there are no adequate grounds for. . .
seeing Sovict policy as “impenabist”™, . If
the term is uscd because of strictly economic
factors, then the USSR has probably not
gatned substantially from its ties to the
Middle East. bearing in mind the loss of 7
billion dollars Ioaned to Egypt.” And ‘their
aid programmes to Ethiopia, South Yemen
and Afghanistan certainly constitute dehcits
for the USSR, (pi123).

But in that case we would have to con-
clude that America is even more of a bene-
factor and even less of an imperialist than
Russia. It has, after all, contributed vast
sums of money to the region {mainly to
Isracl) and recouped considerably less in
profits returned.

The mistake here is to assume that im-
perialism can be read off directly trom the
balance sheets of companies trading in the
region. Rather, the willingness of Russia
and America to incur such deficits 15 ex-
plained by competition between national or
stare capitals. This competition then
means that strategically crucial regions
— such as the Middle East— get subordinated
to the military and strategic interests of the
major imperialist rivals.

National liberation

Halliday also tells us that "a good way to
start is by looking at the Soaviet Consti-
tution.” He quotes Article 28 of the 1977
Constitution and then immediately pro-
ceeds to draw from it conclusions as 1o what
motivates Russian forcign pobey. It s,
according to Halliday, deologically com-
mitted to supporting what it sees as pro-
gressive forces in the world.” (P33). Butitis
also constrained by the goal of “preserving
the security of the USSR, and seeking a
reduction i tension and arms rivalry
between itself and the West.” (P34)

What would we think of someone who
tried to derive American foreign policy
from the Amercan constitution? Taking a
regime’s ideological utterances to define its
real interests is rank idealism. And in the
case of Russia it is refuted by facts, which
Halliday himnself provides. These ‘progress-
ive forces’ for instance. Are they to be found
in the murderous Ba'athist regime in Iraq,
which Russia supported until recently? Or
among the Iranian mullahs, who bave in the
past year been supplied by arms from

Russia? Or in the Somalan regime, over.

which Russia  has
recently?

also changed sides

How the workers'
revolution of 1917 was
murdered by Stalin’s
new class.
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free
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Halliday states that there 15 'no equiv-
alence between the United States and the
USSR, and thart “the basis of their rivalry is
the asymmetry of the two social systems.’
There 15 no evidence for that conclusion,
which only the most forshortened of histor-
ical visions permits him to draw. We have 10
look back no further than the 1914-1918
war, and the relations between the then
leading imperialist powers, Brntamr and
Germany to sec why.

The Kaiser gave material aid to the anti-
imperialist struggle in both Ireland and
India, and greatly assisted the Russian
Revolution by returning Lenin to Russia in
a sealed train. Yet Impenal Germany's
‘anti-imperialist’ record cannot be used 1o
prove ap ‘asymmetry’ between the social
systems of Britain and Germany.

The ‘asymmetry’ was due to the late and
less developed nature of German impenal-
ism. faced with a world already largely
carved out by the British, The Kaiser could
therefore  atford to be more ‘“anti-
imperialist’ than Balfour, Asquith or Lioyd-
George. But the socio-economic system in
both cases was the same.

Russia emerged in 1945 m a comparable
position. [ts imperial borders had been
extended to include the Eastern European
countries from Poland to Bulgana, but out-
side that it was faced by a world that was
almost completely dominated by a block of
western capital under the domination of the
United States. By and large, anything that
undermined the stability of that set up, such
as national liberation movements, was good
for Russia’s interests. So long, that s, as it
did not lead to major repnsals from
America.

By contrast America’s “anti-impertalist’
opportunities were much more limited. All
the same, in the 1950s, it aided the struggle
against Russian imperialism in Yugoslavia.
just as in the same way. in the 1960s, Russia
aided the struggle against US impenahsm in
Cuba. Each in turn stopped short, however.
when the crucial tnterests of the other would
have been threatened. Russiz no more
aided the fight against Western impenalism
in Greece at the end of the 1939-1945 war,
than America aided the 1936 revolution
against Russian impenalism in Hungary.

So much for the Russian end ot the
connection. What about the Middle Eastern
end of it? Why in particular did a whole
number of regimes (Egypt, Irag. etc.),
which at varicus times were part of the
Russian sphere of influence, later move out
of it?

The underlying reason for this reoricn-
tation. according to Halliday, stems from
‘the social character of these regimes:
nationalisation and protectionism, far from
encouraging a transition to socialism, were
in fact building up local industry and finance
within these states until they reached the
point where they could more equally and
actively integrute themsetves into the capit-
alist system.” {p63)

But what is meant by ‘transition to social-
ism'? Rather than identifving it with
workers” power, Halliday gencrally
identifies it instead with the stalinist notion
of the state monopely of mdustry and
finance. So the question becomes in reality

Socialist Review September 1952
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Russian troops in Afghanistan ‘not part of some broader expansionist drive'?

(though Halliday doesn’t recognisc it) not
that of capitalism versus socialism, but one
about the conditions under which develop-
ment will proceed: ina “western” type dircct-
100 or a more fully state capitalist ong.

Halliday's mistaken view that the latter
represents 4 society o transition o social-
1S means he has to embark on a futile gquost
to discover some hidden essence within
broadly similar societies. which predeter-
mine their western or eastern develop-
ments, quite irrespective of the actual con-
ditions in which given societics find them-
seives.

Thus. because countries in the region
have now taken the ‘capitalist road’. they
must have lacked the hidden ‘“socalist
essence tn the first place.

And what of the extremely sharp changes
af relations between Russia and regimes like
Somalia and [raq (regimes which remained
essentially unchanged)? That alone con-
tradicts Halliday's assertion that the under-
lying reascon for the relationship between
each of these regimes and Russia ‘was the
social character of these regimes

The evidence 15 even more stoking when
we look further afield. The 1idea that ‘social-
15t° regimes are natural allies against the
common western enemy 1s disproved by the
conflicts that have set Russia against China,
and produced wars between Vietnam and
China and Vietnam and Cambodia. Yer all
these ‘socialist” countrics have virtually
identical structures.

Nor, for that matter, has the westernised
nature of the Indian social formaton pre-
vented its alliance with Russia either. In
fact, the alliance has been strengthened at
the same time that the Indian economy has
progresstvely developed private capital at
the expense of the major state investments
that characterised the first few of India™s S
and 7 year plans. As soon as Halliday's
thesis 1s examined within a broader context,
its plausibility crumbles very rapidly.

All the same, the form that the inter-
imperiahst nivalry takes is atfected, if only at
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a subordinate level, by the ease with which
the military and economic structures of
Russta and America ht with those of the
Third World countnes cach dominates.
There is no doubt, for mnstance, that the
fixed price exchange of sugar for eil between
Cuba and Russia in the 1960s and early
{970s fitted the planning and production
methads of ¢ach comparatively well. But
the development of the Cuban economy
along these hines did not ¢xist independ-
cntly: 1t was a product ot the Russia/
America inter-imperiahist  conflict, con-
seguent upon the American blockade.

Now, apply the argument to Egypt, which
despite billions ol dollars aid from Russia in the
19605 switched allegiance to the West in the
1970s. But there was no onginal sin, no
‘capitaiist-roading” bacillus hidden within
the Nasserite social formation that has given
rse to the western-orientated regimes of
Sadat and Mubarak. The change indirection.
1s due to quite other factors.

False distinctions

[n the i950s. Epypt's size, the comparat-
ively advanced nature of its society, its
mmdustrial hopes (especially in textiles) the
anticipated advantages to the state from the
Aswan dam and the Suez canal all led to the
belicf that Egyvpt would be able to lead a
dominant block of Middle Eastern nations
away from western imperialist domination.
The way to do this would be via a state-run
economy at home and a direct connection

with Rossia abroad.
These hopes were crushed, on the one

hand by the economic crises of the [9H)ks
(which put paid 10 Egypt’s industrial aspir-
ations and raised the economic power of the
western-orientated oil sheikhdoms). And
on the other by the military defeats inflicted
by Isracl,

Throughout this period. however, the
basic structure of the state remained intact
(though there was a certain change of
emphasis over economic priorities). Twao
conclusions follow. First, if Egvpt could
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switch after many years of deep involve-
ment with the Russian economy in the 1950s
and 1960s, then the same s pos-
sible for South Yemen in the 1980s.
Secondly. it suggests that the same regime
and the same socie-cconomic structire can
accommodate themsclves to either the
‘western’ gr the ‘castern’ pattern of devel-
opment.

More Is at issue than how societies are
labelled. For in drawing false distinctions
under the guise of ‘socialist” analysis,
Halliday s substituting a strategy that
counterposes ‘progressive’ to reactionary
rufing classes for one where the interests of
the working class are opposed to both.

This leads to all sorts of distortions, above
all to apologies for Russian foreign policy,
He suggests that Russian mediation in
Middle EFast disputes has frequently been
altruistic and helpful (pp74-75). that its
invasion of Afghanistan was not ‘part of
some broader expansionist drive” (p93) and
that therefore it wus not “behaving as an
“imperialist™ power’ (p83). Russia’s overall
maoderation 15 proved by the fact that it
never acceded to Arab requests for nuclear
weapons' (p73}!

It 15 also clear that in adopting an essen-
tially ruling class perspective {albeit from
ns Kremlin section) Halliday ¢nds up in
tavour of legitimising important parts ol the
status quo m the West as well. Starting from
a detence of “progressive’ regimes and the
Russian imperial connection he is led to
defend the possibility of a “peaccful’ inter-
rmperialist carve-up between Russia and
America,

To do this, Halliday has to see the new
Cold War as a sct of unfortunate accidents.
rather than a necessary product of the
return ot the world economy to the kind of
crisis conditions that gencrated the wo
previous world wars in this century. Itis due
to Western “alarmism’ about the military
bailance (pl5), where the ‘psychological
component, bascd on anxiety and a fore-
shortened sense of geography, can weigh far
more heavily than an informed study might
justify.” {p23)

This impressionistic insistence on per-
sonal intentions necessarily excludes any
mention of how class struggle at home could
put an end 1o western imperialism. On the
contrary, Hallidayv's main concern seems to
be to stabilise and strengthen the West's
ruling class interests abroad. How else could
he put forward as his major policy proposal
the following:

‘Once a degree of realism and balance
has been introduced it 1s possible to work
within a framework for substantive
mutual agrecments an a wide range of
1ssues. The Russians and Americans have
found common ground on other fronts.
and there is no reason why, within the
limits outlined, such common ground
could not be found in the Arc (of crisis in
the Middle East Yitself." (pp128-9).

Here we can indeed see the logical con-
scquences of Fred Halliday's position. Fail-
ing to support the working class against the
class that exploits it in bath Russia and the
‘progressive’ regimes in t ¢ Middie East. in
the end leads to the legi - nation of the rul-
Ing class in the West too.
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Marx’s daughters

The Daughters of Karl Marx,
Family Correspondence 1866-1898.
AndreDeursch £14.95

Jenny, Laura and Eleanor were
Marx's three daughters and only
surviving children.

Assuch a great burden of hmstory
has lain on their shoulders.

Born and brought up in a house-
hold teerming with socialist ideas
and a spirit of internationalism
they remained dedicated socialists
t¢ the end.

And it was there where the con-
troversy began., for the three
daughters were to die tragically.
Eleanor and laura committed
suicide. Jenny died in agony worn
out by motherhood. For bourgeois
critics this is seeming evidence that
Marxism can't work. After all if
Marx can't save his own daughters
elc etc. . ..

More recently their cause has
been taken up by feminists who sce
their bhitter end as the result of
three talents laid to waste by the
men in their lives,

‘The Daughters of Karl Marx,
Family Correspondences’ - a col-
lection of over 10 letters from the
sisters to their family, is a book
weighted in favour of the latter
theory.

Yet a look at the letiers them-
selves shows how things are not
that simple.

For Jenny, Laura and Eleanor
arc not just the daughters of Marx,
they are also the children/victims
af 19th century middle class
society. A society particularly stul-
tifying towards women.

Throughout their lives, armed as
they were with a particular fierce
intelligence, the Marx sisters came
into conflict with it

There was no independent role
for intelligent middle class women
in Victorian England. They wecre
expected to conform by marrying,
having children and spending their
lejsure time tinkering around on
DLANOS.

Eleanor who was the only sister
to plav a truly cveative and active
role in labour movement politics,
perhaps understood best what was
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Bookshorts

The most important new publi-
cation must be Chris Harman's fhe
fost Revolution, Goermany 918
J921 This is the first complete
account of the period in English and
we will be reviewing itextensively in
our next issue, The book isincluded
in this guarter's Bookmarx Club hist
at £3.70. {(See page 4 for delails.)

Also on the histis the latest in the
Writers and Readers “Beginners
Series’, Kapital for Beginners.
Surely their most ambitious project
yet. Written by David Smith and
brilliantly ilustrated by Secialist
Wearker's Phil Evans.

The Club list contains twi Litles
we have recommended in past is-
sues, Wild Lifiex, Pofsonouy Weeds,
a collection ot Chinese dissident
wrilings and Richard Croucher's
Engineers at War [939-45. Added to
this is a real bargain. the first two
volumes ol Hal Draper’s Karf
Marx's Theory of Revalution for
only £10. This 15 the best detaed

aecount of Marx’s 1deas from a
revolutivonary perspective.

Amongst recent publicatony s
Alan Freeman's The Benn Heresy
(Pluto  £3.50). This s a good
example of how somceone who
claims to be a revoletionary should
o wine about Tony Benn, What-
ever the weak-kneed criticism the
overall impression of the book Is
one ol sycophantic hero worship,
And for those who want to read the
real thing Penguin have now te-
leased in paperback Benn's Argu-
ments for Demaocracy (L£1.75).

The Gramsel ndustry’s  latest
offering v Anne Showstack-
Sasoan, Approaches fo Oramsct
(Writers and Readers £395). This
has the added bonus of a Gramsci
dictionary, 2 Gramsg photo album
and a Gramsc cookbook... to be
revicwed more Tully soon.

‘The sick man of Europe™ 15 s
appropriate a description ot Turkey
today as cver it was ot Otunman
Turkey, and Berch Berberoglu Tur-
key in Crisis (Zed £5.30) provides a
useful collection of facts and tigures
to prove it. But for British socialists
locking for an honest account of the
vears before the September 1980
military ¢coup, and ol the terrible te-
pression of the working class and
socialist moventent afterwards, 1o1s
a grave disappointment,

Still on Turkey, those who on-
joved Yashar Kemal's Memed My
Howk can read the lurther adven-
tures of peasant-avenger Memed o
They Burn the Thisiles (Writers and
Readers £2.95).

lacking when at 27 and at a time of
crisis in het life she wrote 10 lenny;

*After all work is the chief thing.

To me at least it is a necessity.”

work and independence the two
things she c¢raved and the two
things denied middie class women.
To which we can now add adequate
medical care, the right to contra-
ception and childcare.

Jenny the eldest daughters’ fate
was perhaps the most 1ypical of the
age. She suffers the anguish of an
intelligence trapped by mother-
hood into a life of domesticity.

‘Those blcssed babies, though
really charming good tcmpered
little fellows. put such a strain on
my ncrvous system by day and
night that I- often long. for no
matter what release from the
ceaseless round of nursing. .
Laura too suffered. Her three
children died ininfancy.

Hemmed in as they were by the
burdens of domesticity. Jenny and
Laura could only confine their
talents to the passive {although
valuable) sort. Translating. editing
aund  the woccasional writing  of
manuscripts. That they wanted to
do more is certain. Laura wrote of

her husband at the time of the Pans

CCommuneg:
.. ‘Pcrhaps the sight of the
harricades have tempted him o
go in for fighting. [ should not
wonder, and I should not mind if
I were with him, for T should
have fought too. 1 intended start-
ing for Panis but knew no one
here to whom [ could have
trusted the children, and then
the baby™s illness made my leav-
ing out of the question.’
()f the three sisters Eleanor was

the most active. Although she lived

with Edward Avelng she was
childless and therefore less restric-
ted. After Marx's death she
blossomed. She became involved
in the attempts and intrigues to set
up a socialist party in Britain and in
the growth of new unionism.
Speaking up and down the country.
in particular at the East London
radical clubs, she got to know the
men and women who were to
provide a resurgence in the Labour

movement.

Much of this is missing from
these letters which as letters
written en familla often tend to
concentrate on the small and dom-
astic. And although there is much
that is political there is also much
that is tedious — for example the
awful squabbles which took place
over Engels towards the end of his
life.

For a more reunded description
of Eleanor's life. Yvonne Kuapps
outstanding book on her s much
more worthwhile. She points out
for instance that Aveling’s final
betrayal of Eleanor took piace at a
time when her involvement in the
Labour movement was ata low ebb
and this together with his behav-
iour led to her to reach for the
PCIsOn.

That her life and those of her
sisters was to end so tragically is no
evidence that either men or marx-
ism were the killers.

Rather it testifies to the fght
they put up against the society they
lived in.

And cut off as they were towards
the end in their own domestic
problems and away from the
fabour movement they could only
fanl.

Ceri Jones

#

Nineteenth century dope

Clpium and the People
Virainia Berridgge & Greffith
Edwardy

Aflen Lane £20

When Marx made his now famouos
petnark on religion, opium was for
most people of his day a remedy for
numerous ills. much as aspirin is
today. In this well researched yel
casy 1o read book the two authors
give o detailed rundown of mosy as-
pevts of carly nineteenth century
upium production and usage. Im-
ported by City merchants in huge
gquantities for open sale in ali man-
ner of shops it was so profitable that
large scale home production was
sertously considered. Yet even pay-
ing cight year olds three pence a day
to harvest the drug could not make
up for the inferior quality as agaimst
the best imported.

By the middle of the century con-
cern was being cxpressed in certain
quarters as (o the 1l effeets of s0
much unconteolled doping. There
were those especially in the temper-
ance movement who equaled
opium with alcohal. It was a com-
mon practice in a lot of working

class areas to take a pennyworth of
opinm after a night's drinking thus
avoiding a hangover. Yer the real
outcry along with fuil horror stores
in the press, was over the use of
opium as a ‘guictener’ for very
young children. Although between
1863 and 1867 235 infants died due
(o opium there is no way of telling
how many childrensurvived the ter-
rible living conditions of working
class life with the aid of ‘quieteners’.
The main assault against popular
psage of opium came from the
medical profession which at that
time was trying to cstablish itself a
monopoly concerning the naton’s
health. The obvious dangers of
opium use were used as arguments
for greater control, And who better
to supervise that control than doc-
(ors and pharmacists, The use of
opium for self medication became a
social evil and addiction {(especially
if you were middle class) a discase.
This book is a faseinating insight
into the historical hackground of a
‘social problem’ but has the same
drawback as modern day opium
use—the cast.
John Honston

Socialist Review September 1982
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In defence of Marx

Theories of the Capitalist Economy
Ben Fine
Fdward Arnofd £5. 95

Ben Fing has authored or part-
guthored some wsetul expositions
ol Marx’s method of economig
analysis, defending i against bath
hourgeois erities and Marxists who
would cut out crucial elements.
The ditficulty w they are written at
a level of abstraction which makes
them difficult to follow [especially
for those trying to unde rstand Marx
tor the first time) and which does
not make 1t easy to see what their
implications are for understanding
the world today,

Thus Fine defends Marx's theory
of the lendency of the rate of proft
tor falt, He points cut that the tend-
cneies to counteract this—seized on
with such enthusiasm by revisers of
Murx — can only take effect through
cvelical erises which tear socwety
dpart. But he never asks whether
crisis can alwavs be successful in
affsetting the decline in the rate of
profit. And he never considers
what happens if euch component
unit of the system boecomes so large
av o TO prevent  crises resolving
themse [ves.

He 1s therelore lett with room to
adopt the method of revising Matrx

preached by the more hardline
clements in the CT - the contention
that a radical version of the Alter-
native Economic Strategy from u
new sort’ of left wing government
could get Britain out of the cnisis.

Yet there 1s no doubt Fine stands
on the extreme left of what passes
For academic Marxist gconomics tn
Britain today. And what he writes
15 useful for those who want oo
truck with reformism at atl.

This book 15 concerned with the
history of egconomic thought. Tt
points o certamn problems that
beset the classic bourgeals econo-
mists, Smmith and Ricardo. Marx,
Fine argues, was able to resolve
these problems. By contrast the
schools which have dominated aca-
demic economics trom the 18705
cnwards  have heen completely
unable to, and instead have tried to
ignore them. This has meant they
vould provide no real explanation
af the most important features of
the capitalist cconomy.

[ is u paty the styie of the book
necessarily restricts its readership
toa small academic audience and
will make 1t inaccessible to those
whiy want to change the world as
well as philosophise about it

Chris Harman

Down an old road

Jarrow March
Tenm Fickard
Alfison & Bushy £2.95

I Owraber T3 dramm 1he Noothern
town ol Lo 207 anemployed
e seloonr ey rnerch o West-
mynester, Theey morchwed to potetnen
pirlameny ahout the conditions
botne cndured o Torrew aond 1o
Plead that ~smethinee. ansvtlunge be
dione 1y help.

The march became famous but it
achieved nothung in the way of te-
lieving the plight of the jobless of
farrow. As a participant on the
march wus later to say, “The muarch
produced no immediate startling
upsuTge i employment in the town,
it took the war to do that”,

T'here were other marches that
took place against unemployment
0 the "3k Some much bigger than
Jarrow . but it 15 the Jarrow march
that is the one that 15 most writien
about. A lot ol the reason tor this is
the rale the Labour Party plavedin
arganising 11, Particularly the part
plaved by the Labour MP for Jarrow
Ellen Wilkinson. She was later o
hecome Mimister For Education in
the 45 [Lubour Government.

The story of the Jaroow March
has been told many times by many
peaple. Tom Pickard, to s credit
perhaps. doesn’t hother to tell
again. Instead he collects together
newspaper cuttings, old photos,

socialist Review September 1952

the marchers’ remunicences and
supplements them with his own
poetry. [t could have been interest-
ing and cntertwning but the over-
all eftect just looks depressingly
cheap and scrappy.

I expect Pickard will eventually
write anolher book about the 1951
Pcoples March using the same
technigue. Like the Jarrow March
it was not the only march against
unemployment but 1t was the one
that got the attention of the Labour
Party. Also like Jarrow before that
attention did bittie to aid the un-
employved 1in the Aght for the oght
toy work.

Peter Court
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1919 and 1920 1n Italy have gone down in
history as the Biennio Rosso — the Red Two
Years.

Workers in both town and country flooded
into unions. The socialist union federation,
the CGL, had had only 400,000 members
before the war. By the end of 1920 1t had
over 2 milhon. Strikes and demonstrations
over food prices reached insurrectionary
proportions in some arcas. [here was a two
day nation-wide strike in solidarity with
Soviet Russia. In the great industrial centre
of Turin engineernng workers formed a net-
work of factory councils.

In the South peasants, often led by ex-
soldiers, occupied the land. And in the army
itself there were a number of mutinies.

The general election of November 1919
gave the 200,000-strong Socialist Party nearly
one third of the votes. And this was no
ordinary Socialist Party. Two months pre-
viously it had affiliated to the Communist
international. Its leading group, known as
maximalists, were strong on  ultra-
revolutionary rhetoric. As Trotsky was to
put it, ‘everything written in Avangi {the
socialist newspaper) and everything uttered
by the spokesmen of the Sccialist Party was
taken by the masses as a summons to the
proletarian revolution.’

But, Trotsky added, "The Socialist Party
conducted a verbally revolutionary policy,
without ever taking into account any of its
consequences.” The maximalist leadership
was disdainful of the peasant land seizures:
they were ‘petty-bourgeois.’ It was disdainful
of the Turin factory councils: ‘this is the
realm of aberration!” And in April 1920 1t
stood by passively while half a million Turin
workers struck 1n defence of their councils
and were defeated.

The maximalists also tolerated within the
ranks of the Socialist Party open reformists,
who were not only strong in the party’s
parliamentary group but also controlled the
leadership of the massive socialist union
federation, the CGL.

SEPTEMBER

1920

The ultimate test for the politics of the
Socialist Party leadership came in September

1920.

From May onwards the metalworkers
section of the CGL had been pursuing their
wage claim. On August 13 negotiations

finallv broke down.
A special conference of the metalworkers’

union decided on a go-slow from August 21.
On August 30 one Milan employer locked
out his workforce. Immediately Milap metal-
workers occupied all their tactones mn the
town. On August 31 the engineering em-
plovers made the lock-out nationwide. Again
the workers’ rcsponse was swift,

By September 4 half a million metal-
workers had occupled their factories
throughout ltaly. The wage dispute was now
transformed. The occupying workers con-
tinued production, often supplied with
deliveries from the railway workers” union.
in a number of cases they spread the
occupation into neighbouring gas works and
chemical plants. Armed workers detfended
the factones.

One story sums it up. The representative
of a transport firm phoned the Fiat factory
in Turin hoping to speak to the manager:

‘Hello. Who's there”

“This is Fiat Sovict’

‘Ah!. .. Pardon ... 'llring again. ..’

But as revolutionary fervour mounted in
the factories, the lcaders of the CGL
gathered i Milan to enact the most extra-
cerdimary charade.

First the union leaders quizzed represen-
tatives of the Turin workers. Would Turin
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kindly start the armed insurrection? Knowing
how these same union leaders had let them
down in April the Turin representatives of
course said no.

Then the CGL leaders turned to the
national directorate of the Socialist Party.
*You believe this is the moment for revo-
lution. You assume the responsibility. We
submit our resignation.” The socialistleaders
declined to accept. [t was ‘“too grave a
responsibiiity’

Instead the question was put to a special
congress of the CGL on Scptember 11. There
were two motions. One, from the unicn
lcaders, called for a struggle for "union
control” of production. (The union leaders
now recognised that there was no possibility
of ending the struggle on the basis of wages
alone.) The other motion, from the Sccialist
Party lcaders, called for the movement to be
put uader their direction to be {ed "towards
the maximum solutien of the socialist
programme’.

Prediciably the union leaders’ motion won
- 591.245 to 4009.569. The socialist leaders
heaved a sigh of relief and eagerly stressed
that they were willing te abide by the “*demo-
cratic decision’.

This was the turning pomnt. Of course the
hosses” intransigence had to be overcome to
get a settlement. That was the work of the
crafty prime minister. Giolitti. On September
19 he summoned together bosses and union
leaders in Rome and rammed through a
settlement giving a wage increase and setting
up 4 joint commission of twelve to draft
proposals for legislation on "union control.’

The metalworkers ballotted on the settle-
ment the following week. Worn out and
with no alternative presented, they accepted
by three to one. By the end of September all
the factories had been handed back.

A great revolutionary moment had been
missed. But in the weeks that followed the
implications of missing it were not clear.

True. revolutionaries ltke Gramsci and
Bordiga now saw that it was an immediate
necessity to break with the reformists and
form a real Communist Party. But when i1t
came to the Socialist Party conferencc at
Livorno in January 1921 it became clear that
the maximalist {eaders had learned nothing.
They preferred to stay with the reformists,
leaving the new Communist Party with less
than a quarter of the members of the old
Soacialist Party.

On the bosses’ side there was a sense of
profound psychological shock  after
September. Fiat boss, Agnelll, was so de-
moralised that he proposed making Fiat into
a workers’ cooperative. But the more
common reaction was for the bosses to turn
to the fascists ta wreak vengeance for the
indignity they had suffered. As 1920 drew to
an end the big money poured into the fascist
war chests and fascist armed bands multipiied
their attacks.

As for the ‘umion control’ scheme for
which the union leaders had sacnficed a
revolutionary meovement, that died an ig-
nominious death in government committees
in 1921. With unemployment rising and the
workers on the retreat the ruling class now
had no need of such pretences.

On October 29 1922 Mussohmn: became
prime minister.

Pete Goodwin
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