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Waler workers voting: Confidence comes from collective struggle

Ballots are a brakg

Norman Tebbit 18 trying to
present secret ballots before
strikes and for union elections as
a way to democratise the Trade
Unions. Stuart Ash shows how
they are really an attack on
workers’ organisation.

The response of the trade union bureaucracy
to Tebbit’s consultative paper Democracy in
Trade Unions has been unsurprisingly
pathetic. Tebbit has said that he wants to see
secret ballots before strikes and secret ballots
for trade union e¢lections, especially for
General Secretaries.

The issue of compulsory strike ballots 1s
not new, Harold Wilson’s Labour govern-
ment proposed in its 1969 White Paper In
Place of Strife that the Secretary of State
should have a discretionary power to require
a trade union to held a strike ballot if there
was ‘a serious threat to the econemy or
public 1nterest’. Heath's 1971 Industrial
Relations Act contained a similar provision
which was repealed in 1974, Prior canvassed
the idea again in 1981.

What 1s commen to all these initiatives is
the belief by governments, both Labour and
Tory, that strike ballots are good things not
because they are in some way "'more demo-
cratic’ but that they are iikely to prevent
strikes. They do not like decision-making by
workers collectively in their workplace, They
want to fragment and isolate people away
from their fellow workers and in circum-
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stances where they are most open to seli-
doubt and reactionary 1deas.

Secret ballots are proposed because they
also play on the conservative nature of the
trade unicn ieaderships who frequently want
to control and contain any initiatives that
emerge from the rank and file. A dispute that
begins with anger and a fighting spirit can be
dampened by the delay in calling and count-
ing a ballot, effectively imposing a two to
three week cooling-off period — giving time
for empleyers to regain their position.

In the last three months we have seen a
series of examples which reveal the con-
siderable hypocrisy that exists among Tories
and trade union leaders alike on the guestion
of strike ballots. Tebbit intervened early on
in the water strike to claim that the decision
to strike had not been made constitutionally.

Not at the end

The General and Municipal union said the
vote had been four to one to strike and any-
way whose constitution was 1t?7 However at
the end of the strike the umon leaders who
had defended the democratic vote to strike
didn’t want to know aboutletting their mem-
bers vote on the deal that was signed. Pickets
outside ACAS wanting a vote on the deal
were left in the cold. At least they discovered
whose constitution it was. Tebbit didn’t
want a vote on the ACAS settlement either,

Nowhere in Tebbit’s document is the pro-
positzon that there should be ballots on final
agreements signed by full time officials in the
face of the members, which reveals a lot

about his phoney call for democratic pro-
cedures. The whole thrust of the Green
Paper is to investigate ways of making strike
decisions more difficult and if secret ballots
can be part of this process, then he's in
favour.

But Tebbit also knows that these things
can be double edged, depending on cir¢um-
stances. The Tories know that the pit head
ballot system that is used in the NUM has
produced strike votes in the past and can do
so agamn, The ballot system was used rather
cynically by the NUM gxecutive recently and
they got a result that let them off the hook set
by the closure of the Lewis-Merthyr colliery.
In the NUM the baliot 1s only part of the pro-
¢ess and decision-making is open to who
campaigns and who doesn’t. The NUM
executive called a cocling off period and left
campaigning to the Welsh miners, The ballot
reflected passivity and not action.

How far Tebbit will go in the direction of
legislation for strike ballots is uncertain be-
cause he 15 unsure of what he might be
creating. He makes the point himself that an
order to impose a strike ballot was used only
once under Heath’s Industnal Relations Act
and it backfired then. In 1972, British Rait
workers voted overwhelmingly in favour of
industrial action in an imposed ballot. The
direction that Tebbit might go in would be to
enable employers to run ballots, but he's
aware that such powers might aggravate

rather than cool a dispute,
Tebbit 15 aiso interested in secret ballots

for trade union elections. In his words, he
wants trade union teaderships to be more
representative of the members. But any legis-
lation in this direction is complicated by the
vast array of internal’procedures that existin
the unions, and Tebbit is unsure of the reper-
cussions of using sanctions against unions
which might refuse to comply. The response
of the unions 10 being told they should be
more democratic has been farcical, par-
ticularly as almost every union general secre-
tary in the country thinks that the pro-
cedures for electing Aim (or Aer in the case of
the AUT) are the best, |

The phoney definitions of left and right
wing unions are shown up in the way they
have responded. Autocratic unions like
TASS and NALGO have declared their
sovereign right to appoint officials. NALGO
15 currently interviewing candidates for the
£30,000 a year job of General Secretary to
replace retiring leader Drain.

The AUEW and EETPU, which use postal
ballots for electing officials have come pretty
close to saying they might be happy to accept
state funds to continue their methads while
the NUM has said 1t would have nothing to
do with the siate funds. ‘

Qur view of the humbug being talked by
both the Tories and the-trade union bureau-
cracy 15 fairly simple. We'il fight any attempt
by the state to start imposing its will on the
mternal procedures of unions; and we’ll also
fight attempts by union leaders to change or
use procedures to suit themselves. We fight
for the independence of the rank and file
membership of the unions. We go with
officials so long as they represent the work-
place membership and we go against them
when, more often than not, they act as a
constraint on action, | O
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Building in the downturn

With the fatlure of the miners to vote tor a national strike it is
abundantly clear that the downturn continues. We print extracts of a
speech made by Tony CIiff to the National Committee of the SWP, 1n
which he discusses the implications of the downturn.
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We talk about three separate things; the in-

dustrial scene, the Labour Party and CND, -

But all three are connected. The inter-
connection between them must be seen at all
times. |

. Industry relates directly to the relation of
&lass forces and always precedes the rest. A
‘year ago we talked about the industrial

downturn and the pohnca] upturn. We said,
_ because workers don’t feel cﬂnﬁdcntmugh'
10 fight for jobs or over wages in their own -

-workplace, they look to Tony Benn.
CND is one step removed even from that.
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At teast the Labour Party has some refation
te the trade union organisations, what's

happening in industry in other words. The
- result of the ballot in the mining industry

reflects much more of the ideas in the Labour
Party than the ideas of people in CND.
But the three are connected and because
they are connegted you'll find the collapse of
CND will be incomparably quicker than that

-of the Labour Party, and the collapse in the

Labour Party quicker than the collapse
malde the unions.
I'll start with the industrial side. There s

Lindsay, Ann Hogers, Jim Scott, Marta
Woahrie. o

Production John Lindsay

Business Clive Hopkins

Heviaws fohn Lindsay

Subscription rates far one year (11 issues):
Britain and iredand £7, Overseas Surface £8,
Eurcpe Air £10, Elsawhers Air £13.50
(institutions add £5) . Cheques and pastal
prders payabie to Socialist Review.
Sociatist Review is sant free to all prisoners
on requast '

ISSEN 0141-2442

Frintad by Easi End {Offset) Ltd, (TL all

depts) London E2.

e B i e

1. TLTR ia ek = oamqlam



]

no question about it, the miners ballot was
aw absolute catastrophe, and it’s no good
sweeping it under the carpet and explaining
it with technicalities, ‘1 laughed when the
Mamfng Star said thc interveéntion of the
press was to blamie, as if in 1972.all the Tory
press said ‘Mm:rs go on strske we support
you, we love you.'

.Our analysis is dlfferent Under the
'mndltmns aof the upturn of the early 1970
the trade pnion bureaucracy impeded the
'struggl::, but it could not prevent victories.
Joe Gormley plotted with Ted Heath in 1972
against the strike but didn’t stop the minets
winning, In the downturn, the trade union
bureaucracy — whether right or left —isa
gitich greater impediment and ‘causes catas-
truphts in the stmggle |

Look at the miners. There is-a left wing

burcaucracy inthe NUM and so the rank and
file, instead of approaching the workers in
Yorkshire and Kent, went to the area
councils..] spoke to a miner in Bolton a few
days ago. he told me the South Wales miners
came to his pit on the morning of the ballot.
You can't influence workers if you come on
| the morning of the ballot.
In 1969 the right controlled the NUM,
. therefore the rank and file, including Scargill
had to mobilise in opposition to the union
hureaucracy In 1972, the ﬂ:ﬂng pickets were
in opposition to the nght wing who con-
trolled the union. Even in 1981, with Joe
Gormley still in control, the South Wales
miners went straight to the rank and file and
got Scotland and Kent into acuion,

But now Scargill’s in the leadership —and
that’s why the tactical mistake was made.
Even the style of Scargill, the way he speaks,
shows he simply assumes he is the leaderand
he has the troops. | |

Loyalty and lies

. He didn’t just demand loyalty to the
union, he told lies to the members and every
member knew it. He said we can win the
strike in seven to eight weeks, yet nobody in

the country believed it.. Why? Because the

stocks at the power stations are enough for
four or five months, .

. The collapse of the left, the movement to
the right and the impotence of the left, shows
itself fantastically clearly in the NUM.

. The water workers’ dispute, was a victory
.and it wiped the smile from Thatcher’s face,
but just for a few days. Alter the miners’
defeat the smile’s back and it’s fixed.

You have to draw a number of conclusions
from the downturn. The ‘victory’ of the left
in the NUR is associated with the McCarthy
award and the loss of 45,000 jobs. The

‘victory” of the left in the CPSA is associated
with the defeat of the Civil Servants, and it’s
almost certain there will be no set-piece
struggle between a major union and the
government in the coming months,

You have to understand what this means
for the work of the Socialist Workers Party.
Qur intervention in the water workers' dis-
pute was extremely good. We assumed, quite
rightly, that the thing would not change the
- mature of the class struggle in the country.

The Party intervention was low key. It was
from the outside: the water workers were a
tiny group, just handfuls at any workplace;
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tweaty percent of them were picketing.
Generally they were not \!ﬂllmg to go round
and collect money,

We have to play it low- k:}r —-unttl theup-
turn comes — it s better 10 be wrohg on the
estimation downwards than to be wmng upw
wards.

The only people we cheat if we chcat up—
wards is ourselves. Wecan alwaysamenditif

a group of workers does break the mood. So
. what? There is no.danger of: demoralisation,

. So, the dnwnturn continues. There are not
going to be sct-plcc: confrontations. The
queslmn of iintervention means individual
intervention in individual disputes. Initinety
cases out of a hundred we wili do it from out-
side, In mn-:ty-mn: cases.out of.a hundred

- we'll do it in a very low lu:}' -
}'? Thmgs will not chang: in- the short-term.
ﬁThr.-. miners did us a fantastic amount of

damage in this ballot. It means other
workers will feel even less secure. :

Ngw let's turn to the Labour Party.
Bermodxisey was a cataclysmic event. The
editor of the New Socialist wrote in an article
in The Times: B

“The Bermondsey result has produced a
seismic shock in the Labour Party. It has
caused both sides to draw tngether, not
simply as a cosmetic exercise for media
consumption, but on the basis of a reas-
sessment of what their past actions have
led to.

‘Continued internal sklrmlshes it is
now agreed by left and right alike will
merely assist the revival of the SDP/
Liberal Alhance and the return of a right
wing Conservative government.’

In other words, ‘we are going to close
ranks. No more shaking the foundations of
the Party. Unity, Unity, Unity.’

Even before Bermondsey the process was
taking place. Simply see how many people
signed the declaration in Tribune of Labour
against the Witch-hunt. Only five MPs, only

two members of the Labour Party executive,

Tony Benn didn’t sign it; Frank Allaun
didn’t sign it.

The - Labour  Co-ordinating Committee
agreed to register, the CLPD agreed to
register and voted by two to one to kick out
the Bennites from the leadership of their or-
ganisation.

Keith Dickinson of AMilizant was kicked
out of the London Labour Party
Conference. All this was before Ber-
mondsey. Bermondsey, has accelerated the
process.

Labour didn't lose in Darlington as they
did in Bermondsey, for a number of reasons.
Firstly, public opinion (Labour support
included) has moved to the nght. .

Therefore Ossie O’Brien fits, Peter
Tatchell doesn’t. When Peter Tatchell tried
to pretend that he is really a respectable man,
the only thing he’s interested in is 1n houses
with gardens, nobody in Bermondsey. be-
lieved it. And if they did people asked, who
actually built those monstrosities of tower
blocks that eighty percent of the population
in Bermondsey live in — Labour.

Ossic O'Brien did much better. Because
James Callaghan and Dennis Healeyputina
massive effort. I'm convinced the Labour left
will sigh with relief. They are looking for a
way to retreat.

TR TR

Benn's recent speeches have been about

uniting behind Michael and Dennis, about

‘the ten years we had together in cabinet,” twe
managed to work very well with one
another.’ -
Remember 1979 Benn dennuncmg it as a
‘rotten cabinet’,

What does it mean for us? We won't re-
cruit many Labour Party peopte. I don’t
believe there are many people in the Labour
Party anyway. Their membership is 2 50,000;
if one in ten are activists, that's 25,000. Now
divide that by 600 constituencies — it comes
to forty or fifty per constituency, That’s nota
lot, but we can recruit a few.

Above all, we can raise the confidence of

cur members, In the last three years we
didn't lose' many to the Labour Party; our ex-
members of course were all in there, But the
rise of the Labour left puts us on the de-
fensive, Today, it’s exactly the opposite.

Analysis correct

SWP members are confident and proud.
And the good branch meetings, where there
are two or three Labour Party members
present, reinforces our members’ confidence
because our analysm proved to be correct.

A swamp is going to be created u@ﬁk the
Labour Party with the move to tlh:n,iﬁtlnd.
passmt},r In the unions the Broad Left is
going to the right, into swamp and passivity:
That's why there’s more emphasis on Jimmy
Knapp's election victory than on the loss of
jobs through the introduction of one-man
trains.

There will be a swamp in the unions and in

the Labour Pariy, but what about the CND?
CND will become the worst swamp of the
lot! They are bigger and have a feeling of
success. But they are not on the up in terms
of activily. CND is a passive mass or-
ganisation,

The passivity will increase becanse of the
general election.

If you're in CND, you simply say we hawa
between now and October to win or lose.

Now if you're forced to get results quickly, -

you say what forces have we got?

They say we don’t have the industrial

working class against the bomb, we don’t
have industrial action against the bomb, so
we have to adapt ourselves to the forces that
exist. If we had fifty years it would be
different. We could say, we'll become active
grdually, building up until the day of con-
frontation.

But becausethe election is there we have to
win by this date or we have to forget about it.
The whole thing is finished.

[n such a situation you adapt yourselves 1o
the forces that exist. You adapt yourself to
public opinion. If public opinion is against
cruise but not against NATQ, then you for-
get about NATO and only emphasise cruise.

Just recently the Daily Mirror had seven
pages on CND. It was brilliant — very hard
against cruise and Trident but it was for
NATO and Posieden and so on. And when it.
comes. to a general election that will be
exactly the policy of the Labour Party.

Look, for instance, at the interview Brian
Walden had on Weekend World with a
woman from Greenham Common. He asked

Socialist Review April 1983

| They are going to shoot
massively to the right.
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her what was the answer to the Russmn
. threat — and she said, Love!

‘Then he went on to ask the same question

of the vice-chairman of CND. And he said

we have to surround the whole country with

conventional missiles to smp the Russian
nuclear missites!

~ CND are playing to the right and the

Labour Party. And because of this they are

going to face disintegration. We can even

give them a date for that disintegration: the

general election. They will disintegrate
during the general election.,

What will accelerate this process is the fact
that they are going to stand candidates. They
did the same in 1964. But our system is not
the German one where they might getfour or
even five percent of the vote — over here they

will get practically nothing,
Now what 1s happening around the

Greenham Common women is tokenism.
You can't just say they are feminists, or
separatists. That is not the real reason for
their actions. We have to ask why tokens
come to the fromt.

-Tokens come to the centre when there are
not any real forces to solve the problem.

There are two hundred black mayors in
the United States for this very reason. The
black riots in America in the sixfies did not
smash the white capitalist establishment, so
if you can't smash them what do you do?
You join them. So you try to have a black
mayor in Los Angeles, a black mavor in New
Yerk and so on.

Tokenism is at the centre of the downturn
here. The trouble ts it does a fantastic
amount of damage.

I don’t want to compare the Greenham
Common women (o the Red Brigades in
Italy toe much. But there are elements in
common. There s the general crisis of
capitalism, the general move to the right of
the movement, the industrial downturn and
so there is a group of people who say *we will
doit for you.’

The Red Brigades did this in lialy, and
they did a massiveamount of damage. In fact
they ruined the movement. One of the
tragedies of Italy was that the revolutionary
left were a bunch of softies that felt guilty to-
wards the Red Brigades because they
thought the brigades were at least fighting.

So when people say to me the Greenham
Common women are fighting, 1 always ask
exactly what are they doing?

They tell us they will do it and stop the
missiles while we remain at home.

It is like the Labour Party. People say, the
Labour Party i1s moving to the right,;
therefore Socialist Worker shouldn't write
anything about the Labour Party. On the
contrary, now the party is moving to the
right 1t is ime to put the boot into them good
and hard.

We can’t stand back. We have to
intervene. You don't intervene by standing

back and smiling while they go on their way.

We have to do exactly the same with CND.
We have to be very hard because they are
moving veiy fast to the right, towards com-
plete disintegration.

We can not shift a whole movement like
CND, we are too small and the period is
wrong. But we can talk to the onés and twos.
What we can doissay, come dowin to a waker

- Socialist Review April 1983
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Gresnham woman lasving prison: Tokens come 1o the front in the downturn.

workers' picket line,

The Bolsheviks didn’t come to power in
Russia on the slogan of peace — they won on
the slogan of Bread, Land and Peace. You
don’'t mobilise a movement except through
bread and butter issues that then spreads to
take on foreign policies,

Because of the downturn CND is less and
less related to bread and butter jssues and
because of that we have no expectation of
being able to build big out of it.

That brings me finally to the state of the
party. The party 15 in a better state now than
1 remember for years. This is because I think
the comrades are very, very optimistic.

To be optimistic as Spinoza says, you
don’t laugh, you don't cry, you understand.

Three tasks

At conference we talked about three
things: We said we need politics in the
branch, we need to intervene in disputes and
we have to attract the periphery and contacts
into the party.

If you achieve only any one of these tasks,
you will not survive. You end up with a dis-

' cussion group if you concentrate on politics

only. If you just discuss which paper sale to
send new members to, that can lead to
demoralisation.

The three elements have to come together,
And they have to be in the right order. First
the political meetings; f we don’t do that,
forget about the rest. Secondly, get the
contacts along otherwise the political meei-
ings disintegrate. Thirdly, make the
interventions. The three things must come
together.

There are still branches that don't do this.
One of the reasons they don’tdo it is because

they are so small. They decide to take partin

a campaign bécause it gives them a feeling of

bigness, bui this just leads to demoralisation.

A campaign should be — under the condi-
tions of the downturn — one percent of our
activity not 30 percent not 40 percent.

Then there are the branches that are doing
the work, but only formally They are not
refating the politics to what is happening on
the ground.

Another thing that is very important for us
in the present conditions 1s the centrality of
the paper., With the general collapse of the
left, the lack of militancy the key thing
hecnmes the politics. People are looking for -
pnhtlcal ANSWETS.

This is why it is good that the paper not
only gives replies but itself puts the
quc:stinns And all the time the paper is
giving an analysis of what is going on.

At the same time we know that the paper is
not being sold widely enough, But we have to
be careful of saying, “Sell the paper’ because
we have branches that have a high paper sale,
but they devote all their energy to that. These
branches will disintegrate.

This underlines what I said before. You
have to have all three elements operating in
the branches, and in the right order. The
selling of the paper has to connett with the
other things.

The selling of the paper is not only
propaganda, it is political action.

It is not a question of a few ‘star’ sellers,
there are always those, it is a question of
shifting the emphasis to get everyone selling.
And that 15 incomparably harder than the
other things we have done.

It took us a year, mavbe twoto understand
the downturn and shift the party towards the
branches, and — I believe to save it — now it

Cwill take annthcr year or two 1o shift towards

the paper.

And it is terribly important we don't look
for short cuts. This is not an upturn where we
can sell thousands of copies — wearenotina
sprint — we are in a marathon. To sell papers
it’s going to take a lot of brains and a lot of
planning.

Selhing Socialist Worker is a long-term
investment. You should be able to look at
sales after three or four years, and count the
gains. But you can’t measure it immediately.
Therefore you need muoch more stamina
because you don’t see instant results,

If we don’t do this, them as the downturn
continues we are going to find onrselves high
and dry. The swamp will surround us and get
bigger, so we have 1o build our little |sland m
keep ourselves out of it |




NEWS & ANALYSIS: The Economy

Tories’ unsolved problems

Everyone 1s saying that the
recession is nearing its end, Pete
Green looks at the evidence,
particularly in the light of the
recent Budget.

Geoffrey Howe's Budget speech for 1983
was typically complacent, cliché-ridden, and
hypocritical. Listening to it you would
scarcely have realised that the British
economy has now been through three and a
half years of severe slump, with manufactur-
ing output falling by 20 percent back to the
level of 1967, (In 1929-32 the fall in manu-
facturing output was only 10 percent,
although manufacturing was then a greater
proportion of the economy and the impact
on unemployment was even more severe
than now).

The hypocrisy was blatant. Howe
announced that his tax cuts would provide
something for everyone, In reality this was
yet another Budget which, taken together
with the Public Spending Plans announced
in February, amounted to robbing the poor
to pay the rich. |

Howe even had the nerve to declare that
his measures were ‘designed to further the
living standards and employment oppor-
tunities of all our people and to sustain and
advance the recovery for which we have laid
the foundations.” In reality they include
further cuts in living standards for the old
and the unemployed, and will on balance
probably add to the numbers on the dole,

The Tornes are cautiously predicting a
significant economic recovery this year.
Their caution is understandable. Back in the
summer of 1981 they argued that the slump
was over. Then the American economy
plunged again pulling the world economy
down with it.

Marginal significance

Again, in May 1982, Howe's sidekick at
the Treasury, Leon Brittan announced that
signs of recovery were *all about us’ and that
‘not even the most blinkered pessimist could
fail to see it'. What actually happened was
that Mexico declared itself bankrupt, the
international debt crisis finally exploded,
and the volume of world trade fell by two
percent. In Britain that meant another
savage round of plant closures and redun-
dancies throughout the winter,

This time round the signs of recovery do
look more substantial. The CBI's monthly
surveys are showing a ‘widespread recovery
in demand and output’. ‘Domestic order
books are now stronger than at any time
since December 1979", The surveys should be
taken seriousty. They rest on the reports of
1,700 industrial companies and have proved
far more accurate in the past than the
¢laborate computerised models used by the
Treasury and other economic forecasters (to

which the old saying, garbage in, garbage
out, very much applies). Nevertheless before
we get carried away at the prospects of an
economic¢ upturn a number of points are
worth making.

The most basic is that everything depends
upon the fortunes of the werld economy. It 1s
true thas the United States economy seems to
have grown rapidly in the first three months
of this year - fuelled in particutar by
Reagan’s massive arms' spending and a
relaxation of the formerly tight monetary
policy. The American equivalent of mone-
tarism has effectively been abandoned. But
thatan turn could soon lead to a resurgence
of inflation, an increase in the already huge
trade deficit, and another rise 1n American
Interest rates.

A rise in American imterest rates would
add to the strains on the rest of the economy.
The oil-producing countries are being

devastated by the fall in the price of oil. The

debt-ridden economies of the Third World
are going to remain in deep trouble. In
Western Europe, governments in France and
West Germany, the Netherlands and Faly
are still sgueezing their economies, cutting
public spending and working class living
standards.

All that means that the recovery may be
delayed yet again. 1t does not mean that any
sort of recovery is impossible, or that the
system is simply trapped in an inexorabie
downward shde. As in the past, there are
cychical forces generated by the shump itself
which can produce an upturn.

[n a stump like the one of 1929-32, or the
one of the last three yvears, industrial com-
pames run down stocks of components and
raw materials, accelerate the closure of in-
cfficient plant, postpone investment plans
including even essential replacement of
existing equipment, and lay off workers.
Some companies go bust, but most survive,
Eventually they have to replace that clapped
out equipment and rebuild their stocks of
materials, If prices of equipment and
materials have fallen significantly it will be
easier for them. They also have to resume
Investment in new machinery if they are not

"to risk falling behind their competitors. As

that happens demand revives a. bit,
companigs may ¢ven take on a few workers
and so on. |

In other words even in a long period of
crisis, characterised by general stagnation
and jow rates of proefit, the system continues
to go through ups and downs, Periods of
deep slump and rapidiy rising unemploy-
ment as in the Thirties, and the Seventies
aliernate with periods of recavery in which
unemployment may even fall slightly. We
can be certain that untess the system crashes
altogether (unless for example bath Mexico
and Brazil default on their debis and push
half a dozen major Western banks into
collapse) there will be some sort of recovery
over the next year or so.

The strength and timing of that recovery

remain unpredictable. But even the most
optimistic forecasters expect unemployment
to go on rising for the rest of this year, to
above the 35 million mark for the Western
economies as a whole, Profit rates will rise
but remain low by historic standards, Major.
industries stch as Steel, Agricultural
Machinery, Construction Eqmpment}-ﬁhip—
building, Petrochemicals, Aluminium and
Vehicles will continue to suffer from chmmc
aver-capacity. '

Any upturn in the world economy is
therefore going to be weak and uneven. It
will not, and the distinction must  be
emphasised, mean an end to the crisis. It wil)
not mean a return to the boom years of rapid
growth and rising employment of the 1950s
and 1960s. It will not relieve corporations
and governments from the pressures of the
savage competition which has characterised
the years of slump, Above all, it will not stop
gbvernments in all countries seeking to cut
wages and slash the welfare state in an
attempt to incrcase the profitability of
capital.

Signs of recovery

It is in this context that the prospects for
the British economy need to be located. The
latest Budget is worth assessing for what it
reveals about Tory strategy. But it needs o
be emphasised that its significance for
British capitalism is marginal compared to
the impact of the forces of the world
ECONOMY.

There are two aspects to the Budge!: which
are worth looking at. One s its overall im-
pact on the economy ({i.e. is it deﬂatmnary,
lowering the level of demand —. or
reflationary, increasing the level of demﬂ_ﬂd}
The other is its effect on the living stanﬁiai’ds
of workers, on the rich, and on cﬂmpaml:ﬁ
through changes in taxation and public
spending plans. - |

As far as the first is concerned the con-
sensus of opinion seems to be that the Budget
was mildly reflationary — adding, mainiy
through tax cuts, something arcund £2Y%,
billiocn to the level of demand. But an in-
crease in public spending is a far more
effective way of cutting unemployment since
it can directly create jobs. |

When defence and social security
spending are left out of account public
spending 1s being severely squeezed, with a
nine percent cut planned for 1983-84.
That cut c¢an only be implemented
by pushing through redundancies through-
out the pubtic sector, That will more than
offset any job-creating effects of higher
demand through tax cuts. The CBI estimates
that.manufacturing output could rise fay 15
percent with the existing labour force.

The Budget shows that the Tories have
stopped trying to squeeze the economy, and
have abandoned the deflationary stance of
1980-82. But it also shows that they have no
intention of trying to anticipate in Britain a
revival in the world economy. It wasalways a
mistake 1o blame the Government alone for
the slump. It will be even more mistaken to
see them as responsible for any recovery
which occurs this year.

- The tax-cutting side of the Budget was pre-
sented as tf its main benefits went to the low-

Socialist Review April 1983
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Howe's record on monetary policy stuck ‘

paid worker. Certainly tax thresholds (the
level of income at which workers start paying
tax) were raised by 14 percent, o¥ 8 percent in
real terms after inflation. That is going to
mean that most workers receive a pound or
so extra 1 their pay packets. But that
scarcély compensates for Howe's carlier
measures, the benefits of which went entirely
. to the ‘higher income brackets’ {the 1979
o budget 1n particular cut taxes massively for
the rich whilst pushing up VAT on goods in
the shops which hurt those on low incomes
disproportionaiely).

The overall effects of Tory rule in re-
distributing from the working c¢lass as a
whole, and the unemploved in particular, to
the rich are shown in the table, summarised
from the report of the Institute of Fiscal
Studies. .

On the public spending side the Tories are
planning further increases in defence
spending (which will have nisen by 23.3
-percent in five years in real terms, i¢ not
counting inflation, by 1984), They also plan
to increase capital spending, which has been
at very low levels, to screams of pain from
the construction industry. But the plans for
1983-84 also show a slight reduction 1n real
terms {or the overall level of government
spending (and a fall in its share of GNP from
44 percent 1o 43% percent for the first time

Soclalist Review Apnil 1983

since 1977). Where is that going to come
from?

The answer lies partly in nasty little tricks
like the changed basis for uprating pensions
and social security benefits in line with

prices.
Otherwise the cuts are going to come from

the 9 percent reductiion in services. That
means redundancies. It means a 3 percent
target for wage rises in the public sector next
year. It involves a 5.4 percent cut i real
terms 1n the education budget. It involves a
supposed (.2 percent rise in real terms in
health and social services which, given the
rapidly rising demand f{or those services,
means unprecedented cuts 1n the actual level

of health care provision for the sick and the

old. It itlustrates that atter victories over the
health workers and the miners, Thatcher
thinks that the time has come to hammer the
public sector unions well and truly into the
ground. .

Finally the Budget contained some sub-
stantial handouts to big business. New tax
relief provisions in the North Sea have
handed £800 mitlion over the next four years
to the ol companigs, The reduction 1n the
National Insurance Surcharge means that
companies have received almost £2,000
million pounds extra from that source in the
last year.

" . f

The TUC eriticised Howe for not abolish-
ing it altogether and not doing encugh for
big business. But there’s not much else in the
way of tax cuts that Howe could have done
since most large British companies now pay
virtually no: corporation tax at all (and
haven’t done since Dennis Healey's days as
Chancellor). As the Money Programme on
BBC — put it the other week, Britain is now
effectively an offshore tax haven like the
Cayman Islands.

Tax cuts for the rich, handouts to big
business and further attacks on the welfare
state are all predictable moves from this
Tory government. ‘

The more difficult question to answer 18
why, after such a severe slump, the Tories’
have retained their tight, non-expansionary
policy., Why did they not cut taxes even
further? Why did not they not increase the
Public Spending Borrowing Requirements
(the PSBR or the difference between what
they spend and what they raise in taxes)?
That is an indicator of how much money a
government is purnping into the economy,
adding 10 demand by more than they take
out in taxes, In Britain the PSBR is now only
2%, percent of the Gross National Product,
the lowest of all the major industral
countries.

Rightward drift

Obviously the Tories feel they can win the
next election without massive tax cuts, which
could even be a liability if seen as ‘buying
votes’. But more is at stake than that,

One problem is that since the Tories have
been unable to control the money supply, the
exchange rate or much else in the economy,
keeping a tight hold on the PSBR is about all
they've got left to prove their financial or-
thodoxy to the international markets. Cer-
tainly a reflationary budget would have been
treated by the City and the currency
speculators as a sign of weakness.

With the pound falling anyway, it would
have accelerated the tendency to get out of
pounds into other currencies by all those
operating on the currency markets. That is
precisely what has happened to the French
Franc in recent months, forcing the French
socialist government into its latest extremely
severe ‘austerity’ budget.

On top of that, Britain ts now a major otl
producer. Although output levels 1n the
North Sea have remained high, the falling oil
price will undermine an already weakening
balance of payments (the massive £4 billion
surplus in 1982 was entirely due to oil — with
manufacturing imports exceeding exports
towards the end of the year), Sofar the fallin
the oi] price has not affected Governntent

revenues very much (it's been offset by the

fall in the value of the pound, which means
that a price set in dollars translates into more’
pounds),

But should the oil market weaken still
further and the oil price collapse, the effects
could be dramatic. That would bath cutinto
Government revenues, and send the pound
into a spiralling collapse of the sort which
forced the last Labour government to turn to
the International Monetary Fund. 1t would
also force the Tories to push up interest rates
(te attract ‘hot money' into the country)

7



hitting the domestic economy again.

What all that shows is that the Tories, des-
pite all their much-vaunted achievements —
lower inflation, cutting public spending and
the like — have very liitle room to
manoeuvie in terms of the international
financial markets. Any attempt to expand a
national economy in isolation from the rest
of the wortd economy is still going to get
punished by the markets with flight of
capital overseas and a collapse of the
currency. But if the Tories face that problem
it would be even more difficult for a Labour
government. All the talk about a massive
reflation coming from Labour and the TUC

is absurdly unreal. -
A Financial Times editorial on the Budget

pointed to ancther problem:

*An economy which has suffered such a
sharp and prolonged downturn cannot at
this stage be more than convalescent, and
to have pushed much harder would have
courted the same risks as previous dashes
for growth; with inventories lean and
much capacity shut down, industry
cannot respond to over-bold attempts (o
stimulate demand.’

Exports squeezed

The fear is that any rapid expansion of

consumer demand will simply suck in
imports -— whilst exports are still squeezed
by the continuation of slump elsewhere. But
if that's true, its equally the case that British
based manufacturing industry in particular
will find it very difficult to cope with & con-
tinued lack of demand. Profit rates are atall-

* time lows. A number of companies are being

propped up by the banks and could collapse
if the slump continues much longer. Another
recent Financial Times article was headiined,
‘Leaner ... but weaker’ referring 1o the en-
gineering and foundry industry of the West
Midlands in particular.

The problems should not be exaggerated.
The fact that so few major British companies
have gone bust during this slump is a sign
that the strength of British capital is greater
than the reported figures of a 3 percent rate

of profit in Britain suggest. That figure in-

cludes the massive losses being made in the
nationalised disaster cases — British Steel,
Shipbuilders, Leyland etc, It ignores the in-
terest payments which have gone to the
banks, simply redistributing profits between
different sectors of capital (although those

R e ol LT ,

payments still hurt the compames which
have to pay them). Above all it ignores the
flow -of profits from the massive overseas
assets ' of British based multinationals,
although these too have been hit by the
slump elsewhere.

Thé giants of British manufactunng in-
dustry such as Courtaulds and ICI, GKN
and Lucas have been able to ride out the
slump despite sharp falls in their profits.
They have sacked 40-50 percent of -their
workforce in Britain in the last four yéars
and scrapped unprofitable plant on an un-
precedented scale. But they will survive even
if their operations are increasingly based
outside Britain. | .

in other sectors, especially those tied into
the car and steel industries where output has
collapsed, the gains for capital of a more sub-
missive workforce scarcely compensate for
the savage reductions in capactity they have
had 10 make.

They also knew that their strateg:,r of
allowing the market to work, even for a while
pushing the economy into slump, was a risky

and painful one. Allowing a number of in- -

efficient tame ducks to go bust was the price
to be paid for sorting out the accumulated
problems of low productivity and lack of
competitiveness of British capitalism. But
they underestimated just how weak British
indusiry was. Despite misguided suggestions
to the contrary the Tories do care about the

“profitability of industrial capital.

The Tory strategy of letting the slump take
its course has for all its partial successes,
failed. Indeed, they've lacked the nerve to
carry it through. Modern capitalism 1s now
highly concentrated in large units. Within
each national economy the effect of allowing
huge lame ducks such as British Steel,
Shipbuilders and Leyland to go bust would
be devastating. Moreover the benefits of a
reduction in overcapacity in world markets,
from wiping out the less efficient capitalists,
will pass to other steel and car companies
based in other countries. |

British Leyland sums up the dilemmas of
the Tories in another way. Instead of letting
it go bust, flogging off the profitable bits
such as Jaguar and closing down the bulk car
assembly plants — they've pruned here,
slashed capacity there, decimated the work-
force, introduced newtechnology and done a
deal with Honda. In some ways it’s been a
remarkably successful operation — with
Michael Edwardes’ assault on shopfloor or-

Category

Unemployed family
Semi-skilled worker
Skilled worker
Couple on pension

. Middle manager
Company director

Winners and Ins&ﬁ under the Torles

Galns from Budget Change overall under Torles

+ £0.38 (0.5%)
+£1.41 (1.5%)
+£1.09 (1.2%)
- £0.91 (1.5%)
+ £1.65 (0.6%)
+£11.64 (8.4%)

Loss of £15.30 (21.3%)
Loss of £8.05 (8%).
Gain of £1.70 (1.2%)
Loss of £1.42 (2.3%)
Gain of £6.44 {2.5%)
Gain of £119.80 (24.5%)

F)

(Note: Takes into account effects of wage and salary increases, price in-
creases, as wall as changes in taxation—source: Institute of Fiscal Studies)

ganisation acting as a model for the vest of
British.industry. But in terms of the world
car ‘industry it has amounted to samply
running fast enough to stay in the same
place. Every other car firm has done asmuch
if not more, With the world market still

heavily ladefi with overcapacity ° relative to,

stagnant demand, the presstres are going to

persist. BL’s losses may have taiten from
£497 million in 1981 to £293 million i in 1933

They're unlikely to disappear. RS

In the context of a world slump hﬂweum' _
governments have no. option but to follow
the savage logic of capitalism --dﬂsp-crattly
try and bolster the cﬂmpetmv:ncss of their
national chunk of the system. But whilst the
Tories have inflicted some decisive defeats
they have. not destmyed the tradt um{m
movement.

They have ensured that real wages for thc
average manual worker have faflen on

“average by 4 pcn::nt since [979. They have

provided a climate in which redundancies
can be pushed through, new technology
introduced, and the pace of work intensified,
Real unit labour costs (wage costs per unit: -Eif
output a measure of the underlying
competitiveness) have failen subsﬁmiallf:

Wage cuts needed

Nevertheless the Emﬂﬂmm magazm: Es
still demanding wage cuts of 20 percenttd re-
store the profitability of British capitalism,
Indeed in recent months the rate of inflation
has fallen so fast with the pressures of the
slump that wage deals of 6-7 percent have
begun to represent an increase i real earn-
ings. More gencrally the ruling class is
worried that any recovery could expose the
fragility of the gains employers have made as
warkers.recover their confidence.

Whilst the Tories avoid trying to
accelerate, the recovery, the discussion in
ruling class circles is focussed on one
question above all — how to ensure that

"~ when the-werld economy does turn up the

benefits go to capital rather than labour —to

. profits rathér than wages, Intriguingly the

Tories have borrowed Labbur’s clothes herc
in one respect.

The pound in the last few months has ak
ready fallen by as much as the devaluation
advocated by Peter Shore, Labour's
economic spokesman. The Tores are not
responsible for that — but so far they have
avoided pushing vp interest rates to stop the
decline, a definite reversal of earlier policy.
The potential gains li¢ in an improvement in
overseas competitiveness and profit margins
for British exporters, The costs lie in an
acceleratlng inflation’ rate as the prices of
imports rise, *

But if wages can be held down then those
costs will be borne by workers — an essential
if unspoken part of Shore's proposal as well,
the only difference being that he would usé
an incomes policy to achteve the same goal.

The crunch is going to come 1n the next
wage round. By then the Tories will have
won the election, By the autumn inflation
will be rising again as a result of the falling
pound. The economy could, however, be
showing marked signs of recovery althongh
unemployrment will still be increasing. Some
significant battles could be in store.

Socialist Review Aprnil 1983



Ty T LTE L . S S e e . Lo SR s T e e T
L . : ik - . . .. . .

'*'ir.'f...i-zlf o '
L MEWS & ANALYSIS: France | |
ks i it ; supporters of private education, and a
dnae .demonstration of twenty thousand

4 iy - employers in December 1982,

Moreover, the reactionary positions of the
tight, which campaigned on crime, in-
security and immigration, disarmed a smali
minority of workers, the most isolated and
deprived, and made them vote for the right.

This shift to the right by the petty
bourgepisie and sometimes by a small
minority of workers is expressed locally in
the form of a worrying growth in the strength
e of the extreme right. In Marseilles the rightist

o list ‘Marseilles-security’ got more than five

percent on the first round (the French system
._ involves a two-round ballot). In Paris the
S - leader of the PEN (Party of New Forces), a
~ fascist orgamisation, got more than eleven
& ~ percent of the votes in the 20th
o - Arrondissiment, and had one member
. elected to the municipal council.
' Even if this can be partially explained by
the sociological evolution of central Paris,
and the fact that more and more workers are
being pushed out into the suburbs, it is none
Lais the less true that the extreme right made
S gains in districts which still have a- large
- working class electorate. -

But it must also be stressed that the racist
themes of the extreme right’s campaign were
often picked up by the parties of the
mainstream right, and even by left-wing
leadars, thus giving them an appearance of
respectability. And that’s where the danger
lies. .

The second main reason is the attitude of
the workers and other lower class groups.

. On the first round, on 4 March, there wasa
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jobs. Mitterrand’s austerity and racism have disarmed

hem

Socialists put the bootm

Mitterrand’s ‘socialist’
government has just introduced
new and harsh austerity

- measures, Bill Webb looks at the

" background to these latest moves.

When Mitterrand was elected in May 1981,

~ the Labour Left hailed it as a victory and
ciaimed it as proof that_the. parliamentary

/ toad to socialism was- realistic. The ex-
perience of the last few months, and the
results of the munictpal clections in March
1983, have shown just how illusory that was.
In the 1977 municipal elections the left

Socialist Review April 1983
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0
thirty thousand inhabitants. This time it has
lost thirty-one of them. It was in towns of .
over a hundred thousand inhabitants that
the left’s losses were most striking.

There are” two main reasons for this
development. - |

Firstly, the mobitisation of the right wing
parties, the RPR and the UDF, was not oniy
olectoral, but also a direct mobilisation on
the ground. Since the left came to power, it
Has ‘been the right which has taken the
initiative on the streets. There have been

significant demonstrations by middle
peasants, doctors, priests, middle elass

very high level of abstention, especially in
working class districts. Sometimes it was as
high as 4 or 50 percent of the working class
electorate. It 1s clear that the workers had
chosen this way of showing their distrust of
the government’s policies..

On the second round, a large part of the

abstentionists came out to vote for the left

simply in order to stop the right, who were

- claiming victory in hysterical terms,

But the remainder abstained on the second.
round too. This s clearly a sign that a section
of workers has been depoliticised and de-
moralised. For on the one hand, it was often
tn:the stronghoids of the main working class
party, the Communist Party, that this
happened; and on the other hand, there was
no swing towards the revolutionary left,.
which seldom got more votes than in 1977,
On the contrary, in the majority of the eighty
towns where the LCR (French section of the.
Fl) and Lutte Quvriere were standing lists
under the label ‘the voices of workers agdinst -
austerity’, the votes gained were less than at
the last municipal elections in 1977,

Now Mitterrand has a ready-made excuse
for his new austerity programme. The
government openly chose the road of
austerity in June 1982 by declaring a four-
month wage freeze. Although prices were in
theory frozen too, in'fact the effect was a cut
in purchasing power varying between one
and five percent aceording to industry, with

" state employees being worst hit.

“In_the coming months the deficit in the
unemplayment insurance fuad will be made
'up by increasing the contributions paid by
those insured. Already unemployment

9
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strike in "1974 an agreement. ‘was won

whereby those - made redundant for

economic reasons were paid ninety percent
of theif previous wage. This was reduced by
Barre in 1979, and has now been further cut.

The - govérnment has even .introduced
chargm for time spent in hospital — fweniy
francs a day — something the right would
never have dared to do. Substantial duties on
cigarettes and alcohel, going up to funy
percent, are to be imroduced.

On the wages front, the government wanis
to impose a maximum increase of eight
percent over thenext year. There isa ban on
linking wages to inflation, which will ob-
viously be very cun\rcni:nt if inflation should
exceed eight percent ...

* But now even all lhls is not enough. To
satisfy the employers and French and inter-
national financial interests, the President has
reshuffled his cabinet to put into-the key
posts a smalter and more ‘efficient’ team of
technocrats, - -

The basic reasons for this new deveiop-
ment are linked to the difficulties faced by
the employers and the French state in inter-
national competitton. There has been a

decline in the competitivity .of the French

economy, especially in . comparison with
Germany and Japan. For example, the sharp
rise in demand for cars in France in 1982 was
mainly to the advantage of German firms,
whose sales rose by fﬂrt}r percent in one year,
and of foreign companies-in general, whose
sales in France rose by twenty-two percent.
On the other hand Renault's share of the
market has more or less stagnated, and
Peugeot’s has fallen,

This has led to very serious budgetary
deficits and imbalances. The foreign trade
deficit which reached 93 thousand million
francs in 1982 has got worse i 1983, The

French state is in deficit with all the

industrialised countries, in particular
Germany.

The competitive power pi the French
cconomy has been further weakened by
capital movements, by speculation which
has adversely affected weaker curréncies,
and by differences in the rate of inflation (the
French government has a target -of eight
percent whercas West Germany is predicting

a rate of three and a half percent). Foreign

debts are getting larger and creating a debt
repayment burden which will probably reach
the level of between thirty and forty
thousand miltion francs a year.

The French government's solutions is no
different from that advocated by Barre and
Giscard, or that practised by Thatcher. It is
to cut wages, to restruciuré and modernise
industry at the price of hundreds of
thousands of new job losses, and to re-
estabiish larger profit margins. .

In practice that means smashing any
attempt by any section of the working class
to- knock a hole through the. austerity

programme; this will be done by

propaganda, by racism, or quite simply by

Mse of the police.

‘The most important test has certainly been

the wave of strikes i1n the French car .

industry, since the beginning of January.

“Although these have been localised, they
have hone-the-less been very significant. The
Citreon plants at Levallois and Aulnay, and
Renault as well as Chausson, and then Fiat
and Unic have all been affected.

Wages chalienge

The demands varied considerably, but

‘there was- the same unifying dynamic. In

part:cular after the Renault management
had given way and granted wage rises of
around eleven percent for 76,000 workers, it
became clear that the government’s pﬂlicy of
limiting wage increases for 1983 to eight
percent risked being challenged right down

the line. The slogan ‘300 francs for all’ .

seemed as if it might transform all the sec-
tional strikes into a single movement against
the disguised wage freéze.

It was at this point that the right, by means
of newspapers such as Le Figaro, launched a
campaign against immigrants who were said
to be spreading chaos throughout French
industry, The government picked up these
allegations, and Labour Minister. Auroux
claimed that the immigrant workers were
being stirred up. by groups of Muslim
fundamentalists! A clash between strikers
and members of the fascist-type union, the
CSL, at Citreon Aulnay, which according to
our information seems to have certainly been
provoked by the management, gave not only
the right wing press but also the government

Renault Fline workers demonsirate after vistimisations.
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Iht: green Iight ﬁ:n' sackmgs m thm Iln'te— |

bound companies,
After racist statements hy Mlltcn'am:l It’ﬁd
Mauroy, Auroux declared thit workers whio

_used terrorism int French workplaces Kad no

place in the community of labour. A few
days - later, the - Citreon - -Rang rtuﬂ
annouriced over twenty * suSpesiions;

which twelve have been mnﬁ{w a8

- dismissals, Among the workers affagied: are

several CGT stewards. the most n'k’i}itﬁﬁl i
the company, but also the secretary ﬂf thc
CGT union branch himself, .

After this the Renault managl:mcnt alsn
announced the sacking of three 'CFDT
stewards. They also asked the authorities for
permission in futuie to bring in the CRS fiot

~ police any time the pruductmn lmcs -are
obstructed by workers.

Krasucki, the CGT leader, sﬂ:rni times

~urged the workers to.be calm, and declared

that the Citroen management shouid also
make a gesture. It was oniy when the CFDT
section at Renauli-Flins, which ‘has a
majority in the plant and is led by D Richter,
a full time official whao is in opposition to the
national leadership of the CFDT, galled &
strike, that the CGT at Aulnay organised
some actions. But these were carefully
calculated to serve as a safety valve for'the
strong feelings of the Citreon workers (only a
few hours stoppage etc) while avoiding an
all-oat strike which would have been the
only way to make the managememt and
government retreat all down thie line.

In the end the CGT bureaucracy obtained
a compromise but at the expense of the.
workers. The factory inspection refused to
allow trade unionists to be sacked. But ¢ight
workers &t Citroen Aulnay have in fact been
sacked, and the CGT is trying to cover the
matter up by claiming that they have lilmp]j'.
been sent on training leave,

Now the Renauit management is
retreating and trying to transform. the
sackings into a transfer and two suspensions.
But the Citroen management will not ageept
the compromise and is appealing to. the
Minister of Labour, | 3

in this context the racﬂcampmgﬂ uf the
right and of the extreme right, taken up by
the leaders of the left, canserve asa weapnn
to isolate militant workers.

Everyone has had their piece to sa}' Thc
fascist Le Pen campaigned on the theme
‘Two million unemployed, two million
immigrants too many Its slogans were
directed against 'the invasion of .Franee'.
The official right also used these themes.
Santoni, leader of the Gaullist list at
Marseilles, declared, *I'm not giving away
anything on the question of immigrasts.’

But often the left leaders have been just as
bad. A few weeks ago Deferre declared at
Marseilles: * As for immigrants, who is better

placed than I am to keep them out of owr
territory ... At present more North Africans
are leaving Marseilles than are staying. I've
put an end to fake tourists!" And a poster for
this same “left’ racist said: ‘The right is illegal
immigration; the ieft is controiled
immigration,’

This chimate of xenophobia has already
had resulis. At Marseilles there were two
violent outrages, one leading to the death of
an eleven-year-old immigrant boy. At
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CFDT hldnr Dlnl;ll Richier lwnn sirikers at Renault Flins

Chatcnny, Malabry, Montreuil, Garges-les-

 Gonesses. and Nanterre, towns in the Pars

region, . police have shot at immigrant
children. So-called ‘police excesses' ... One
bulliet in the head, one in the shoulder.

But after the election campaign, this
uwpsurge of racism will serve, if the
government launches a new attack, not only

- B0 point to scapegoats, but also to intimidate
. mmigrant workers, who at present are

among the most militant sections of workers.
These repeated attacks are happening at a

~ time when, though the working class has not
suffered a major defeat, and has kept its-
-organisations intact, it has suffered a series

of setbacks,

Despite big struggles in 1979 the steel
industry has lost more than twenty thousand
jobs, and a new round of twelve thousand

sackings has been announced without any
_reaction comparable to that of five years

ago. The left's austerity plans have largely
been crowned with success. The fevel of
strikes, although it has risen slightly over the
last year, was in 1981 the lowest since the
sixties, The labour movement is going
through a crisis which is marked both by a
decline in unionisation and by a perceptible
depoliticisation. Hundreds of wunion
branches have ceased to function, thousands
have lost members and becum: largely
inactive,

For revolutionaries, the tasks that this
implies are clear. The stress on struggle and
on solidarity with workers' strikes must be
even greater. For every defeat suffered by
one section of the class weakens the rest.

But the main organisation of the
revolutionary left in France, the LCR,
French section of the Fourth International,
doesn't seem willing to draw the lessons of
recent years.

While the movement was suffering a
serious downturn in 1980, the LCR was
agitating for the practical preparation of a
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general strike which would ‘put on the
agenda the achievement of frade union uni-
fication.” {Fourth Congress of the LCR,
June 1980). It then put forward the stogan of
a workers' government: ‘We need a
government of the workers’. The approach
of the elections transformed this ultra-leftist
line -into an unprecedented electoralist
mobilisation in order to ‘impose’ on the
workers' parties an agreemeni to withdraw
in. each other’s favour in order to beat
Giscard, this being presesnted as the
preconditon for any offensive by the
working class. This same line today leads the
LCR to base its whole campaign on the
theme; “We need a different policy.’

Act in solidarity

This would not in itself be an error, if it
were understood in the sense that workers
must act in sohdarity with other struggles,
struggles to change society. However, in

‘practice this slogan is not only addressed to

the government (the LCR says thisis a tac_t'i_n:}
but puts the stress on an abstract programme

rather than on the mobilisation of workers,

while the orientation of the organisation has
heeom: more and more :lec:tnral

Above all this has an effect on day-tn—da}'_

practice, in workers® struggles and

movemerits, fnr it distances the LCR from

the struggle at the grassroots-as the focus for

revolutionary activity. To take two

examples:
While it was. runmng a8 I.H'Iltt:d campalgn
with - Lutte Cuvrere and sticking up

thousands uf posters calling on voters to.

support its lists, the LCR did not carry out a
sustained nmational campaign against the
sac kin&s in the carindustry. This is not to say

that it did nothing, indeed in relative terms.it
was -the rcvulutmnar}' left urgamsatmn'

which did thé most. But its campaign of soli-
darity and information was only a means of
illustrdting its programme, and not the

i

centre of activity. This had an impact on the
tactics advocated during the strike. .

First of all, the LCR never at any time said
that only strike action could stop .the
sackings and never made this the focus of s
campaign. To do so would have meant con-
frontations with the union: bureaucracy.
Instead. it put forward the d:mnd for a
united demonstration of all sections, called
by the unions and supported by the workers’
parties. But when such a- demonstration
didnt take place, the revolutionary left
didn’t dare to organise a rally, which thought
it would have had only minoirty support,
would have had a noticeable effect on the
most militant workers, and in particular on
immigrant workers,

Worst of all, at no time did the LCR
publicly warn workers and explain to them
that the burcaucrats didn't want to léad 'a
struggle, nor did it seriously prepares them
for the sell-out by the vnion leaders.

Similarly at Carmaux the miners struck
for twenty-two days in support of the

‘demand for additional staffing and for the
. opening up of a pew mine in order {o create

jobs, It wayan extraordinarity militari strike

“which; in keeping with the best traditionsof

miners’ struggles, mobilised a whole regios

and ended ‘in victory, It was ‘onlyiin the
course of the last weck of the strike thiat the
LCR had anything to say about it, even
though two of its members played a leadu‘lg -

-role; In ‘the last week the LCR sent

delegation to meet the miners and urgamﬁed
8 meeting ﬂuth s0me success.

But what . was necessary was a cnmpmgn
on & national scalc, with collections and-

 propaganda. That would have had an effect

8 hundred times more important, especially -
on workers who still have :Ilusmna in the left
government. |

~Ht-is up to the r&vﬂluunnﬂr}' m.lhtﬂnts in
th:: LCR to draw the lessons of th:lr oT-
gamsa;mn % nghtward drift.
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NEWS & ANALYSIS: Germany

-

Baggy-trousered MPs

27 Greens were elected to the
Bundestag in last month’s
German election. Dick Ellis, from

our fraternal organisation the

Socialistische Arbeiter Gruppe
argues that the Greens are not as
radical as they seem.

‘With the appearance of the Greens in the
Bundestag we may at last see an end to the
tediousness in parliamentary affairs —
provocation is the order of the day, political
taboos will be a thing of the past.’

So said Der Spiegel on the 14 March, It’s
certainly true that the run-up to the election
was tedious, but the outcome has led to
something approaching hysteria from the
right.

In reality though, the Greens electoral per-
formance must be a disappointment to them.
The track record of the former SPD govern-
mernt, and the apparent demise of the FDP
liberals meant that the Greens seemed set to
mop up atot of disillusioned voters.

Greens from Hesse: The Trojan horse of the Hed Army?

12

In fact they {:ml}r managcd to sﬂrapﬂ past

the five percent minimum required for par-

liamentary seats. The traditional SPD) vote
held up fairly well, the swing which did occur

“was rightwards towards the CDU.

To judge from the comments of the Ger-
man press this pales into insignificance next
to the prospect of 27 Greens. sltnng in the
Lower House,

A group of MPs flaunting upen»ngcked
shirts, baggy trousers and promises to pub-
licise all the information they have access to,
i8 being greeted by the liberal press as the
dawning of a new political era. Meanwhile
the rightis in ontrage. Franz Joseph Strauss,
leader of:the hard right Bavarian CSU, has
called the anti-nuclear stance of the Greens
‘the Trojan horse of the Soviet Red. Army.’

But behind all the hullaballoo lies some-
thing more serious. The Greens failed to
make a major electoral breakthrough be-
cause they sidestepped the issues which the
voters considered lmpnrmnt

The unprecedented rise in unemployment
under the SPD, 10 2.5 million, meant a sharp
rightward drift by the major political parties.
The media constantly spoke of the possi-
ibility of an ‘investment strike® if the SPD

++++
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were rﬁlected The employcrs‘ federation,
whilst quickly denying this, nevértheless ad-
mitted ‘the election results must of course
play a role in our economic considerations.’
Many voters feared for their jobs, ‘and
swallowed the arguments-about the need of -
German industry to ct::-mpete 50 they \?Dtﬂd

" for the CDU.

The Greens had nething to nffer woikers
threatened by the closure of steel plants and
shipyards. The very idea of investment in
heavy industry is an anathema to their
dreams of small-scale enmmumt}' pm-
duction. '

Rudolf Bahro, an influential memher uf
their national council, even condemns i~ .
vestment in pollution prevention, on the
grounds that it merely extends the Ilf: of

- modern tndustrial production!

Left var.:uum .

The Greens' election programme em-
phasised smali-scale production, and de-
centralisation of large-scale industry. All this
was sweetened - with talk about self-
management for the workforce, butonlyasa
means to ‘alleviate the effects” of a free
market economy. For them irdustrial pro-
duction 1s the cause of ecological problems,
nat the bosses who control this production.

By avaiding the issue of who controls the
gconomy, the Greens have opened their.
doors to some very dubious characters,
masquerading as radicals. For example,
Werner Vogel, an ex-Obersturmbahnfubrer
in the SA, who was present at the Wansee
Congress of 1942 where the Final Solution
was adopted, stood for the Greens in the
North Rhine district, -

The Greens have also showed the
weakness of the left. Many socialists who
were  attracted by the Greens’ extra-
parliamentary actions have completely
abandoned class politics. The left talks about
taking over the Greens, in fact the Greens

have taken over the left. |
The CDU wvictory has saved the Greens

from the acid test of implementing their

- demands. They were hoping to hold the

balance of power in a parliament with a
minority SPD government.

But their performance in local govern-
ment suggests that they are far from being

- the radical alternative they pretend.

They supported an SPD minority in the
l.andestag in Hessen on ¢ondition thai 2 000
opponents of the Frankfurt airport ex-
tension, all facing court proceedings, would
not be prosecuted. The SPD were dependent
upon Green support for the granting of 1.5
billion DM for their unemployment aid pro-
gramme. When it came to the crunch the
Greens meekly accepted a 2 million DM
allocation for apprenticeships in alternative
production plants and forgot about their
other demands.

There is a huge vacuum on the German
left, If revolutionarics are to have the faintest
chance of filling that vacuum, we must set
about exposing the contradictions of the
Green programme. We must show that
cruise mussiles and atomic power plants are.
part of the same system which produces fac-
tory closures and culs in social services. You
can’t fight one without fighting the other.

Socialist Review Apnil 19383
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US backed Somicisias train In Honduras

The attacks on Nicaragua

At the end of March counter-
revolutionaries invaded
Nicaragua. The whole region is
now 1n deep crisis. Carla Lopez
explains the background.

The Reagan administration is pursuing its
commitment to a military defeat of the
Salvadorean guerillas and to the pacification
of the Central American region as a whole
with renewed vigour.

At the beginning of February ‘Operation
Big Pine’ took place in Honduras, 15
kilometers from the Nicaraguan border, and
200 kilometers from El Salvador. These joint
US-Honduran military manoeuvres were the
most important te have taken place since
1965 when such exercises were tirst begun.
They involved 1,600 US troops, 900 of them
flown in from the Southern Command, the
US base in the Panama Canal Zone. They
also involved 500 of the Puerto Rican
National Guard, experts in logistics, (rans-
port and medical services who were par-
ticipating for the first time in military
manoeuvres in Central America.

A US destroyer, the William V Prati, with
375 men aboard, made calls at all the Central
American ports along the Atlantic coast at
the same time. The 4,500 US troops 1n the
Panama Canal Zone and 500 members of the
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Panamanian National Guard were
maobilised in secondary manoeuvres. Joint
actions alsa took place between special units
of the Fuerza Publica ot Costa Rica {(Costa
Rica has no army — as yet) and the US army.

Interpretations of the significance of these

exercises varied. Newsweek suggested they

~were a prelude to an open war against

Nicaragua.

To complete the picture it 13 necessary to
add that in addition to the vast amounts of
US military assistance being pumped into
Honduras, now the lynchpin of US military
strategy in the region, US $21 mullion has
been specifically earmarked for' the
modernisation of Honduras® airports.

Last vear the Honduran airforce, with as

much assistance as the US government can’

give without questions being rased in
Congress, began making great efforts to in-
crease its capuacity, already the most ad-
vanced in the region, This includes nego-
tiations with the Israeli government to pur-
chase sophisticated Kfir fighter jets. The
objective of these efforts can only be to give
Honduras the kind of overall superiority it
needs in the event of a war with Nicaragua.

Some time in February (the precise date 13
unknown), members of Somoza’s National
Guard crossed the border from Honduras
into Nicaragua. The Somocista countes-
revolutionaries have been planmng 1he
downtall of the Sandinista government in

Nicaragua since the overthrow of Semoza.
About 5,000 of them are concentrated in
camps in Honduras where they have received
arms and training from the United States.
The latest incursion is the most serious of a
jong series of border raids and acts of
sabotage carried out by the Somocistas. It is
the most serious because for the first time
they have penetrated deep into Nicaraguan
territory reaching as far as Matagalpa, 120
kilometres from Managua, where they
clearly have expected support from the cattle
and coffee plantation owners. While these
have kept control of their lands under the
Sandinistas they remain resolutely opposed
to the revolution.

The difference between this and previous
incursions is aiso the numbers involved and
the support given by Honduras. An es-
timated 2,000 Somocistas are now 1In

‘Nicaragua and they have been given logis-

tical backing and some reports suggest more
direct backing from the Honduran airforce
and army. By the end of March heavy fight-
ing was reported in Matagala and in the
Northern Provinces of Nicaragua; the
country began 1o move into a state of war
It is too early 1o assess the likely outcome
of this development, but for some time the
US has been provoking tensions between
Honduras and Nicaragua and the threat of -

war between the two countries has been

latent for many months,

US excuse

The Nicaraguan government maintains
that if such a war was 1o break out it would
be an excuse for the US to intervene more
directly in support of Honduras and it has
refused to be provoked into attacking
Honduras. The iatest events however, with
the increasingly overt collaboration between
Honduras and the Somocistas makes the
possibility of war much more likely and they
should be seen as'part of increased US efforts
to destabilise Nicaragua and engineer the
downfall ot the Sandinisia government.

But the Somocista attacks in Nicaragua
should also be seen against the background
of events in neighbouring El Salvador. For
some time now the Reagan administration
has been convinced that they will not winthe
war against the Salvadorean guerillas while
the Sandinista government remains intact.

And as the war in Ei Salvador has dragged
on, so it has gone increasingly tn the
guerillas’ favour. In October 1982 the
FMLN guerilla movement launched a pro-
longed offensive. This offensive has taken
the guerilla struggie into a new phase. In the
past few months the FMLN have launched a
nember of co-crdinated attacks which have
completely outmanoeuvred the army and
enabled them to retain the military inttiative.
More than once they have engaged in a war
of position, for the first time using heavy
artillery captured from the army. Large
numbers of their forces have been involved-
and have shown a growing capacity to fight
regular as opposed to gueritla warfare, The
guerillas have now moved into new areas of
combat such as the department of Santa Ana
in the west where previously they had only
carried out acts ol sabotage.

In February they occupied the second
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most important town in the > province of
Usulatan, Berlin, This took the war more
directly into one of the most important
coffee producing areas of the couniry. Until
recently the guenilas had been strongest in
the more backward and remote areas of the
country while concenirating on acts of
economic sabotage elsewhere.

The temporary capture of Berlin by 500 .

members of the FMLN clearly worried the
Salvadorean army and in particular their
major ally, the US. By mjd-March the
FMLN were still holding on to 30 towns as
well as a large base on the slopes of the
Guazapa volcano which can be seen from
San Salvador. About one-third of the
country is in guerilla control.

These guerilla advances have taken place
as the Salvadorean high command has
shown itself to be riddled with internal
divisions and incapable of conducting the
war as the US would like. One US official
told Newsweek in March:

‘Our military advisers down there are

- screaming bloody murder. The army is
using the wrong tactics, morale is near
zero, and the commanders are fighting
each other instead of the enemy. We are
sitting on an erupting volcano.’

Minister of Defence General Garcia still
sends the army out on large-scale sweep-and-
destroy operations rather than in small
groups of soldiers to penetrate into guerilla
territory. The high casualty rate amongst the
army makes the latter kind of tactic, ad-
vocated by a number of dissident
commanders, a highly risky form of warfare.

But if the war has not been going to the
US’s liking militarily, it has also faced in-
creasing political problems. The extreme

14

right under the President of the Constituent
Assembly, Robert D’Aubuisson remains
very powerful. d

Although the US has been exerting all its
influence to try and build up a coalition
against him, there have been only minor
successes. At the same time, the killings of
civilians have continued (nearly 6,000 during
1982) and opposition to US involvement in
El Salvador has continued to grow in the
United States, making it increasingly diffi-
cult for the Reagan administration to send
the military assistance to the country they
would like. In addition calls for ‘dialogue’
have mounted both within the US and from a
number of Latin American countries,
notably Mexico, Venezuela, Panama and
Colombia.

At the beginning of March the Pope made
his bid to act as ‘peacemaker’, Behind all
these Initiatives to. force the US to accept
some kind of negotiated settlement of the
conflict lies a wish to prevent an all-out
guerilla victory.,

Military or moderate?

The US still believes it can do so militarily,
others believe it can only be done through
talks which would seek a ‘moderate’ solution
to the conflict. in which there would be a
‘purge’ of the armed forces but not their dis-
bandment, a partial land reform etc,

The Pope’s message was very much in line
with this way of thinking. While he con-
demned the violence of the right in EI
Salvador and spoke against social injustice,
he also came out firmly against the guerilla
movements. His position was most clearly

expressed in Panama where he told ‘a
stadium full of peasants not to séek better
hives through ‘violence, guerilla warfare and
the selfish class struggle, because this is nnt
the way of Jesus Christ,’ -
The Pope’s mission in this visit to Centra]

 America went beyond the immediate need to

intervene in the civil war in El Salvador. It
was also a bid to regain control of the
Catholic Church - from those elements,
particularly strong in Central America, who
have sought to align it with certain aspects of
Marxism. This Pope is too intelligent to do
this overtly, but his subtle appeals against
the evils of ‘pure economic capitalism and
systems of collectivism’ are part of an anti-
communist crusade which the Pope is
engaged in jointly with hlS ¢lose allies in the
Vatican, {}pus Dei. -

Opus Dei 15 a Catholic semi-secret society
of mostly lay people, which attracts young,
male fascists. Recently the Popk elevated it to
a religious order at the same time as he has
moved to neutralise the Jesuits wha have be-
come one of the major forces behind
‘liberation theology’ and the radical church
in Latin ‘America. There are known links
between the CIA and Opus Dei.

From the United States’ pcint of view,
while the Pope's call for peace in Central
America may not fit in with its present
policies within the region, the Pope's moves -
against the radical church certainly do. Es-
pecially as the Cathotic Church in the United
States is one of the main opponents of
Reagan’s policies in Central America.

In this sense therefore, the Pope’s visit to
Central America went in the Reagan -
administration’s favour, In a move to
anticipate the Pope’s call for peace the
administration launched a political initiative
in exchange for which it was even reported
that the Pope modified his speech in El
Salvador, This initiative was the bringing
forward of the elections scheduled to take
place in Fl Salvador in March 1984 to
December J983,

Much US pmpaganda will now be centred
around these elections, but the real thrust of
US policy was revealed by the request to
Congress, made at the same time as the elec-
tion announcement, for a further US $60
million 1n military assistance to E{ Salvador
and US $50 million for military training.
This 1s in addition to the US $26 million
approved military assistance for 1983,

The administration also announced a new
plan of counter-insurgency based on the
Civil Operations and Rural Development
support (CORDS) plan applied in Vietnam.
This included the notorious Operation
Phoenix, which cost the lives of over 20,000
Yietnamese. In the Salvadorean cafe it
involved a renewed and massive military
offensive by the army to a series of target
regions, to be followed by a civil action
programme. This will aim at economic .
rcdew:lnpment in the *pacified’ areas,

There is no indication that this *new’
strategy will be any more effective than any
other, but coupled with events in Niracagua,
it is clear that the US is once again escalating

‘itsinvolvement in the region, It remains to be

seen whether the conclusion of one US
Congressman on the situation is borne out:
‘Either we give up or we invade’

Socialist Review April 1983
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Darkness all day

Arthur Koestler, a darling of the
intellectual establishment, died
recently. Noel Halifax traces his
path through the elitism of
Stalinism, to the elitism of the
1ntelligensia.

‘The work and hte ot Koestler is Similar to
that of Victor Serge both in the subject
matier of their novels and that they both
seemed to have been in the right places at the
right time. Koestler saw the rise of fascismin
both Berlin and Spain, saw first hand the
realities of Russia in the 30’s, witnessed the
dreams in 1926 and the final product in 1946
of Zionism. Tn all these experiences it 15
remarkable that he was always wrong, al-
ways on the wrong side. He supported the
Stalinist line in Germany and Madrid, even
at one time dencuncing his own girliriend,
overlooked the faults of Russia, supported
Israel.

K oestier was born in Hungary in 19035. By
1926 he was an ardent Zionist who tried the
new life in Palestine. He was to return brietly
to the cause of Zicnism in [946 to write the
nogvel Thieves in the Night supporting Zionist
terrorist groups, he supported the state of
Israel from the 40s to his death. In 1931 he

“was a journaliist in Berlin where he joined the

Communist Party. From then to 1938 he was
a devoted Stalinist hack. He travetled to
Russia {1932/3), became the correspondent
of the London News Chronicle covering the
Spanish Civil War in 1936, In 1937 he was
briefly captured by Franco and wrote as a
result Spanish Tesiament which like his

 ¢overage in the News Chronicle preached the

Stalinist Line,
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By 1938 Koestler was becoming dis-
illusioned with *Communism’ and as a result
wrote the novel which was hatled then and
now as his masterpiece, Darkness ar Noon
{published in 1940). By now he was settled in
Britain where he remained till his death,
Darkness ar Noon 1s the story of a victim of
one of Stalin’s purges, set in g Russian
prison. It is a tale of mental anguish of a
Stalinist trapped by the logic of his own be-
hefs. As the product of a disillusioned

Stalinist it describes the workings of a mind;’

hard, rigid and haeratchical, beset by doubt
— not a pretty sight. %

The *hero’ of the novel 15 one Rubashov, it
Is said in part based onr Bukharin or
Zinoviev, Rubashov is haunted by his recent
history of Stalinist deeds against the logicai
‘needs of historical process’. The description
of prison life is accurate and obviously based
on Koestler's own experignce s is the an-
guish of the doubting Stalinist. -

Against Serge's The Case of Comrade
Tylayev — a novel which deals with the same
events and problems — it is shallow and
limited.

To any revolutionary socialist the book s
also intensely uritating. The picture pre-
sented of a Stalinist mentality is well
described; how could it be otherwise? The
belief in the objective ‘laws of history’, the

‘party’ seen as the only force of progress, the

working class ignored or viewed as a stage
army to be led and duped. The writer quoted
to justify the action of *Marxist revolu-
tionaries’ Is interestingly, Machiavelli, the
ultimate of ali writers on bourgeoise political
practice, In the idea of Communism that is
presented there is no rcom for the self-
activity of the working class or anyone else
for that matter. But again Koestler in hus

derinciation of Stalinism chooses the wrong
side, against the horror of Russia in the 30s
he offers only liberal capitalism.

In no time in his life was Koestler a revolu-
tionary; he never showed any understanding
of the spirit of 1917, Darkness at Noon re-
mains one of the most well-known and read
denunciations of Stalinism, though it retains
all of Koestler’s elitist assumptions. It is a
Stalinist denunciation of Stalinism,

This also helps to explain why the book
was hailed as a masterpiece, not because of
the merit of the novel (1t is good but not
brilliant) but because there was a need for
such a book. It captured the mood and needs
of the time, at least amongst intellectuails
who had been won over to supporiing
Russia. The fellow 1iravellers needed
Darkness gt Noon. It dencunced Stalinism
without challenging any of 1ts ideas, now
that Russia was no longer our pallant ally.

Darkness ar Noon became the inteliectual
excuse for this rightward switch. Its publica-
tion was even blamed for the failure of the
Communist Party to win the French ¢lection
in 1946, This seems unlikely, but it certainly
provided justification for ex-lefties to joinup
with the CIA and take part in the Cold War
as anti-Communist ¢rusaders.

In this Koeslter outdid most, founding the
Congress tor Cultural Freedom (backed by
moaney from Washington) publishing denun- -
ciations of ‘Communism’ and calls for the
West to rally against the evil (as in The God
that Faifed 1949, or in his most extreme anti-
Communist product The Age of Longing,
1950), Koestler moved so far to the right as
to denounce CND in the early 60s-and to fall
out with his old friend Michael Foot for
being 100 left wing.

But to return to the comparison with
Serge, why was Koestler always wrong and
Serge usually right? The basic difference,
apart from Serge being a better writer, was
their attitude 1o people. Serge saw himself as
part of the class struggie and described and
appreciated the power of people to change
and be changed by struggle, Koestler,
however, shared the view of nearly all in-
tellectuals that people are basically stupid.
What is needed is for clever people, such as
themselves, 1o lead society und the plebs to
the new future. Hence Koestler’s support for
Stalin, the right people was ‘the Party’; even
when he rejected Stalinism he still retained
his elitist view of history. In place of the great
leader who was to save society Koestler
moved to writthg about ‘great scientists’ who
changed the development of society.

The other aspect to Koestler's thought is
the need to have some sort of god figure to
worship. Having rejected Stalin as his {rod
that Had Failed Koestler spent the next 10
years trying to discover a replacement, to get
back to ged via science. He never became so
intellectually bankrupt as others (ex-
Communist Muggeridge ending up in the
Catholic Church and Festival of Light). But
he tried to find a meaning to the world in a
spinit or Ghosr in the Machine (the utle of one
of his luter books),

Though he searched for a god he never
found one, he was a member of EXIT and
appropriately enough ftor his ideas,

‘committed suicide this yeatr. 2
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NEWS & ANALYSIS: The Welfare State

In sickness and in health

Long before the first cuckoo, the
Silly Season seems to have burst
upon us with the latest revelations
from the Tories’ secret councils.
But behind the more obviously .
cranky suggestions of Thatcher’s
team playing Does the Cabinet
Think? lies a collection of myths
about the family and the Welfare
State which need to be
confronted. Norah Carlin
examines the question.

At the heart of these myths Jies the
assumption that the Welfare State has
undermined the family and produced a
society of irresponsible individuals de-
pendent upon state handouts. Before the

Welfare State, goes the story, responsible

and caring families provided for the needs of
all their members by working hard, saving
and providing personal care. By taking over
the basic functions of care and provision, the
Welfare State has provided too much
security, and benefits that are too casy to
come by.

Among

the consequences are wives

leaving home in order to claim Social -

Security, husbands doing likewise to evade
their legal responsibilities, and young un-
married girls getting pregnant in order to re-
ceive the princely sum of £25 Maternity
Benefit. These last, says a Tory medicat man,
‘are getting money for old rope, and it shoutd
be stopped.™ .

The response of the left is 1o defend the
Welfare State, repeating the fine phrases of
the Beveridge Report of 1942 aBout a collec-
tively. responsible society, universal benefits
abolishing the stigma of poverty, and
escaping from the present bankruptcy of
reformism into pleasant memories of the
great achievements of the Labour
Government of 1945, which abolished the
old Victorian Poor Law for ever.

Firstly, we need to look at the Tory myth
of the self-reliant, caring family which was
supposedly undermined by the subversive
feather-bedding of the Welfare State, Under
the 19th century Poor Law, the doctrine of
the ‘liable relative’ (which survived word for
word from 1601 to 1948) made families res-
ponsible for their own parents, children.
grandparents and grandchildren, with poor
rehef provided only as a last resort. This
poor relief, through the workhause only, was
made as unattractive as possible, so that res-
pectable working class families would face
all hardships short of actual starvation
rather than se¢e their loved ones humiliated.
These are the *Victorian values® admired by
Mauargaret Thatcher.

The tact is that the Poor Law failed utterly
L0 prevent massive poverty and dependence.
The ordinary working class family simply

could not provide for all its members from
the cradle to the grave, By the late nineteenth
century social investigators were pointing
out that the'working class life cycle was one
of poverty in childhood, improved well-
being in early adult life, followed by poverty
again while raising a young family of their
own. Improved conditions for parents with
children old enough 1o work were followed
by dire poverty again in old age when the
children had married and left home.

At any one time, the proportion of
families living below a minimum level of sub-
sistence was about thirty percent, as Booth
found in the East End of London in the 1880s
and Rowntree in York in the 1890s. This
means, of course, that a much higher pro-
portion of working class people passed
through the cycie during their lives.

Diespite the workhouse pringiple, outdoor
relief was widely given because it was widely
needed (and often because the local Board of
Guardians realised it was cheaper than
building workhouses). Elderly working class
people had nowhere to turn but the
workhouse in many cases, however, and in
1909 1t was found that one third of all people
over 70 — (one quarter of afl over 65) were
receiving poor relief, This was despite the
fact that the over-65s were only five percent
of the population in 1901; they are fourteen
percent now, ”

Low wages, insecurity of employment and
the inevitability of periods of sickness under-

“mined the ‘caring’ working class family and

created a huge demand for reform in the
early years of this century.

Colossal frauds
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The first major reforms were those of the

Liberal Government of 1906-1914, and these

are often regarded as the foundation of the

benefits - old-age pensions, unemployment
and sickness pay — and some medical ser-
vices were provided outside the Poor Law
altogether. They were not, however,
provided as of right, nor were they meant to
provide c¢ven a minimum subsistence.
Unemployment and sickness benefit
(together with old age pensions and widows’
pensions from 1923) were earned by
insurance contributions from workers,
employers and (to a very small extent) the
state. Married women were entitled to bene-
fits only through their husband’s
contributions. .

Nor was this ‘first Welfare State’ a break

- with the tradition of moral discrimination .

and social controi. The old age pension for
couples was for respectable married people
only, and was denied to any *who had
habitually failed to work according to ability
and need and those who had fziled to save
regularly,” Unemployment and sickness
beneftt were designed to ‘tide over' the
thrifty ‘worker as an addition 1o personal
SAVINIES Or insurance.
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Welfare State. A system of regular fixed .
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Even the origins of the family doctor
system were baptised in moralism by the
Fabian socialist Beairice Webb, who be-
lieved a free choice of family doctor would
not lead to .

‘stern advice from the doctor about

habits of life on which recovery reatly

depends — to look to him to speak
plainly about the excessive drinking or

Socialist Review Aprift 1983
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unwise eating which caused two-thirds of
the ill-health of the poor.’

" In no way did the earty twenthieth century
" Welfare State undermine or substitute for
. the

established pattern of family
responsibility. And for those families who

- still failed 1o keep their heads above water

there remained the Poor Law. Outdoor reliet

was not officiatly approved, but subject to

the infamous Household Means Test, and
relief was not given until all the family’s

““Juxuries’ had been sold off. As long-term
* unemployment soared in the 1930s, National
" Insurance benefit could not keep pace, and
. more and mare families were subject o this
- degrading procedure.

During the Second World War, even the

“most hardened Conservatives began 10
" reglise that victory depended on the co-

operation and self sacrifice of the working

" glass, and that they had to be promised more

than a return to the squalor and misery of the

© '30s once it was over. It was the Archbishop

of Canterbury, no less, who said in [94] that

. . Britain must oppose Hitler's ‘Power State’

.- with a *Welfare State’, and in 1942 a Liberal
" administrator, Sir William Beveridge, pro-

‘duced his famcus Report advocating
" umiversal provision of minimum subsistence
* penefits for all citizens.

.. -Great -things were claimed for the
. Beveridge Plan.

‘This approach to -social security,
" bringing the magic of averages to the
rescue of the millions, constitutes an

» “-#pssential part of any postwar scheme of
L amtional betterment,’ |
'~ “wrote Winston Churchill in 1943, It was

widely discussed, with official encourage-
ment, and the Ministry of Information re-
ceived a report from Clydeside that workers
had been heard to say, ‘This will give us
something to fight for and look forward to.
The soldiers needn’t hang on to their guns

after all.”

Peaceful revolution

The widespread enthusiasm  was

. tapitalised by Labour politicians, and it was

they who were swept to power in 1945 in the
biggest landslide election ever, 1n ‘the ex-

. pectation that they would carry out this

peaceful revolution,

In fact, the Beveridge Plan was not fully
implemented by the Labour Government,
and it was far from revolutionary in the first
place. The Plan maintained the principle of
insurance, and the major benefits —
pensions, unemployment benefit and health
care — were to be earned by flat-rate contri-
butions from all workers.

The most serious consequence of this prin-
ciple was that women were left in the same
dependent position as before. Indeed,

because Beveridge assumed that married
- women worked only for pin money, be

proposed the system of reduced benefits in
return for reduced contributions, the
‘married woman's stamp’ which puts most
present day women workers at a permanent
disadvantage even though it was abolished in

" 1978. He found the problem of separated
- and' divorced wives insoluble in Insurance

terms, and atter suggesting that they should
benefit only if they were the ‘innocent party’

Socialist Review April 1983

in the marriage break-up, he dropped them
from his plan.

Outside the National Insurance scheme,
however, Beveridge proposed — and the
Labour Governmentintroduced — flat-rate
Family Allowances to be paid to all mothers.
Women's organisations had been pressing
for something like this for many years.

it was evident in the 19th century, and 18
still evident today, that the capitalist wages’
system, despite the myth of the ‘*family
wage', does not provide adequatcly for
family needs. Individual workers are paid
the same wages whether they have large
families, small families or none at all
Feminists soch as Eleanor Rathbone had
been arguing for a ‘wages supplement’
related to family size which wonld enable all
workers, men and women, to be paid the
same wages without problems.

Int fact, Fleanor Rathbone’s arguments for
Family Allowances, first published in 1924,
throw a rather different light on the scheme,
and one that was considered relevant 1n the
1940s. Wages, she argued, are not too low
but are kept ariificially high by the ‘phantom
wives and children' of single and childless
workers who are paid as if they had families.
These ‘phantoms’ she estimated, are far
more numerous than. the real wives and
children of families larger than the average
who are not provided for. The first sign of
government interest in the idea was in 1939-
A, as-a temporary measure 1o keep wages
down in what it was feared would be a
situation of runaway wartime inflation,

Many Conservatives and administrators
also began to -look more {avourably on
Family Allowances because they kept the
principle of ‘less elegibility’ alive. This was
the principle that workers receiving
unemployment or sickness benefit should

.
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not be better off than when they were in
work. A constant supplement additional to
wages and to benefit could solve this
problem. |

- There was another crucial area in which
the ‘less eligibility’ principle survived, and
with it the hated Means Test — riot only
alive, but very soon kicking as hard as ever,
This was National Assistance — still alive
and kicking as Supplementary Benefit since
1966, | ‘ |

Beveridge assumed that Natiopal
Assistance — subsistence level, non-
contributory and means tested — would sur-
vive only as a safety net for those not pro-
vided for by National Insurance or by their
‘liable relative’, (Spouses and parents sur-
vived 1948 as ‘liable relatives’; the only
change since 1601 was that children were no
longer liable to support their parents.)

The failure of the great retorming Labour
Government to provide an actual minimum
jevel of subsistence through National
Insurance —. an essential, though perhdps
unworkable feature of Beveridge’s Plan —
meant that National Assistance immediately
became much more than a safety net. By
1949, a year after the new Old Age Pensions
began, .48.2 percent of all Natipnal

Assistance was being paid to pensioners for

whom the pension was not enough. (Since it
was based on 1938 prices plus 31 percent,
and the rate of inflation by 1948 had been 72
percent, this is not surprising.)

The safety net became the bottomless pit
as more ‘exceptional needs’ became evident.

The chronically sick, the unemployed (a”

need assumed to be exceptional until well
into the 1970s), the low paid and the one-
parent family all fell into it. They got much
the same as the old Poor Law treatment:
minimum subststence, ‘less eligibility’, intru-
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sive Means Testing — — givenan cx:rmp#at by

the co-habitation tulé — and-the old #ocial |

stigma of pauperism. (rechristened the
Serounger Mentality). Like the Poor Law, it
avas shunned by all who could possibly
afford to do without it, and huge numbers
‘entitled to some benefit under this “heading
il do not apply.

This ‘most comprehensive system of social
s;cunty ever’ created this expansion of social
gervices ‘to the hlghcst level ever reached,’
under which ‘Destitution has been
abolished’ (Labour Believes in Britain, 1949)
entered the [980s wearing a decidedly
Victorian face.

When - families do struggle to behave
‘responsibly’, to provide care and support
for one another, they still get the old kick in
the teeth from time to time. Wives, mothers,
daughters and daughters-in-law who find
themselves having to give up work to look
after disabled husbands, handicapped child-

ren or bedridden parents find (if they are

married) that they have no right whatsoever
to. the Invalid Care Allowance which is
avallable for unmarried relatives and men in
the same circumstances. They are, after all,

~ only fulfilling their natural role of caring,

Housewives who are no longer able to

fulfdl this natural role because they suffer

from. severe disabilities may get a Non-
contribtitory Invalid Pension — but they
have to prove that they are unable to make
beds, peel potatoes or hoover the stairs,

Widows who go out to work 1o support

their ‘children {a practlce the Poor Law
alway$ ‘encouraged unless the family was
very large).are unable to claim sickness or
ummplumnt benefit without having their
pensions cut By thé amount of the beriefit.
Not that tht widow’s pension pmwdes‘ sub-:
sistence ~~ its value fell by the waysidé in
1948 f00. Can it really be as long ago as 1871
that a Poor Law [nspector remarked:

‘The condition of a widow, however

deplorable it und oubtedly is, is one of the

ordinary contingencies of human cir-.

curnstances, which may, in some degree
or other, be provided against equally with
sickness or accident or uther ber:ave-

ment.’
Now once again, we are being told that it is

- no_business of the state to provide for ‘the

ordinary contingencies of human cit-

. cumstances.’ Is this a sudden and unexpected

attack on the Beveridge promise of security
for all? Hardly, for that promise could be
seen to be a hollow farce from 1948 onwards,
Thatcher’s Cabinet are not {all) a bunch of
isolated cranks — they are simply being
honest, in the sepse that a wolf discarding

A family at war

18
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sheep's clothing could be said to be honest.
How are working class families meant to
provide for these ‘ordinary contingencies?
The answer is, of course, through private in-
surance. Didn’t the Victorian working class
save their weekly pennies through the
Friendly Societies, before the coming of the
Welfare State? In fact, only those in regular
and comparatively well-paid employment
could afford to do so. In any case, the
Welfare State destroyed the old working
class Friendly Societies, at least from 1948
on, leaving the fieid clear for the growth of
the giant commercial concerns, with their
flashy offices and multi-miilion. turnovers.
Inflation, as the telly ads constantly
remind us, cuts the value of insurance -
policies unless they are regularly updated,

-and few working class families could afford

to do this often enough. Commercial in-
surance is based on strict princpiles of in-
dividual risk, and since manual workers live

shorter lives, suffer more from ili-healthand =

are more likely to become unemployed, the
premiums would inevitably be higher than
those for the middle class market. That was -
supposed to be the beauty of National In-

surarce — that the risk was spread among '

both rich and poor, and the contributions -
were flat rate. |

The middle, professional and prnp&ﬂy_—'
owning classes have, of course, gone for

. commercial insurance in a big way. The

existence of the private sector alongside the
Welfare State allows them to buy higher
benefits for themselves, Nowhere is this
clearer than in the Health Service. There, the
co-existence of private and public sectors has
undermined the latter almost to the point of
complete collapse.

A full, free and universal Health Service
was yet another Beveridge promise not
carried out by the 1945 Labour Government,

Socialist Review April 1983
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h allowed the medical profession a

:.-_i ous degree of independence within -

service. Private practice continued,

pever seen before,

" In the midst of Tory talk about bureau-
:_ﬁic. irrespnnsihle and manipulative pro-

ionals in the public service, let wus

e l_ﬂ_:mucranc process than private sector ser-
" vices. Private medicine, private education,
“r " private pension schemes are subject to little

‘or no public control, and if people are willing
to entrust them with maney they cando any-

. thing that will keep the customers quiet,

" Let us return to the working class family,
which continues to suffer from ‘ogdinary
contingencies’ while the private sector
booms. The working class family is in crisis
today, not because of the advance of the
Welfare State, but because of its failure to
provide security for all, free services of the
highest standard and equality of access for
rich and poor. It has failed to provide

alternatives to the family, to relieve it of
burdens it never can and never has beenable
to bear adequately.

No patches

h

It is not enough to say that we should try
and patch up the Welfare-State, revive the
Beveridge promise, secure equality for
women and raise the standard of services

high enough to undermine the private sector .

in turn. Demands such as these perpetuate
the illusions of the Beveridge era — that the
Welfare State can finance itself through

insurance contributions, and can solve allor

miost social problems without tampering
with the essential structure of modern

- capitalism,

The demand for effective Family
Allowances which would give women
economic independence and. redistribute
wealth between the sexes, has recently been
revived in a form very similar to carlier
feminist campaigns on the subject.

The problem remains the same: that an
improved social wage can be seen as a
demand for lower wages; that much effort 1s
spent on working out how wealth could be
transferred to some members of the working
whose needs are
‘phantoms’ (in this case, the Married Man’s
Tax Allowance) instead of on fighting for a
redistribution between the classes; and thata
subsistence-level Family Allowance would
encourage women to revert to their 1930s

- role as housewives and mothers. (It appears

_that a well-known ‘socialist feminist’
-recently explained on television how this last
could help the unemplnymcnt problem!)

We must demand more financial support
for working class families in need —
In 1977 out of 25% million families in
. Britain, 1,260,000 were living on incomes
below suppiementary benefit level. A level
which has been described by the
- Supplementary Benefit Commission itself as
" providing families with ‘Incomes barely
adegquate to meet their needs.’

A further 2,650,000 families were actually
~ living on supplementary benefit. But because

Socialist Revlew April 1983

_"va‘t: health schemes multiplied, and ..
-Ainally private hospitals were built on a scale

What price Victorian values ?

this level of income is so inadequate, a level
40 percent above supplementary benefit has
regularly been taken as an indication of
living on the margin of poverty.

This would bring the total of poor famllles
in 1977 to 7,640,000

Since 19?'7‘ Hnemploymcnl—a major cause
of poveriy—has risen by at least two milliop.

When the existence of massive poverty
within the welfare state was first ‘discovered’
in the early 1960s, researchers spoke about
the submérged fifth of familics living on or
below this margin of poverty. Today we peed
to talk about the submerged third, =

A third: of “all families in Britain are
dependent on the welfare state to pmﬂde at!
the services and some or ail of the income

they need to survive at an adequate standard
of living.

These and wnrkmg class families fur._'.'
self-

whom seclf-support is a problem,
sacrifice is part of daily life and taking on

additional responsibilities such as elderlyrel-
atives or private insurance is out of the ques-
tion. Their nnuds are urgent and they must be

relieved.

Ben:ﬁt sirould not be
based on discrimination against women,
whether unmarried or married, divorced or

separated, .economically dependent or.

breadwinners, and it should not be subject o
humiliating Means Tests. These are
reasonable demands with no ‘social

engineering’ frills designed to make
capitalism more acceptable.

But in the long run, there is only one
solution to the problems of the working class
family. It is the solution advocated by the
great  Russian Bolshevik Alexandra
Kollontii after capitalism was overthrowstin
Russia in 1917, but before the betrayal.and

reversal of the revolution in the 1920s:

- ‘Ris not surptising that fan‘ﬂl}' ties slmulﬂ _.
loosen and the family begin’to fall apatt.
The circumstances that held the family

together no longer exist; The family is
ceasing to be necessdry either to -its

members or to. the nation as & whole ..

The individual househoid is dying ... The

state is responsible for the upbringing of

children ... The workers' state aims to

support cvery ‘mother, marned Of ufir.

married ... The family is withering ayay

not because it is being forcibly destmybd'-
by the state, but because the famﬂ;-,r is -

.]ecasmg to be a necessity.” -
“That is what a reaf welfare state wmtﬁl he
ike, and-it can only be obtained by over-
thruwing the capitalist system, so that there
'is no distinction between the wage and the
social wage, and no private sector. Then we
will be able to see where the family is going,
unhampered by the burdens of poverty and
insecurity. We must fight as

ments,

1%

hard for this -
long-term aim as for short-term improve~
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LABOUR HISTORY: Ireland

Throughout the history of the
Irish struggie nationalists have
argued that the National question
must be resolved before socialism
can be put on the agenda. Gareth
Jenkins and Chris Bambery show
how the two struggles cannot be
divorced. *

In 1897 James Connolly wrote: “The lrish
working class must emancipate itself and in
emancipating itself must perforce free its
own country.” Yet throughout Southern
Ireland Connolly's name is preserved not in
memory of his revolutionary socialism but as
a ‘national® figure.

Virtually every political party in the Suuth-

has laid claim to him. Perhaps most L=
portantly for socialists both the Provisional

IRA and the INLA claim to be the upholders

of the Coanolly tradition. Yet that tradition
is a socialist one, qmte separate from the
republican one. -
- Even as a leader of the 1916 Easter Rising,
his guiding principle was that of inter-
nationalism, He hoped that with Irish
workers largely opposed to the First World
War, here in Dublin was an opportunity to
strike a blow that would inspire a European-
wide socialist opposition 10 the slaughter.

The Nationalists, the party of Southern

Ireland’s landowners and capitalists, had
supported the war. In return, they had been
promised home rule, provided that they
accepted partition (which they did). They
had fought against Connelly in the great
Dublin fock-cut of 1913. In Belfast, their
leader, Joe Devlin, had put down the 1907
strike in alliance with the Unlonist bosses,

S ERE
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Socialism or nationalism?

The danger of  partition was c¢lear to
Connolly. In 1914 he wrote;
~ ‘SBuch a scheme as that agreed by Devlin
and Redmond (the Nationahst leaders),
the betrayal of the national democracy of
induserial Ulster, would mean a carnival

of reaction both Nerth and South, would -

set back the wheels of progress, would

destroy the oncoming unity of the Irish

labour movement and paralyse all ad-

vanced movements while it endured.’

At the beginning of this century such unity
was no pipe dream, The Belfast 1907 and
Dublin 19]3 near-general strikes had rocked
the Irish capitalist class. Partition was the
means to divide the rising Irish working
class.

Partition wasn’t a ‘betrayal’ of Irish

nationhood (as the Provisionals still argue).-

It was central to the ruling class both North
and South. The events leading to the Anglo-
Irish Treaty of 1921, which finally ratified
partition, proved Connolly correct.

‘The Easter Rising itself was carried out by
an alliance of Connolly's Irish Citizen Army
(made up of Dublin trade unionists) and the
radical wing of the republicans.

These radicals were men like the poet and
teacher, Patrick Pearse, and Clarke,’ a
tabaceconist and former Fenian. Anti-war
and anti-partition members of the lower
middle class, they-sympathised with the
workers focked out in 1913.

On the right of the republican movement
stood men itke Arthur Griffiths, founder of
Sinn Fein. He was not involved in the Rising,
and had backed William Murphy, the major
Southern lrish capitalist and opponent of
Larkin and Connolly in the Dublin lock-out.

Yet desite his alliance with the radical
republicans, Connolly did not drop his class
politics nor yield to pleas for moderation.
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James Connolly: Irish revolutionary socialist

Right up till the Rising, he was involved in
organising strikes, including one in the
Dublin docks. ‘In ghe event of victory,’ he
announced days before the Rising:
‘Hold onto your rifles, as those with
whom we're fighting may stop before our
goal is reached. We are out for economic
as well as political liberty,

The fight for freedom, for a workers'
republic, was as much-a conflict with native
Irish besses as with British imperialism.
Conversely, as Connolly pointed out to
‘republican® Griffiths, attacks on the Irish
working class meant undermining the possi-
bility of any rising against British rule.

S50 when the tricolour was hoisted above
the Post Office, Connolly ordered that the
starry Plough (the Citizen Army's flag)
should be raised over the Imperial Hotel
opposite. The hotel belonged to Griffiths
friend, Witliam Murphy.

Where Connolly failed was in not building
any orgamsation that could carry on the
fight for a workers’ republic after his execu-
tion, It was a failure rooted in his mixture of
syndicalism (learnt from the American
IWW) and Second International politics.

On the one hand he built both the lish
TGWU and the Irish TUC on the basis that
thruugh trade union strength workers could
“seize the factories and therefore economic
power. On the other, he founded the Irish -
Labour Party as a party not of workplace
ittervention but of propaganda and elec-
tioneering,

What was absent was a revolutionary
cadre capable of uniting the opposition to
British rule with the economic struggles of
Irish workers. The division — which in prac- .
tice meant subordinating working class in-
terests to the national question ~- spelt con-

Socialist Review April 1983
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The fight for a workers’ republic was as much a confict with native Irish bossas as with British Imperialism:

fusion for [rish labour, a contusion shrewdly
exploited -by Irish capitalism, North and
South.

The Nationalists denocunced the Rising
and called for Connolly’s execution. But as
resentment at British repression mounted,
they were swept away. Within a year Sinn
Fein were defeating Nationalist candidates
at the polis.

But the leadership of the republhican move-
ment changed in the process. With the death
of Pearse, Clarke and the others, it passed
into the hands of De Valerg, a freshly-
converted Arthur Griffiths, and a young ciwvil
servant who had become the IRA’s main
organiser, Michael Collins.

The leadership became increasingly
moderate in outlook. Time and time again
De Valera stressed that *Labour must wait.’
He wanted to stitle any working class self-
activity, It was a position only too readily
accepted by Labour’s leaders.

The leadership alsc stressed the need for
electoral success 1o bring about an Irish
republic.
Valera were returned as MPs, overturning
massive Nationalist majorities. The general
election in the following year saw Sinn Fein
take 73 out of lreland’s total of 1035 seats.

In Ulster Sinn Fein agreed that the
Catholic Church should divide up the seats
between them and the Nuationalists. Joe
Devlin, instrumental in smashing the 1907

strike, was allowed a clear run in West

Belfast. To Protestant workers Sinn Fein
must have seemed yet another priest-ridden
outfit. -

The 73 MPs returned, immediately formed
themselves into an Insh parlhiament, Dail
Eireann, with its own (illegal) ministries,
courts and police. Two thirds of the deputies

Socialist Review Apnl 1983

In 1917 both Griffiths and De’

were urban professionals, another quarter
were capitalists, and the remaining ten
percent farmers, Collins had. personally
hand-picked the candidates. While represen-
ting a challenge to Brimish rule, the
composition and action of the Datil reussured
the Irish ruling class.

The other side of the coin to th15 elec-
toralism was the developing military

- struggle. While the middle class leadership of

the republican movement could control
events and guarantee the continuance of
existing state forms through Dail Eirann, a
tight military discipline suited other needs.

At the Second Congress of the Communist
International in 1920 the Irish delegate des-
cribed the IRA by then the main republican
organisation, as follows:

‘Its membership consists mostly of pro-
letarians and the peasantry, though on
the average mostly officered by the
younger members of the petty-
bourgeoisie and farmers. The majority ot
the rank and file look upon the estab-
lishment of the Irish Republic as of the
first importance, and are inclined to defer
the solution of social problems to the
successful establishment of this aim.”

He continued:

‘The  conglomeration of classes com-
prising. Sitn Fein neccessarily causes
antagdnisni 1o develop within the party ...
As long- as endures the co-operation of

these classes. and the working musscs:

necessiary to achieve potitical in-
dependence, this results in its being

unable to formulate any definite political

~and econormic programme.’

Tight military discipline was necessary
precisely 1o maintain this all-class alliance
and suppress class differences.

On the left the challenge was faint. The
Irish Citizens Army had effectively collapsed
inte the IRA. Larkin was in gaol inAmerica
while the Irish Communist Party was
founded by Connolly’s son Roddy in 1921,
too tate to influence events,

And yet something more was requare:d to
win the support of Irish workers and
peasants. So during 1918 De Valera
‘President of the Republic’ could be found
leading peasants in land seizures. IRA units
together with local ITGWU branches would
divide up the land of the great cattle ranches
for tillage between the landless.

Despite Collins’ fears that it would *split
the nation’, Dail Eirann adopted a Demo-
cratic Programme which talked abstractly of
the ownership of Ireland’s lands and re-
sources by the ‘sovereign people.’

Such rhetoric masked the natural division
of interest between the propertiless IRA
volunteers and the bourgeois members of
Dail Eirann to whom they had sworn
allegiance.

- But as guerrtla war swept th rnugh [}uhtm

and much of the South West, class divisions
began to emerge.
CTn May 1920 Knocklong Creamery swas
taken over and run by its workforce, the first
of a number of Munster creaméry ‘soviets’,
Exactly a year later it was the turn. of a
County Leitrim coal mine. In August 192]
workers -in County Limerick seized a mull
and bakery and ran up the red flag. In the
following month a ‘soviet’ 100k control of
Cork docks. In County Clare peasants not
onlty seized land bui attempted to run it
collectively under a ‘sovietr’.

In the face of all this Austin Stack,
Secretary of Dail Errann, wrote:

*The mind of the people wis bond di-
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verted from the struggle for freedom by

class war ... There was a moment when it

seetmed that nothing could prevent
wholesale expropriation.’

Republican courts began to systematically
uphold property rights of the mainly
Unicnist gentry against the peasantry. In a
number of areas IRA unis prevented land
seizures. -

This fear of class warfare led the repub-
lican leadership to explore other ways to gain
some degree of independence. Already
Griffiths had entered discussions over par-
tition with Unionist politicians from the
North, who had experienced similar worries
with the 40 hours strike in Belfast in [919.

De Valera looked to President Wilson of
America to bring pressure on Britain,
Accordingly, he refused a recognition offer
from the young Soviet Union ftor fear of
offending American public opinion, For the
same r¢asons he expressed support for the
Monroe doctrine, which allowed the USA
political and military sway in  South
America. '

By the beginning of 1921 De Valera,
Colltins and Griffiths were involved - in
separate discussions with the Lloyd George
government. The basis for a treaty involving
partition was already there.

‘The heavy engineering and ship building
interests of Belfast capital were dependent
on British and Empire markets. Southern
ireland’s capitalists, on the other hand, were
maore concerned with food and brewing, as
well as agricultural exports, What they
wanted were tariff barriers in order to pro-
tect Irsh industry from British competition
and cheap British imports.

Naturally, this'was an unattractive option
for the: Northern Ireland bosses. Partition
therefere matde sound economic sense.

All but the infant Irish Communist Party
opposed the truce preceding the Anglo-Irish
Treaty. The Republican leaders were not

onty worried by working class unrest but by

the growing crime wave as old scores were
settled under cover of war. Collins talked of
the need for dictatorship ‘to prevent
communism.” Griffiths and the Irish
capitahist interests he represented did not
wilnt to sever completely the economic links
with Britain, De Valera, on the other hand,
saw the USA as key to developing lrish
capatalism.

22

An armoured car keeping a crowd moving, Dublin 1920

In republican mythology the subsequent
Treaty came as a result of good republicans
going ‘rotien’. The Provisionals® paper, An
Phoblacht, stll speculates on what might
have happened if scunder men had gone to
Londoen to negotiate. But between men like
Collins and De Valera there was little to
choose it terms of political behief, You could,
tike Austin Stack, still oppose the Treaty and
yet be worried about Irish people being
diverted into class war. |

In the subsequent civil war, the repubtican
opposition had the sympathy of the mass of
war-weary workers and peasants i the
South. But they fought half-heartedly, and
with onc eye on a possible compromise. In
contrast the new Free State government
(what 15 now Fine Gael) used terror to
restore ‘order’ and lay the foundations of the
new state.

British arms

It mirrored the use of sectarian pogroms
by the new Northern Ireland state, Both
states were armed by Britain, both used reli-
gion to maintain their cohesion, and both
used repression against any challenge  to
their foundation on partition.

The republican movement has never came
to terms with the ouicome of what Ruari
O'Bradaigh described at the 1982 Sinn Fein
conference as *the four glorious yeurs,”

This tailure to understand the consolida-
tion of a native ruling class is best seen in
terms of the republicans’ curious love/hate
retationship with Fianna Fail, the’ largest
party 1in Southern Ireland, which retains,
despite recent difficulties, the allegiance of
most Irish workers, - |

Fianna Fail was founded by De Valerain
1926 when he split with Sian Fein (the
defeated anti-Treaty republicans) taking a
majority of the membership. In 1932 De
Valera was elected to power, The IRA . still a
mass organisation with over 20,000
members, supported him with the same elec-
tion slogan (‘On to the Republic!”) and told
its volunteers not to embarrass Fianna Fail.
- De Valera needed this support in order to
carve out a mass foliowing. Yet for all the
republican rhetoric, Fianona Fail quickly
came 1o represeni the interests of aspiring
Irish capitalism. Within a vear in office De
Valera bad launched the Economic War with

Britain, Tariff barriers wentupin an attempt
to develop native Irish industry, He
defaulied on compensation to former British
landlords. _

The republican movemen! was dragged
behind Fianna Fail. The IRA devoted much
of 1ts energy in the South to its own version
of De Valera’s Economic War — a *Boycott
Bass' campaign. JRA units destroved
dehiveries of Bass beer and threatened pub-
licans that they had to *buy Irish’! A cam-
paign agamst British, and in consequence
Northern Irish, imports offered lLittle to
Protestant workers in Belfast. |

Yet 1932 saw not only De Valera's rise to
power but the greatest challenge yet made to
the Northern freland state, with Protestant
and Catholic workers briefly united in the
uncmployed riots ot that year. Out of that
experience a small but significant section of
Protestant workers locked to the South and
to the republicans. |

In the South, however, reaction was on the
march. A fascist movement of some size, the
Blueshirts, which briefly ¢encompassed Fine
Gael, was eventually defeated thanks to the
new Special Branch formed by Franna Fail
and the IRA 1tselt.

Catholic sectananism was also on the rise.
De Valera increasingly i1dentificd
‘republicanism’ with Catholicism and
granted the Church greater power, Jim
Larkin was witch-hunted out of the Irish
TOWLU for communism, and the cardinals
pressurised the Irish Labour Party to drop
any mention of a workers’ republic from its
constitution.

The IRA was quick to distance itself from
the spectre of communism. In 1933 it
denounced those volunteers who had helped
defend the Dublin offices of the
Revolutionary Workers® Groups (the CP)
against an incendiarv Catholic mob. In the
foliowing vyear it banned members taking
part in a campaign against slum housing in
the capital. |

The end results were tragic. In 1934 three
coachloads of Protestant workers trom

Beltfast travelled to the IRA’s annual Wolfe
Tone commemoration outside Dublin. The
then IRA Chiet of Staff, Sean MacBride,
ordered [RA volunteers 10 tear down the
banners brought from Belfast, cne of which
read: ‘Wolfe Tone Commemoration 1934,
Shankill Road. Belfast Branch. Break the

~ocialist Review Apnl 1983
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---—~ ion with Capitalism.’ To cries of ‘Up
B¢ Shankill’, these Belfast workers fought
f'-: . way through to lay a wreath at Tone’s

. Irish CP and the newly-radicalised
st workers. But from the start it was

;t’izrly' attacked by the IRA and suffered

upressmn from Fianna Fail who banned its

5. paper, By 1935, with sectarianism on therise
i Belfast and Fianna Fail ruling the roostin -
- Dniblin, it collapsed, splitting over the CP’s

“attempts to convert it into the Irish Popular
- Front and not a movement for a workers’

republic.
 Having used the IRA to consolidate his
position, De Valera got rid of his republican

rivals in two ways: he first bought them off,
-and then repressed them, |

Fianna Fail granted pensions to IRA
veterans of the Anglo-Irish war. The army,
the police and (briefly} a miitia force were
opened to republicans.

De Valera explained to the IRA leadership
that they were now redundant. To many
volunteers it seemed too that De Valera's
Economic War against the British was
successful. IRA membership slumped.

iRA outlawed

By 1935 De Valera reached favourable
terms with Britain. He was now in a position
to round on a confused and dwindhing IRA.
He first closed their headqgarters and then
outlawed them. A slight rise in workers' liv-
ing standards {due¢ to the Economic War),
and benefits for small farmers resulting from
abolition of compensation to former British
landlords, gave him the popular support he
needed. When the IRA attempted a bombing
campaign in England in 1939 De Valera
cracked down. He brought m military
tribunals and internment. Volunteers were
even executed.

Fianna Fail has since presided over the
creation of a modern industriat state, with
economic growth rates being maintained tiil
the late 70s (well after Britain). In the process
it created a vastly increased working class.
Nearly 60 percent of Southern Insh workers
are in trade unions, a higher figure than in
Britain.

. A National Wages Agreement between the
Irish TUC and Fianna Fail in 1967 (which is

- stHl in force) could not prevent rising mili-

tancy. And despite the impact of the
recession the level of fightback is still preater
than in Britain. At the time of writing there
are two occupations against closure in
Dubiin,

This rise in class militancy coincided with
the upsurge of struggle in Northern Ireland.
But no organisation could make the ¢onnec-
tion between the two. Apart from such high
points as the early civil rights marches,

* . Bloody Sunday and the H Block hunger

gtrike, Southern Irish workers have not
mobilised in support of the Northem
struggle.

That failure is best demonstrated by the

growth of the Provisionals in the North and .

of the Workers’ Party (formerly Of fimaI Sinn

4 Fﬂn} in the South.

In the Northern Ireland Ass:mbly

Soclalist Review April 1983

elections the Provisionals won five seats by

grabbing 35 percent of the Catholic vote, ic.

the votes of the Catholic working class in
opposition to both British repression and the
middle ¢tass SDLP. The Workers® Party ran
I3 candidates and came nowhere. ~

But in the following month the
Provisionals refused to contest seats in the
Southern general election on the grounds
that they lacked support. The Workers’
Party, on the other hand, increased their
vote. In Dublin it now nearly equals that of
the Irish Labour Party and although they
have only two MPs, as compared with three
in the last Dail, their share of the vote has
been steadily growing (l 7,000 votes gained in
November).

Despite their differences (the organisa-
tions were born out of the 1969 split in the
Republican movement), they share one
common feature. Both seek mass support
but on the basis of substituting their activity
for the self-activity of workers. That basis fits
both military and electoral politics.

For example, the Provisionals’ argument
that only a military campaign could defeat
Britain determined their attitude to the H
Block campaign. Having failed to negotiate
a solution with the British government when
political status was withdrawn in 1975, they
attempted to solve matters by shooting
prison officers. They claimed street protests
weren't necessary,

At the broad based conference called by
the prisoners’ relaiives and Bernadette
McAliskey in 1978, the Provisionals de-
manded a vote of support for their armed
campaign as the basis for any unity.
Eventually they swung behind the mass
demonstrations. But clearly the movement
— the biggest in Ireland for nearly ten years

e lmk second plac& in theu' thmkmg to the

military campaign. .

With the annoucement of a straleg}' hascd
on the ‘Armalite and the ballot’ there
appears to -have been a change, ohe

- associated with the Provo lefl: (of Gan'y:

Adams and Danny Morrison).

But the change was within trachtlcmal
republican confines (for example the
strategy of 1918-21 also made use of the rifle
and the ballot). In any case electoral cam-
paigning does not contradict military
activity. Both rely on passive support.

Uniﬁipre#si\re record

‘As for the issues working people them-
selves are gctive in, the Provisionals® record
i5 not too impressive. The Provisional
supporters in the De Lorean occupation
early last year made littie attempt to get in-
volved and buwild solidarity. During the
hospital strike, the Rovyal Victoria on the
Falls Road was one of the most militant hos-
pitals. Yet the Provisionals there either fun-
ctioned as simple trade union members

giving no lead or were not involved.

Their emphasis on military struggle is not
the only thing that prevents the Provisionals,
from organising around-.class issues. What-
ever the talk of socialism, the crucial dividing
line for them is not between classes but bet-
ween ‘nationalists’ and those backing or
collaborating with Britain.

So, following the death of Bobby Sands,
Gerry Adams said at at H Block campaign
conference i Belfast:

‘We must build a united nationalist front
against the British government ... The five
demands of the prisoners form sufficient
basis for unity among the nationalist

Women march in Dubiin, 1923, to free De Valora
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Bobby Sands’ mother at his funeral
grass-roots of all the parties in this
country ..." {Republican News, 16/6/81),

The conference also agreed on:
‘Building towards a workers' indefinite

general strike and committing the bulk of

the rank and hte of Fianna Fail and the
SDLP to the five demands.'

The two aims were incompatible. At that.

moment the Fianna Fail government was
backing Thatcher on the hung:r strike. It
was also pushing through an incomes pullc}'.
increasing unemployment and cuttmg public
spending. A general strike against the
government party you were trying to win the
sympathy of was just not on, |

In the e¢lection called 4 week later by-'
Charles Haughey Republican News showed

which aim it thought more important. The
emphasis was on nationalist unity:
*“What i1s required from Fianna Fail can-
didartes is a clear unequivocat public call

24

on Haughey to publicly condemn
- Thatcher and to take positive action (by
breaking diplomatic links and ending
collaboration).” (30/6/81).
- "*Britain can be beaten when the Free
State premict, the SDLP lcader and the
Catholic hierarchy are forced to apply
their muscle instead of as present playing
with it." ([3/7/81).

This illusion was being peddled at a time

when industrial stoppages over H Block
were spreading in the South. The vote that
got two H Block prisoners elected to the Dail

came targely from young workers who were

also protesting against the record of,F:anna
Fail in office. Jobs, w&gf:s and high taxation

were the-i§sues.,
Failure to couple. appmumn Lo Bntam

with uppnsumn to the Southern State’s

‘attacks on the working class meant a wasted

opportunity, -for the Prowvisignals. Even

worse was their suggestion that Haughey,
John -Hume of the SDLP and .Cardinal

O'Fiach, could somehow [ose their class

allegiance and take on Thatcher.

Half those who voted for the prisoners
switched to the Workers' Party at the next
election. Since then support for candidates
concentrating on the Northern struggle has
collapsed.

The reason for this is that because the
Workers' Party talk abouot yobs and wages,
and concentrate on “class politics,” they seem
a sociahist alternative to Fianna Fail. The
Provisionals, on the other hand, talk in the
same nationalist terms Charles Haughey
trots out when it suits him. In the North the
position 1§ reversed, The Workers’ Party
ateracts Hitle support because they support
the RUC and want a return to Stormont rule,
while the Provisionals are seen as opposmng
British repression.

for all their newfound socialist

rhetoric the Northern leadership of the Pro-
visionals are caught in the republican trap.
An Armalite can't solve Belfast’s housing
problems and no number of Assembly
representatives . can stop a factory from
closing. The emphasis is on helping people
— through constituency clinics, claimants’

unions and advice centres. {nstead of or-
ganising street dcmunslratiuns on the

housing issue.

At the end of last’ ycar a strike broke out at
Eastwoods, an engineering plant on the Falls
Road. But because the factory was owned by
a republican sympathiser, the Provisionals

saw their role as solving the dispute by

bringing nationalist bosses together with a

nationaklist workforce under t_heir nationalist
leadership — as if some sort of common in-

terest linked them.
Aslong as the sole issue is nationalist unity

to get rid of Britain, the Provo left will be
trapped within existing republican or-

" ganisation, Because that in turn dépends on

support from America, from the targely right
wing Southern leadership — and, it muost be
added, from the owner of Eastwoods — any
genuinely socialist direction based on work-
ing class struggle is ruled out,
Commenting on the civil rights® marches
fourteen vears ago Internationgl Saciglism
pointed out that ‘the limit of what could be
achieved by mass mobilisation . within the
boundaries of the six counties’ had been
reached. That is as true with the hunger
strikes and their aftermath as it was then.
Even with the full support of half a million
Cathalics the IRA could not force a second
Dunkirk on British troeps. To defeat British
imperialism a civil war is required — not
agamst Protestants but against the frish rul-

. ing class. By backing the economic struggles

of Southern workers the grounds for that can
be laid (something neither the Provistonald
nor the Workers’™ Party do).

That in turn opens up the possibility of
winning Protestant workers to the need fora
Workers' Republic, smallthnugh their mitial
number may be,

The notion that Protestant workers in the
North resemble South African white
workers or the Algertan *pied noir’, or that
they form one reactionary block with
Unionist bosses and landlords, is fatse, What
privileges they have amount to access (o
skifled work and slightly better slum
housing. Today Northern lreland has a
higher percentage of trade union members
than Britain, most of whom are Protestants.

Newther 15 sectatiantsm the gwromatic res-
ponse of Protestant workers. 1907, 1919 and
1944 saw massive strike waves; 1932 the
unemployed riots,

The [907 strike, caused by a lock-out of
dockers, was attacked by Unionist poli-
ticians gad the Nationalist Party, the Orange
Lodge and the Catholic Church. Yet it stuck
solid, with an independent Orange Lodge
joining protest marches in suppoft. In res-
ponse to attempts by the British Army and
the newspapers to provoke sectarian riots,
joint Protestant and Catholic picket lines

Socialist Review April 1983
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I:ﬁﬁvad onto the Falls Road to keep order

themselves.

< Leadership was not always in Protestant

~ hands. Jim Larkin made no secret of his

socialist beliefs when leading the 1907 near-

- general strike in Belfast. In 1919, the chair-
-.man of the 40 hours’ strike committee was a
-Catholic, while the 1932 riots were the

culmination of six years of unemployed
activity by the Belfast Communist Party.

. What destroyed this impressive unity was
not sectarianism but the behaviour of the
trade union bureaucracy. In 1907, the
Dockers’ Union leader, James Sexton, came

from Britain to order the strikers to return to
work, having gained nothing. Months later,

~ he sacked Larkin.
~ In 1919 the engineering union and the
Boilermakers refused to make “the strike

official, and the strike ended when the
British TUC dismissed the strike committee
from union membership. Nevertheless, it
lasted four weeks, loager than on the "Red
Clyde’. Starting in the shipyards it spread to
all Belfast’s engineering plants, the tram and

. electrical workers.

All this was at a time when guerrilla war b:,r.

the IRA was sweeping much of Ireland. Des-

. pite their best efforts, the Uniomist leaders
-and press couldn’t exploit sectanan feelings

......

to break the strike — they had instead to rely
on the TUC.

In 1932 the Belfast Trades Council broke
the back of the unemployed movement by
creating their own moderate organisation

;i which ‘then entered into negotiations'with

thu Stormont Government.

- In 1944 a strike 1n engincering successfutiy _
‘broke a government pay freeze, despne the
arrest of leading shop stewards. But it wasa -
.. strike as much against the union officials,
. whose no-strike pledge to aid the wart tggrt

- ‘Loyalists’ might have been expecrcd o raf[‘j .

> round.

- Last year Northern Ireland was exn’eﬂily X
mhl.ant during the hospital dispute.. fhf:

H”&ptembcr 22nd stoppage and a prévious

J.
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" (¥etaating British Imperlalism means defeating the irish ruling class

local day of action got more support than
virtually anywhere ¢lse. Mainly Protestant
workers in shipbuilding and engineering
struck in suppert of mainly Catholic hospital
ancitfartes. The militancy at the joint rathes
and pickets was tremendous. Inside the
Protestant ghettoes it was easy to explain
why you were mixing with Taigs, why you
had to strike against the government. But

with the sell-out in the hospitals those same
Protestant workers returned to their

ghettoes with their tails between their {egs.
What all this proves is that sectarian ideas
only make headway when working class
struggle 1s defeated, When union officials setl
out, it destroys the idea of solidarity.between
Catholic and Protestant workers, The. only
way to deal with unemployment seems to be
thréugh Protestants sticking together,

Sulidarity

Even so the collapse into sectarianism
after the sellout i1sn’t immediate. After the
1907 strike with the Home Rule Crisis at its
height it took five years before the sectarian
riots broke. A .year after the 1919 strike,
building workers also won a 40 hour week,
and 100,000 marched tn Belfast on May Day,
Labour candidates took 97 seats in local
eiections in Ulster, forcing the Unionist Irish
Times to comment that there stemcd no
great desire for partition.

By the end of 1920 pogroms uccurred
Amongst - the - first vietims werg the
Protestant stewards. who bad led the 40

hours® strikes. They were chased out. of the

shipyards. Their plcas for help were ignored

by their oWl unions, the Bnnsh and . Insh -

TUC s, . .
Séctarian riots ﬂl‘ll}’ occurred three years

. after the failure:of the unemployed riots in |
Belfast, wuh the s:il-uut ofan alt Ireland rail
- strikel E x
- With nsmg Cathﬂim hysterla in the South,

witch-Kunts in the unions, and a nationalist
‘Economic War’, there was no real alter-

native to sectarianism for Protestant
workers.

-The tragedy lay in the absence of any
socialist alternative which could intervene
round these struggles, gain an audience
amongst a section of Protestant workers and
keep alive the spirit shown during the strikes,
The republicans were incapable of doing
that.

In Britain teday, under the impact of the
recession and the Falklands war, the ruling
idea among workers are those of The Sunand
The Daily Star. In Belast they are even more
vicious. The ideas of Paisley, Powell and the
Orange Lodge are deep-rooted.

Yet, despite tremeéndous difficulties, 1t is
possible to retate to Protestant workers in
struggle. Our comrades in the Socialist
Workers' Movement were able to bring to-
gether workers in the De Lorean occupation
with those occupying the Clondalkin paper
mills 1n Dublin. Pe Lorean workers also
backed a jobs® march from Waterford to the
Dail in Dublin.

That experience showed it was possible to
retate to a2 minority of Protestant workers
and stll maintain opposition to British
repression, It also challenged the ideas of the
Orange Lodge that by Protestants standing
together Catholics could be kept at the
bottem of society. |

The key to the Irish problem lies with the
creation of an organisation that makgs
working class activity and selidarity central.
The republican traditton can’t do that. In-
stead of talk about nationalist unity the

~ tanguage should be of class struggle, échoing
what Connolly once told an Irish-American

audience in New- York:

‘I represent only the class to which I be-
long and that is the working class. The
Irish people like the people of this and

" othercapitalist countries are divided into
the master class and the working class
and I coild not represent the entire {rish
people on - account of the antagonistic
interests of these classes.’ C

15
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MARX CENTENARY

The essentlal element

The wnrklng class as the centre of
the struggle for socialism is one of
the foundations of Marx’s theory.
Colin Sparks looks at how Marx

came to the idea.

Towards the end ofthe first volume, of
Capital Marx summed up the ‘Historical
Tendency of Capltahst Accumulation’. He
wrote:
‘As soon as this ]J-I'DEEEE of transforma-
tion has sufficiently decomposed the old
society from top to bottom, as soon as the
labourers are turned into proletarians,
their means of labour into capital, assoon
as the capitalist mode of production
stands on its own feet, then the further
soctalisation of labour and further trans-
formation of the land and other means of
production into socially exploited and,
therefore, common means of production,
as well as the further expropriation of
privaie proprietors, takes a new form.

“That which is now to be expropriated
is no longer the labourer working for
himself, but the capitalist exploiting
many labourers. This expropriation is
accomplished by the action of the
inmanent laws of capitalistic production
itself, by the centralisation of capital, One
capitalist always kills many.

‘Hand in hand with this centralisation,
or this expropriation of many capitalists
by few, develop, on an ever-extending
scale, the co-operative form of science,
the methodical cultivation of the soil, the
transformation of the instruments of
labour into instruments. of labour only
usabie in common, the economising of all
means of production by their use as the
means of production of combined,
socialised labour, the entanglement of all
peoples of the world in the net of the
world market, and with this, the inter-
national character of the capitalistic
regime.

‘Along with the constantly diminishing
number of the magnates of capital, who

- usurp.and monopolise all advantages of
this process of transformation, grows the
mass of misery, oppression, slavery
degradation, exploitation; but with this
too grow the revolt of the working class, a

class always increasing in numbers, and.

disciplined, united, organised by the very

mechanism of the process of capitalist

production itself.

‘The monopoly of capital becomes a
fetter upon the mode of production,
which has sprung up and flourished along
with, and under it. Centralisation of the
means of production and sociahsation of
labour at last reach 4 point where they
become incompatible with their capitalist
integument. This integument is burst
asunder. The knell of capitalist private
property sounds. The expropriators are

16

:xpmpnated ’

This i1s a fine statement of Marx's
developed view of the role of the proletariat
in the transformation of society. As
capitalism developed the means of pro-
duction everything, from land to machinery,

was gradually wrested away from the pro-

ducers. The peasant of the middle ages
usnally owned at least some iools and maybe
animals with which to work the family plot.
The modern worker owns only his or her
ability to work,. The means of production are
held by another class, the capitalists.

But while the means of production became
more and more the exclusive possession of a
tiny number of capitalists, the nature of pro-
duction changed too. Factory production 1s
socialised labour. It is wark which depends
for its completion on the joint efforts of a
large number of workers. You can dig
potatoes on your own; you can’t build motor
cars that way.

Socialised labour is immensely more
productive than individual labour. It also
allows the application of developed scientific
techniques to production, further increasing

The working class is not
an important part in the
struggle for socialism; it
is the essential element

its productivity. It takes progressively less
and less labour time to produce the things
essential for the continued life of society.

Under capitalism, the epormous surplus is
expropriated by the owners of the means. of
production, who invest the vast bulk of it as
part of their competitive struggle with each
other. In this struggle there are winners and
losers, ever more monopolised branches of
production and more and more bankrupt
capitalists. Society is increasingly polarised
into capiialists and wage workers.

From the point of view of the wage
workers the ememy becomes a tiny class of
capitalists who are responsible for the in-
creasing exploitation and misery which
accompanies the growth of the sysiem. But
these workers are forced to think collectively
by the very nature of the work they are
engaged in. Any strike demonstrates that:
you cannot go on strike on your own, you
have to get all of the workers in at least one
factory to go on strike at the same time,

So the struggle against capitalist society
takes on an ever more collective form. And

L

as the crises and contradictions of that

society become ever more apparent. the

struggle against capitalism develops.into a
struggle for the overthrow of capitalism, -

When capitalism is finally overthrown, it
is replaced by socialism. This is because the
class which is going to take over the running
of society is one which necessarily uses the
means of production collectively and there-
fore its ownership of the means’ uf pro-
duction is also collective.

For Marx sociaglism is not thc result of
moral protest agamst the evils of :mamt}f j'
There certainty is moral protest, but-that is.
the result of material forces. Those material

- forces are the product of the dmlopm:nt of
-'c.-ap;tahsm and the conditions for thegir vic-

tory are prepared by the dcvcinpm:nt of
capitalism itself. The working class is not an

_important part in the struggle for sucﬂths_m*

it is the essential ¢lement.

Marx did not come to these ideas easily.
As Gareth Jenkins showed last month, the
utopian socialists, whose ideas - provided

Marx with his first introduction to socialism,

had no idea of the working class as the active
agent in socialist change. Their attention to
the working class was incidental and the
workers were for them objects of pll_’f who
needed to be saved from their misery an{i-
squalor.

When Marx did first recognise the cenmlli
role of the wnrkmg class his position was
very much a minority one amongst socialists
and communists. The initial appeal of the
ideas was as an ethical protest against
current evils. Engels wrote to Marx in March

~ 1845 describing the first impact of. mmmu-

nist ideas on his home town:

‘Here in Elberfeld wondrous things are
afoot, Yesterday we held our third
communist meeting in the town’s largest
hall and leading ian. The first meeting
was forty strong, the second 130 and the
third at least 200.  All Elberfeld: and
Barmen, from the financial aristocracy 10
grocers, was represented, only the pm-
letaniat being excluded.’ -

Germany was at that time a- rather back-
ward country, and it was from the more ad- -
vanced capitalist societies, parsicularly
France and England, that the central role Uf
the working class emerged,. -

It was in fact Engels, long befur& he
became a friend of Marx, who first grasped
the importance of the working class. He.wab
sent by his family to manage their cotton fac-
tory in the very heart of the industrial revolu-
tion, Manchester. He arrived 1n late 1842,
just after the end of a massive strike wave
which had challenged the government.
Labelled the ‘Plug Plot’ by reactionary- his-

“torians, this was in fact one of the first

modern general strikes and had even in-
volved embryo workers® councils.

The initial impact of British conditions
must have come as something as a shock to

-Engels, He came as an educated radical

democrat and found that radical democtracy
had no appeal 10 the middle classes, Hisfirst
article on England, written from London at
the end of November 1842, summed up his
new knowledge:
*Chartism has not yet been able to gain
any hold among educated people in
England and will remain unable to do so.
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~-‘*'f:7'?m cannot go on strike oA your own: €

* for. some time yet. WHEI'I people here
sp;ak of Chartists and radicals, they al-
© most alwa}rs have in mind the lower strata

of society, the mass of proletarians, and it

18 true that the parnty's few educaled
- spokesmen are lost among the masses,’
‘Engels also had his attention drawn to the
fﬂ-ﬁt that new social clagses use different
forms of stroggles, He was soon writing
about the strike wave of 1842, but was very
difparaging about its organisation and
aadership. The struggle had begun over
wages and Engels was inclined to dismiss this
#l in terms reminiscent of some socialists

§ . today who use the term ‘economism’ as an
- éXcuse for avoiding a real engagement with

the working class. Although he had broken

- far enough from his intellectual past in Hegel
- 10 se¢ that political ideas represented
thaterial interests he was still very confused

Socialist Review April 1983 -
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 about the exact relationship.

Within a few months of coming to Britain
Engels came to know much more of working
class movement and was soon publishing ar-
ticles in the Chartist press. He was clearly
yery impressed by the movement and
through it started to think about political

economy in a serious fushion. We will look at

the issues raised by economics in a later
article. What is important here is that
political economy in Britain had developed
into a study which assumed social classes —

. and in particular a class of people who

owned nothing but their ability to labour.
By Novembgr 1843 Engels was aircudy
writing an Ouwtline of a Critigue of Political
Economy. This article was still a long way
from the developed ideas of Capitaf but al-
ready Engels was arguing:
‘The split between capital and labour re-

sulting from private property ts nothing
but the inner dichotomy of labour corves-
ponding to this divided condition and
arising out of it ... All these subtle sphits
and divisions stem from the original
separation of capital from labour — the
division of mankind into capitalists and
workers — a division which daily
becomes ever more acute, and which, as
we shall see, is bound to deepen.’
This is at least the embryo of the language
of modern communism. It is a radical

-departure from the language of the French

Revolution, of ‘people’ against ‘aristos’ and
from the language of German radicalism, of
the educated against the philistines,

By this time Engels was starting his
collaboration with Marx. He had met Marx a
couple of years earlier but they had found
fittle in common, Now, on 29 August 1844
they met in Paris and as Engels later put it:

‘Our complete agreement in all theore-
tical fields became obvious and our joint
work dates from that time.’

Marx had stayed longer in backward -
Germany than had Engels and his political
development had been conditioned by his
circumstances. He had been made aware of
the importance of social conditions by his
defence of peasants’ customary nghts to use

‘But in any case it is
among these “barbarians”
of our civilised society
that history is preparing
the practical element for
the emancipation of
mankind’

wood taken from the forests and by his
research into the condition of the wine-
growers of the Moselle, but neither of these
groups ‘were modern proletarians. Marx's
solution was to call for greater democratic
rights and in particular a free press.

- When Marx moved to Paris in October
[843, he entered a new atmosphere. As Nog¢l
Halifax explained in an earlier article in this
series, both Marx and Engels owed a great
debt to the criticism of religion. One of the
things which surprised Engels when he went
to Manchester was the fact that the anti-
religious movement was almost entirely
working class. Marx had a similar experience
in Paris. As he wrote to Ludwig Feuerbachin
August 1844,
‘It is a remarkable phenomenon that, in
contrast to the eighteenth century,
religicusity has now passed to the middle
and upper classes while on the other hand
irreligiosity — but an irreligtosity of men
regarding themsekves as men — had des-
cended on the French proletariar. You
would have to attend one of the meetings
of the French workers to appreciate the
pute freshness, the nobility which burst
forth from these toil-worn tmwen. The
English proletarian is also advancing
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with giant strides but ke lacks the cultural
background of the French. But I must not
forget to emphasise the theoretical merits

of the German artisans in Switz&_rla'nd.,'_.'

to re-work the old Hegelian idea of aliena-
tion in terms of capitalisi production, ‘where

- the. pmducts ﬂf hqmnn i&hour arg.-&x-

m.

.....

London and Paris. The German artisanijs =

still however too much of an artisan.

‘But in any case it is among these “bar-
barians" of our civilised soci®®¥ that his-
tory is preparing the practical element for
the emancipation of mankind.’

It is clear that when they met, Marx and ..

Engels were moving along converging lines,
We do not know any detail about - their
famous meeting. Erigels, who is our miain

source, was customarily very modest and al--
ways attributed the leading role to Marxin .
any tntellectual development. But thereisat -

least a case, based on what they had already
written, that 1t was Engels who clarified and

crystaltised Marx’s developing view ;‘Jf the

working class.

Marx had already made his first reat statr:—
ment on the proletariat before they met; His
Introduction to the Contribution 1o the
Critique of Hegel's Philosophy of Law-argued
that in Germany the proletariat was ‘the
heart’ of human emancipation. But its think-
ing active part, its ‘head’ was tc: be pht]n-
sophy.

Marx had also begun to read some

political economy, but it was Engels' Ouiline.
which set him on the road of serious study.
He began writing the Economic and FPhile- .
sophical Manuscrips of 1844 afjgerreading
Engels' article and acknowledges his debt, :

He met Engels just as he had finished them.

However that may be, the revolutionary
importance of this work is of the first order.
It does not contain the same detailed
scientific content as later writings but it does
contain the germ of the idea of the working

class as an active agent,

As we have seen, Marx’s earlier view of the
working class was still conditioned by its
suffering, At best 1t was the emotional force,
the ‘heart’ of the revolution. In the first six
months of 1844 Marx changed that view. We
can see the change taking place in an article
he wrote while in the middleof his longer re-
searches.

In June 1844 a rising of weavers occurred
in Silesia in the state of Prussia. Put down by
the military, both Marx and Engels noted it

-eagerly as the birth of the German workers’

movement. Ruge, a former close
collaborator of Marx, pubiished an article
demgrating the waorkers. Many people
thought Marx was the author, since it had
been attributed to ‘A Prussian' to avoid
police pressure, Marx immediately pub-
lished a long and indignant reply. |
In the course of his defence of the weavers,
Marx argued that the Germans:
‘a philisophtcal people can find its corres-
ponding practice only in socialism, hence
it is only 1in the proletariat that it can find
the dynami¢ element of its emancipation.’
This 15 a different proposition from the
preletariat as “heart.” Not only are socialism

and the proletariat naturally linked together:

but the warking class 15 now the dynamic
element in social change.

The underlying reason for this change was
that Marx’s work on political economy had
brought him to look closely at the nature of
labour, One aspect of that study lead Marx

18

' "I'o assert that dlﬂswn ﬂf
labﬁur and' exchanga rest.
-on prwate pmpel‘ty is j
nﬂthmg but- assemng that -
~ labour is the essence of
| prwate proparty

-pmpnatcd from the labourer who does not

own, the means_ of production, -
- But that study of alienation alsoled him to
look at the hl.sh}ncal dynamic of cﬂpuahst

. 8ociety:

“The &xamlnatmn nf division of. [abeur
and exchange. is-of extreme ‘interést,
because: these are perceptibly ﬂhenalt'd
- ::xpr&ﬁsmns uf hutman. ‘activity. - imd
- essential puwer as-a sptclr:s actw:ty and'
spames pﬂwer .

[
-y

The Black country around 1li'»ﬂmhmnrril'mm|:-l4|::rn 1866

*To assert that division of labour and
exchange rest on private property is
nothing but asserting that labour is the
essence of private property-—an assertion
which the political economist cannot

“prove and which we wish to ‘prove for
him. Precisely in the fact that division of
labour and exchange are aspects of
private property lies the twofold proof,
on the one hand that human life required
private property for its realisation; and
on the other hand that it now retuires the
supercession of private property.

‘Division of labour and exchange are
the two phenomena which lead  the
political economist to boast of the social
character of his science, while inthe same
breath he gives unconscious expression to
the contradiction” in his science—the
-motivation of snmety by unsuclal par-
ticutar interests.’

Labour, reat material human labour: by

“which people satisfy their wants, is now at

the centre of Marx’s theory. So toois the role
of private property in both deviloping the.
means of production and preparing the
ground for tts own overthrow by creating a
class. of workers who labour collectively.
Marx had the grounds for a theory of
scientific socialism.

Much n the 1844 Manuscripts would later
be substantially altered. For examuale, Marx
speaks continually of ‘humanm. |
‘human essence! and ‘species bein;
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"“#'ugg:sl some sort of eternal unchanging
aspect to humanity which is independent of
labour. This Marx was later to abandon for
the more properly historical idea of human
bﬂngs as defined by different sorts of social
2. relutions.

?ery limited scope to the idea of ‘species
. ,.;f being’. He wrote: ‘The forming of the five
B senses is a labour of the entire history of the

e world down to the present’ and went on to
G argue that even in the case of food, human
> - consumption was determined by the level of

§ 5% society. But the static idea is still there and is
':'r'f an important limitation,
Despite this himitation, the work marks a
g5 decisive shift of interest. From now on the
i ';3"_ working class would be at the centre of all the
‘i” major writings of Marx and Engels. Their

W% first collaborative work together, mostly
. written by Marx, was The Holy Family. This

Tthinkers who were unable to make the shifi
: " to new conditions. A number of them, par-

' i For Marx, then, the
i proletarian revolution is
£ not a matter of chance or
¢ _morals but something that
t arises out of the nature of

;'_'-f bourgeois society
G '
g ticularly Bruno Bauer,an old friend of Marx,

2~ had developed a highly efitist view of social
§5  change in which the key agency for change
X% was the intellectual.
- Polemicising against these ‘Critical
[3: - Critics’, Marx summed up his ngw position:
gh ‘Private property drives itself in its
o econoinic movement towards its own
dissolution, but only through a develop-
mént which does not depend on it, which
15 ‘unconscious and which takes place
| agnmsl the will of private property by the
¥ véry nature of things, only inasmuch as it
0 produces the proletariat as proletariat,
| 38 - poverty which is conscious of its spiritual
o and physical poverty, dehumanisation
which is conscious of its dehumanisation,
and therefore self-abolishing.

that private property pronounces on itself
by producing the proletariat, just as it
. - executes the sentence.that wage-labour
E pronounces on itself by producing wealth
' for others and poverty for itself. When
the proletariat is victorious, it by no
i ‘means becomes the absolute side of
B society, for it is victorious only by
. abolishing itself and its opposite. Then

the proletariat disappears as well as the

opposite which determines it, prival: |
3 praoperty.
4 *When socialist writers ascribe: thm .
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.. In fact, even here Marx was only to gra nta

¥ was an attack on some of the former fellow-.

®  “The proletariat exécutes the sentence

world historic role to the proletariat, it is
not atall, as Critical Criticism pretendsto

"

:' ._ ?_ e

-

A forg- in Ihn 1850s

believe, h:caus: they regard the pro-
letarians as gods. Rather the contrary.
Since in the fully-formed proletanat the
abstraction of all humanity, even of the
semblence of humanity, is practically
complete; since the conditions of life of
society today in their most inhuman
form; since man has lost himsélf in the
proletariat, yet at the same time has not
only gained theoretical consciousness of
that'loss, but through urgent, absolutely
imperative need — the practical ex-
pression of necessity — 1s driven directly
to revolt against this inhumanity, it
follows that the proletariat can and must
emancipate itself.

‘But it cannot emancipate itself with-

- out agbolishing the conditions of its own

life, It cannot abotish the conditions of its
own life without abolishing all the in-
human conditions of life ﬂf sncu':ty today
which are summed uplin its own
situation.

*Not in vain does it go thrnugh the stern
but steehng school of labour. It i is not a
‘question of what this or that proletarian,
or even the whole prnlﬂtanat, at the
moment regards as itsaim. Itis a question

of what the proletariat is, and what, in

accordance with this being, it will' his-
torically be ¢ompgtled to do.’ -
For Marx; thﬁ th proletarian revolution

‘is not a matter of chance of ‘morals. but

something whu:h arises out of the nature of
bourgeois society, But there is-an additional
factor. When Marx writes about the pro-
letariat not becoming the ‘absolute’ in

society he is contrasting the workers’ revolu- -

tion with the revolutions led by the
bourgeoisie.

"When the bourgeoisie led the struggle
against the last remains of feudalism and
royal power, as in the (Great French
Revolution, it spoke in the name of all the
‘people’. But it was, and is, a class based on
private property. Thus when it won power it,
and the type of property it depended on,
became the ‘absolute’ in society. It estab-
lished a new power over sociely, more
dynamic but every bit as brutal as the royal
power it had supplanted.

Because the fact of the proietariat coming to

power necessarily entails the abolition of

* private property it means the end of the
‘domination of one class over another. There

is no private interest which needs 10 be de-

fended by the terror of the state and the lies

of ideas. So the proletanan revolution is ul-
timately in the interest of the whoie of
humanity.

Marx and Engels still had much to learn.
The picture of a proletarian society leading
directly to the abolition of classes was one
which had to be modified. Experience was to
show, and theory to gonfirm, that the
possessinig classes would not give up without
a bitter fight and that the proletariat would
need its own state machine to hold on to
power until society was re-orgamised and
classes realiy abolished.

They would also have to learn, tn the
revolutions of 1848 above all, that the possi-
bilities of workers' revolutions needed 1ac-
tics, strategy and organisation to become a
concrete reality. But they mow had the
central ideas. ' O
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Dear Socialist Review,

Noel Halifax's article The Sounds of
Srregle (SR 52) marked a welcome
break from the recemt cultural
policy (or non-policy) of Socialist
Keview. When a boring ex-

Frotskyist called Ted Gramt was

thrown out of the Labour Party,
Socialist Review dissected the
manoeuvre with loving care. Bui
when an exciting black singer called’

Eddy Grant got to aumber twa in .

the charts with a record openly
advocating sereet viotence, Socigfist

- Review did not deign to notice.” .
Or again, asked 1o vote for what -

they constdered to be “event:of the
year’ for 1982 New Musical Express
readers puwt the Falklands War
sepond and Greenham Common

third, What came first? The break-

up of The Jam. The most
prestigious bourgeois newspaper in
Europe, Le Monde sent its corres-
pondent 1o Londen specially for
The Jam's farewell concert. Once
against Seocigfist Review was
laoking the other way.

Certainly Noel's article was a cut
above other recent Socialist Review
contributions on music. Jennifer
Batchelor's defence of Wagner (SR
48) was just a rerun of the tired old
argument about ‘taking over the
best of bourgeois culture' {though
why Wagner's anii-Semitic preten-
tiousness should be the ‘best’ T don’t
know). Opera used to be for the elite
but now *we’ can all see it on tele-
vision. Jennifer should ponder
Brecht's remark that ‘literary works
cannot be taken over like factories.”

The other side of the coin to
Jennifer’s paternalism is Marta
Wohrle's liberalism in defence of
disco music (SR 49). Disco is 4s
good as anything else because it is
‘guite good fun®. This attitude is
nothing but passive consumerism.
Many years ago, back in the good
old days when he was half-way 10
being a Marxist, Edward
Thompson wrole a crushing re-
joiner to this sort of . culsural
liberalism: o

‘The imagery is that of the
prospectus of a new self-service
store, Mr Wollheim will draw
Proust and Mr Jones will draw
Seventy Splendid Nudes and Mr
Brown wili draw the *Book of
Revelations' and [ will draw the
Niehelungentied — and what the
hell shall we all do with what we
draw?

As against all this Noel asserts
quite clearly that music s poliical,
and that the omnly music worth
bothering with is that which comes
out of the rock tradition. At therisk
of seeming ungrateful, I nonetheless
feel obliged 10 express some
reservations about Noel's
arguments.” '

First of all, is it really stilt neces-
sary n 1983, to prove .one's
Trotskyist c¢redentials by be-

M

..'eihhburing the Proletcult? The

Protetcult was a far richer and more

~complex phenomenon thun Noefl's -
caricature would suggest. I would

commend to -Noel's attention

Victor Serge's 1925 essay Is 4
Proletarign Literature Possible?, this

gives 2 vivid accouni of what the
Proletcult actually meant ‘in
practice: :
.. the fifty workers in the
Workers Springtime group have:
been turning out “‘extensive
work tn the last peried, having
tackled 15 plays, 76 short
stories,” 261 poems and 20
léctures, in 96 evening meetings
attended by 450 writers." Don't
laugh, at these laconic statistics.
Remember thal iwo-thirds of
these workers walk in the winter
snows of Russia with heles in

their boots. PThey don’t gotothe

cafe. They work dnd write with
the lovely candour of children
determined to grow up.
" “The Vagranka Group in the
Rogoysko-Siminovsky suburb
of Mascow is made up of sixteen
workers who write for the press.
Perkati-Pole, an ald Bolshevik
writer, a forgotten man, bhad
and dirt peor, gathers them in
his comfortless lodgings and
teaches them how to get rhythm
into their verse and prose. There,
are not enough chairs; they
crouch in a circle on the floor.
They arrive smelling of tar,
machine o1l and metallic dust.”
Ax far as the claim that Socialist
Realism somehow descends from
the Proletcult, this 1s nothing but an
unfounded smear. In any case the
relevance of the Russian debate 15
himited. The cultural level of the
Russian working class in 1917 was
utterly different from that of the
British working class in 1983, and
there can be no real comparison as
far as cultural struggle is concerned,
| am likewise unconvinced of the
relevance of the German experience
which Noeel discusses. There is
nothing ‘unique about the way in
which. the German SPD used
cultural organisations in orfder to
consolidate its base, In 1926, for
example, our very own Herbert
Morrison had arganised twenty
London Labour choirs — though
the projected London Labour
Symphory Orchestra never got off
the ground. (Mortison, inciden-

tally, was adept at using music in a

manipulative way, His biographers
tell us that at Party socials he
‘rationed the dances to one
person, and never concentrated
on the gay young “flappers”,
but fhirted with the more elderly
ladies. In this way he built up a
core of devoted admirers, his
“key women", ... He knew how
to charm them and was proud to
have them almost fighting each
other to get a dance with him.’
But ali this belongs to &2 bygone

! don’t kmow much about politics but I know what I like!

age of retormism; we can scarcely
imsgine the Labour Party develop-
ing such cultural practices again. Tts
lack of an actively invelved working
class base makes it impossible.

Which leaves us with the question .

of whai is 10 be done. Here ] found
the latier parl of Noel's article
rather disappointing. Noel seems to
be sc busy looking owver bolh
shoulders simulianeously (o prove,
that he s both a swinger and a
Bolshevik that he doesn't offer any
perspective for intervention. Yet the
important thing te be learnt from
Trotsky's wrntings of the twenties 1s
not his critique of the proletcult,
and not his defence of the
autonomy of art {we have bourgeois
critics in profusion carrying that
acgument), but his insistence on the
role of the Party incultural struggle.
Trotsky argues that the Party must
mtervene sensitively and in-
telligently with artists groping for
rew forms to express newsituations
and new values — but 1t must
intervene.,
*The domain of art is not one in
which the Party is called upon to
command, It can and must
protect and help it, but it can
only lead it indirectly ... The
Party stunds guard over the his-
toric interests ot the woerking
class in its entirety. Because 1t
prepares comsciously and step
by step the ground for 2 new
culture and therefore for a new
art, it regards the hterary fellow
travellers not as the competiters
of the writers of the working
class, but as the real or potential
helpers of the working ciass in
the big work of recanstruction.
The Party understands the
episcdic character of the Inerary
groups of a transition period
and estimates them, not from
the point of view of the class
passports of the individual
gentlemen ttteratl, but from the
point o view of the place which
these groups occupy and can
occupy in preparing 2 Sociahst
culture ... The Party will repel
the clearly poisonous,
disintegrating tendencies of art
and will guide itself by s
political standards,’

Nael is guite right to stress the
rocts of music in working class
creativity and  self-activity., {The
point might well be studied by Colin

Sparks, who in the same issue of
Socralist Rewew uses the analogy of
the orchestral conductor in a rather
sinister defence of the necessity for
managers under socialism. A
cursory glance at Top af the Pops
will reveal that it's quite possible 1o
get by without a conductor).

But the problem of *selling out” is
not simply one of an eternal

contradiction  between working
class creativity and the capacity of
bourgeois culture to ¢o-opt and
defuse radicalism. It may be true
that Elvis Presley, John Lennon
and Tom Robinson all “sold out’
But they were not all the same sell
out. The trajectory of an individual
artist will depend on the siate of
wleclogical health of the system, the
peneral level of the class struggle,
and the aliernative forms of
organisztion offered by the working
class movement. |

To take one example among
many. Lisfen to The Jam's Little
Bay Saldiers {(on the [Life in rhe
European Theatre LP) and ask your-
self  why performers with that

- degree of anatysis and sheer hatred

of the capitalist war machine aren’t
in some sort of orgamised relation
with the revolutionary left. It's ne
good saying they’re too rich or that
Poivdor wouldn’t let them; Paul
Robeson and Charlie Chaphlin
weren't exactly short of a bob or
two, The answer must lie in the
relative isclation of the
revoiutionaty left and its lack of
adequate structures for cultural
intervention. [t may well be that
Rock Against Racism, like the
Rank and File Movement, is too
ambitious a form of organisation
for the present phase of the
downturn, But the fact rematns that
the task of the Party 15 cubtural
struggle, not cuhliural commegtary,
As one of the Redskins put in on
Channel Four a few weeks ago:
‘There are too many rock and rall
phtlosophers interpreting the
world; the point is to fucking

chanpe it,’
Now shouldn’t he be in the SWP?
Ian Birchall

Editor'y Note: Chris Moeore of the
Redskins /s a member of the SWP.

~ As we said before, socialists argue

over music—any other contribu-
tions to this debate, or any other
would be welcome,

Socialist Review April 1933
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Dear Sociahist Review,

“Youth into the Factones’, Dawve
Beecham’s article on the Youth
Training Scheme in Sociafist Review
52 strikes me as being over-
optimistic and short on some
important political arguments.
Dave arpues that with 450,000
trainees, in ‘work' for the first time,
*the patential is enormous’. To me
this sounds a bit like the TUC's
analysis plus added militancy. The
TUC guide to the YTS says: ‘Under
the YTS there are large
oppertunities  but  also  massive
challenges.”

Dave correctly points out that the
TUC's answer to the challenge—
representatives on the MSC
(Manpower Services Commission)
area boards—is a useless piece of
nonsense. [1’s workplace organisa-
tion that will be crucial. But his
argument misses out some key

ISSLIES.
The MSC and government claim

that the scheme is about training.
- It"s not in any proper sense of the
word. The TUC and the Labour
Party tend to go along with this
claim. Labour policy 15 to make
some changes in the scheme and 10
increase the atlowance from £25 to
£50 a week. Shades of JIhm
Catlaghan's Great Education
Debate, where the argument was
that the reason foar the deline of

British Industry was thal schools

- and colleges were teaching the
wrong kinds of things.

Claims that the scheme i1s about
training look a bit sick when you
consider the number of schemes
and courses that taught real skills
which have been ¢losed down in the
tast iwe or three years. The Tores
are resiructuring educatiorr and
training. Gane are the days of the
sixties when British capitalism
needed more skilled labour, and the
colieges and universihigs were
opened up a little 1o allow in a
mincrity of the working class youth
wha had previously been excluded.

The Tories have a vision of the
future where a deskitled workforce,
disciplined by intermittent
unemployment is the rule, and
where only a small minority need,
and are allowed to acquire, real
skilts, The current cuts in
education, plus the YTS and attacks
on trade union organisation are
their strategy for winning this Tory
utopia,

Of course any such resiructuring
succeeds or fails an the strength of
the organised working class. As
Dave poims out, the YTS aims to

Socialist Review April 1983

drive down wages.

Thatcher’s chief economic
adviser, Protessor Waliers, said
about an eéarlier version of the
scheme, that he sees it as a first step

in temoving the ‘inefficiencies’ and,

‘distartions” of the labour market
created hy trade union bargaining.

[t's early days yet, bul it looks as
if the majority of the trainees will
not be in the large well-organised
workplaces that Dave mentions.
The scheme is obviously atiractive,
to employers, as a means of under-
mining trade union ¢ontrol through
traditional apprenticeship schemes,
More often it will be taken up by
employers in areas where trade
union orgamsation 1s weak or aon-
existent, such as office and shop
work,

They can substitute redl jobs,
emoy free labour for a vear and dis-
miss the trainees at the end of the
year. These are challenges (o
socialists which must be faced, but
we  shouwld recognise that the
successful introducticn of the
scheme means we start from a
position of relative weakness.

The large numbers on YIS
creates opportunities for collective
organisation, but one thing that is
often forgotten is the ‘ideology
behind the YTS and its pre-
decessors, like YOP. The MSC
schemes and, in particular, the
‘education’ component of them aim
to destroy any notions of collective
action amongst the trainees. They
peddle a view that unemploymentis
an individual problem with in-

" dividual sclutiens. In my part of

West London, unemployed black
vouth are told that they should aim
to set up as small independent
builders!

My conclusion is 1the same as
Dave’s, that socialists face a
challenge in organising among
trainees. What we also need is the
political arguments, some of which
I've tried to sketch here, about why
weé oppose the YTS.

Pete Connell

B

Dear Socialist Review,

Whoa! Dave Beecham is going
aver the top a lttle. His description
ot ¥YTS is no exaggeration. Rather
things are worse. A recent story
from Manchester makes the point:
pilot YTSers, working for Greater
Manchester County (GMC)
stormed into the office of their
training centre. The reason?
Pressure had been put on GMC not
to employ them at the end of the 12
months 50 as to leave places freefor
the next lot of tranees.

In the present climate YTS isn’t
about training at all, It's about jobs.
Everywhere there is a surplus of
trained skills. YTS is about provid-
img a tig ieaf to cover the govern-
ments's record on youth unemploy-
ment. Thatcher is of course using

boom, training will become an issug
again. In the meantime, as the
GMC example shows, YTSers are
only off the dole for 12 months
before being put back on. Or-
ganising from scratch in a year is
almost impossible. The key demand
tor organised workers 15 that, as a
minimum, YTSers only come inio
the workplace if they are
guaranteed that any places
available at the end of the year goto
them. No merry-go-rounds!

It is possible there will be an erup-
tion on YTS, After the riots of 1981

“only a fool would say otherwise.

But tratnces are no freer from the
depressing effects of the slump than
anyone else. YTS is a time-bomb
but don't make out the fuse is any
shorter "than the dozens of other
fuses that are burning away. Rollon

the present slump to destroy any  the upturn, build the SWP in
real trade union control e shop preparation, but don’t jump the
Roor contrei over traimng. But gun.
there is hardiy any shop floor  Geoff Brown
training lett anyhow. Come the next Manchester
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They must be mad?

A Question of Silence
Director Marleen Gorris

'I'lm:e women are on trial for
beating a boutique owner to death.
None of them had met him before,
yet all joined in killing him when he
had tried to stop one of them shop-
lifting. Also in the court but
unknown to the judges are four
other women who were present
when the murder took ptace. They
stayed sient then and they sit in
silence now,

The women have all confessed
and all the court needs to do is pro-
nounce sentence, But the judges
want to do more than just pass a
verdict. They want to pass a moral
judgement, they want a motive to
explain why the murder took place.
They look te the psychiairist (also a
woman) to provide the necessary
cxpl,anatmns But she is unco-
operative, she tells. them that her
work -with thém has made her con-
cluge that they are sane, ordinary
women fully responsible for their
actiops.

The judges protest, this isn't good
enough; the wamen must be mad:
the psychiatrist really must do
better. The psychiatrist patu:ntly
restates her diagnosis,

‘But there must be a. motive’ cry
the judges.

“There are many possible
maotives, surely it bas not escaped
the notice of the court that all the
defendants are women and the
victim was a man? seplies the psy-
chiatrist,

‘Ridiculous! Qf course we've

noticed that, but what

difference would it have madeto

us if the victim had been a

woman and all the criminals

men?,

Stowly, very slowly, the three

- the judges’

women start to laugh. The judges

~call for silence but they carry on

taughing, in fact they are joined in
their laughter by the four silent wit-
nesses, and the psychiatrist, The
lavnghter 15 infectious; atl amund me
in the cinema women started to
Iaugh, it was a powerful and -
nerving moment, |
As the psychiatrist said it really
was very funny. Unlortunately like

the judpes a lat of people haven't

seen the joke. Rarely has a film
received such a divided press. Like
approach to the
question of motive much of the
criticism has approached the fitm
upside down. The tetting of the
story has been taken more sericusiy
than what the {ilm is talking about.

In real life the crime would not
happen, in real ife eyewitnessestoa
brutal murder would not stay silent
ba they all women ar not, critics
have protested. True, but in real life
pecple have stayed silent. Recently
in America a woman was rapedina
bar in New Bedford. No-one in the
bar tried to intervene., All present
were men. They would probably
have seen the funny side of the

judges’ remarks that it wouldn™

have made any difference to their
attitude if the criminals had been
men, _ .
A Question of Sijence ceriainly
15n’t 8 socialist film, people are
divided by sex and by sex divided
they stay. All men unite behind ail
men, women behind all women, But
if ‘& political film's impact is
measured by how much it provokes
1ts audience into thinking about the
society they live in then 4 Question
of Sifence scores very highly indeed,
It is one of the most sephisticated
and powerful political films I have
ever séen and [ urge people to try
and see it despite its politics.
Peter Court

The right to wear trousers

The Color Parple
Alice Walker
The Women's Press, £3.05

This is a beautiful book and it*s no
wonder that it has made the
‘alternative bestseller’ lists. Its
author is a US black woman, and
her writing is deeply informed by
that experience,

The story is about two things,
Growing up black in the deep south
in the time between the two World
Wars, and the quest for ‘roots’ in
Alfrica,

Whites this side of the Atlaatic
can do little but emphathise, enjoy
and learn from the ‘black” part of
the book. Suffice to say that Alice
Walker * provides an exquisite
indictment of imperialism in its

LY

guise of organised religion. She also
succeeds in raising unanswered
questions about African relipion,
facial scarilication and female ‘cir~
cumciston’ or clitorectomy.

The book takes the form of letters
te and from the centrat character,
Celie. The other main characters
are all women, at least until the end
of the book where Celie's *husband’
at last acquires an identity and turns
out 10 be a decent sort of chap after
all. Until then, this man, Albert is

referred to, Quite deliberately, as

This refiects the fact that the
bock is actually about women and
fair enough. But let male readers be
warned; the experience may well he
disconcerting.

Alice Walker writes in  the

I

fictional writing which, to the mind
ol this reviewer at least, constitutes
the most important regreationat
reading avmlable to socialists en
English.

What Alice Walker invites us ta
learn about being a working woman
may have a deeper resonance for
‘'socialists here. ‘Because the book
covers most of Celie’s fife we cansee

" clearly what the family means to the

people in the book.

For these women, marriage
means bl:lng given away out of
economic necessity; perhaps to an
unwilling man. Children mean
pain, agony and loss as well as jov
and pride. The book is hitarjously
funny as well as moving.

In Celie’'s life, the important
relationships are those with the
women (and men) with- whom she
shares common experiences of
struggle and pleasure. Celie finds
(and loses) the physical love of
another woman and the extrainten-
sity of feeling which homosexual
love brings. But Celie lives in an ali-
toe real world, and sexual ex-
¢lusiveness t8 aof one of the
messages of the book. The right of

-from

woimen to behave independently of
men /s, In fact one of the many nice
little “sub-plots® is about clothing
and women's right to- wear trousers!
The book is admittedly a little
thin whent 1t comes to explaining
how its various characters actually
earn i living, It's not so thin that it
should offend the Marxist in the
street but the characters hop about
subsistence farming and
seiting up clothing {actories with
disconcerting ease at times.
Since the book is about bfarks in
the period where stavery was a real
memaory, ¢fgsr as a dimension within
Hlack society is not clearly defined.
No matter, for the class enemy in
the shape of the white state and the
white rich is ever present
Alice Walker deals skilfully with
the relationship between the black
extended ‘family’ and a rather
déclasse white woman. She puts her
poisonous pen to good use against
an utterly anonymous figure of the
white ruling class, the local mayor.
If you like your fiction to be pure
escapisim,
beginning, a middle and an end, this
book will pleasanily surprise you.
Sybit Cock

Life remains grim

A Miner's Life
David Douglass & Joel Krieger

RKP paper. £4.50

Since Orwell's Road o Wigan Pier 1

- can't remember a good description

of a miner’s working conditions,
except one rather strained TV
documentary around 1973/4 com-

pered, [ believe, by David Frost at”

the height of the miners’ militancy.
This book is a modern up-date on
Orwell, better on the minet's work
as it is 1n part written by a miner
(David Douglass), weaker in the
overview and life in the pit villages.
Though a few details have changad,
a miner's life remains grim, the
working conditions awful.

The pit described in the book in
most detail is Hatfield Main where
David Douglass works, which

happens to be the anly pit I've ever

been down. That was about 16 years
ago but the description of it today is
just as grim as | remember it. Back
in the 60's all local kids were given
the ‘treat’ of visiting the [ocal pit

m

Just before their “0° levels. - dare say
they still do it today. It was thought,

quite carrectly, that the sight of the -

pit face would spur everyone on to
avoid going down, and so ithey
would try ta pass their exams. 1t cer-
‘tatnly had that effect on me, for
once ] realised that some of the
things my dad preached to me: ‘No
son of mine’s going down pit” had
s0me sense to it. In fact no miner or
relative of 4 miner wants their sons

a neat story, with a °

to go down; it's often the cause of

the most bitter family rows. This
book shows you why,

Though it’s expensive (£4.50 for
just over 100 pages} it's the best des-
cription I've read of the effect of the

1978 productivity deal on miners’

lives. It is not a profound economic
analysis or in-depth political assess-
mient; in [act the descriptions of the

rank and file movement of the 70's
and since is the weakest section, but

warth it for the clear and simple

descriptions of the working con-

ditions of the miners.

= Noel Halifax

b
L e
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| Hypocrisy and Lies

Heden Smith Story
¥ Paul Fool
K- Fontana Paper, £2.50
g Those of us in the SWP know Paul
% - Foot as a political writer and great
 public speaker but tend to forget
P that he is also an investigattve jour-
FWRY:  nalist. As this book shows he is
M - probably cne of the best in Britain.
i-. For those who haven’t foliowed the
fe intricacies of the story in Private
B . Eye or the Mirror over the past four
£ : years, the Helen Smith story is the
B tale of Helen Smith's father's
dogged pursuit to find out how his
' daughter died in Sauwdi Arabia,
As a hero, Ron Smith is not the
g type of person you'd expect a
£ revolutionary socialist such as Paul
Foot to champion, He is an ex-
policeman, a self-made business-
man and a Conservative voter, in
fact everything that Thatcher
g. claims to admire. He 18 also very
g stbborn and in his quest to find
[ - whyand how his daugher died, Ron
& Smith came up against the hypo-

':J. '-

crisy and often downright lying and
manipulaticns of the British
diplomatic establishment and the
Foreign Oftice. Against all the odds
and the wishes of the government

Ron Smith has dogged and nagged. .
Beiween the details of the story Paul
‘Foot explains the political reasons

for the Foreign Office’s actions.
The story gradually vaearthed is
one of a huge cover-up, of bath
passive and active resistance by the
various branches ot the state tostop
Ren Smith getting at the truth. [tis
a gripping tale and one that has not
ended yet, very similar to the case in
Missing, also a true story. I there is
a moral te the book it is never seek

" help trom a British Embassy.

It 2lso shows that the closer you
examine the workings of the state
the uglier and nastier it is revealed
to be. After reading this book few
pebple can retain the illusion that
the state is there to protect the

. ordinary man or.woman in the

sireet.

i 4 . Noel Halifax

Deception Plans

SR ' Gotcha! The Media, the Government
and the Falklands Crisis

Robert Harris

Fober, £2.95

Martin Walker, in areview in The
Guardian hasclaimed that this book
is a devastating account of media
coverage of the Falklands, all set to
become a classic of the genre. This

from inside the BBC is going to
dissect the myihs about the
coverage of the war,

Perhaps at last we would have an
expose of the BBC spokesman who
claimed that ‘in a military
dictatorship like Argentina itiseasy
to pue out false propaganda, In a
democracy it is political suicide.” Or
an explanation of what the BBC
chairman meant when he claimed
that MoD reports were ‘recognised’
around the world.

Not a bit of #t. Far from challeng-
ing or analysing the BBC's output
durtng the conflict, Harris is out to
defend it -

. But the book does reveal some
infidipus developments in the
relationship between the mass
media and other sections of the
gstablishment. Harris says that the
Falklands :
‘‘lluminated aspects of British
society usually hidden from
view. [t exposes habitual abuses
by the armed forces Govern-
~ ment, Whitehall and the media.’

Perhaps it shonld have done, but
the coliusion of Her Majesty's
Opposition  effectively ennobiled
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sounds exciting; at last someope .

Thatcher, and helped disguise what
was really going on.

For atl but the last 20 days of the
war there were no British pictures of
any acticn. In the pictures which
did arrive images of death and
injury featured hardly at all {(when
250 Argentinian soldiers were killed
on 27 May not one body was
shown).

The media showed the military
viewpoint, and allowed iiself 10 be
used 10 confuse the enemy. Sir
Terence Leiven, Chief of the
Defence Staff, applauded newsmen
for being ‘most helpful with our
decepticn plans’,

A mass of misinformation was
transmitted in the press. Harris is
justifiably outraged that
psychological warfare operations
were conducted to such an extent
that a Tory journalist protested that
he had more help from the Russians
when he was covering the invasion
of Afghanistan.

Harris complains the ‘Falklands
War undermined the assumption
that it is the other side which lies,
never the British’. One wonders
why the message of perfidious
Albion hadn't filtered through
before 1982. .

Al the media, including the BBC,
put the arguments about territorial
sovereignty, national interest and
patriotism. Instead of giving intri-
cate. details about journalists’®
escapades and squabbles, Harris
should have explained this
CONSEnsus, L
| . Mike Bor
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The uses of Science

Einstein for beginners
Joe Schwarz and Mike McGuiness
Writers and Readers Publishing
Co-op, £2.50

This book is one of about twenty in
the Beginner series, It's quite good.
The writing is ¢lear and the pictures
are helpful and often amusing.

it is a useful book. Einstein's con-
tribution to the growth of physics
has affected us all. More than that,
it exposes the fiction that science 15
neutral knowledge gathering. The
reality in our world is that most
scientists are directly invelved inthe
research and development of
weapons, or in finding more
profitable means of factory, office
or agricultural production. Those
doing ‘pure’ research or teaching
are paid by the state as an
investment, which pays coff in
romorrow's weapons or industrial
profits, .

My main criticism of chis book is
that it doesn’t really connect its dis-
cussion of Einstein and his work
with the reality of science today.

The book goes into three maire
areas. [t traces the history of physics
and maths, and the social fordes
which made that histary. It also
outlines Einstein's theory of special
relativity in simple terms {(not an
¢asy job, and the reader might need
some perseverence here). And it
describes Einstein's childhood and
youth, the family and society he
grew up in, and how these ex-
periences shaped his later life and
attitudes.

But in all these areas the bopk
seems to stop at about 1910
Einstein was politically and scien-
tificaliy active until he died in 1935,

In those years the growth of
physics had far-reaching effects. It's
a pity the reader isn’t given a chance
to link the past history of science
with the development and uses of
science today. But its worth buying
if you want to learn something
about the theoretical physicist
whose name and theories became
household words.

Bill Spence

33



oy

—1

L P e iy P TRy T

g i e i

e e e e T T —— e bl o inm =
—ar -u

I

Changiﬁg the World

Tie Revolutionary Edeas of Karl
Marx '
Afex Callinicos

Bookmarx, £3.95

Marx 100 Years On

ed Beity Maithews

Lawrence and Wisharr, £4.95
Marx: The First 100 Years

ed D Mclellgn

Fontana, £31.95

Karlt Marx Remembered -
ed P S Foner

Synthesis/TABS, no British price

The 100th Anniversary has brought
the predicted crop of books. These
are four of them,

Foner's book is cssentially a
compilation of the press reports
published on the death of the old
boy. We discover that The Times got
the news from its Paris corres-
pondent and got some of the details
wrong, Much more importantly,
the volume also recards the tributes
of the working ctass pressin Europe
and the USA. Tt is well worth mak-
ing sure your local library gets a
copy and spending a few hours
reading through it.

It 15 also interesting to compare
the reports of 1883 with the publica-
tions of 1983. The vast majority of
waorkers' papers in 1883 mourned
the loss of a great teader, The bour-
geois press acknowledge the death
of an enemy. Both saw Marx in the
context of the develapment of the
working class movement, .

Two out of three of the miodern |

books fail te make that connection
a living reality. Only Callinicos

k2

starts from the premise that what is
important about the thought of
Karl Marx is that it is a guide in the
struggle to overthrow capitalism.
The other two books are a lot less
certain about what they are doing,

It won't do to put down this
difference to & simple class differen-
tiation, It is true that the authors
collected by McLellan are first
division academics; four professors
and two ex-professors. Matthews
collects spme first and some sccond
division academics; five professors,
five lecturers in higher educaiion,
and two others, But it is also true
that Alex Callimicos is & universtty
lecturer — probably near the top of
the second division in the view of his
peers.

The difference lies rather in what
the authors think is essential about
Marxism. For Callinicos it is im-
portant for militant workers to
know about the ideas of Karl Marx
because it will help them change the
world. For the others, that motive is
sometimes present, but it s
swamped by an attention to all of
the wonderful and problematic
ideas Marx posed to academic
speciality.

The quality of what is said in the
two academic books varies greatly.
In Matthews® book some
contributions are very slight
{(Rude), some very dishonest
(Hunt), and some quite stimulating

(Hall and Cohen). McLelian
- eollects the good (himsell), the bad

{Bottomore) and the incomprehen-
sible {Wiltiams).

B L

Neither do the disciplines of
academic life ensure standards of
intellectnal rigour and honesty.
Take Professor Bottomore for
example, His essay is heavily
marked with his own obsession with
Austrian Marxism between 1900
and 1934, This s fairly interesting.
But he does a very neat body swerve
around some little problems by
writing that both Lepin and
Trotsky ‘were political pamph-
leteers and activists rather than
thinkers.’

On my bookshell as [ write stund
45 valumes of the work of that non-
thinker Lenin. How does Professor
Bottomore imagine they got there?
Dreurn writing? Or again, since he s
concerned with ‘sociology’, does he
imagine that the theory of
Permanent Revolution does not
involve thought about the nature of

social ctasses?
1 deo not know whether

Bottomare came to write that
staggening sentence because he has
not bothered to do the most elemen-
tary reading, or because he is
lacking basic intellectual skills, or
because he is so much of charlatan
as to imagine that he ¢can avoid
serious issues and hope nobody will
notice. It_ﬁppears, however, that his
editor does not exactly agree with
him, since McLeltan writes that
Lenin: "always based his strategy on
a careful analysis of socto-economic
circumstances.”

Bottomore is one of the more
pathetic examples but the problem
is one shared by all the con-
tributors. Even the best of them
produce little more than annotated
book lists.

The reason for this lies in that

central Marxist conception of the .

relation between theary and prac-
tice. The mental world and literary
productions of academics, even
Marxist academics are deeply in-
fluenced by the practical realities of
academic life. The concerns and
debates, even the language, within
which such peopls operate are
marked by the pressures of
academic specialism, academicism
and the crude need to write accord-
ing to the rules in order to keep your
job.

What .is different about Alex
Callinicos, and what makes his
book a thousand times better than
the others, 1s that he is subject to
another pressure. As a leading
militant of a revelutionary party he
relates o another set of problems:
the actual struggles of the working

class. That is why he can write a
book about Marxism as a
revolutionary theory. '

The relation between theory and
practice s one of the centrat ideas of
Marxism. It is also - a very
problemstic one. One extreme view,
held by Raya Dunavevskayva for
example, is that theory is simply the
refiection of practice. The opposite
pole is held by Louis Althusser, for
whom theoretical activity is its own
practice,

In the past, Alex Callinicos has
becn associated with a version of
Althusser’s position and that legacy
is currently the subject of a raging
debate tn our sister journal
International Socialism. 1 can find
little evidence of it in this book, des-
pite a warning on page ten that we
should read Chapter Five with care.

The only criticism I would make
of this book, and it 15 a criticism
marginal to the peneral excellence
of the work, is that it is a little dis-
missive of Marx's own practical
involvemant with workers’
struggles. Alex quotes Marx's own
pleasure at the freedom he gained in
[85] when the revolutionary wave
of 1848 had finally been defeated
but | think he builds a bit too much
on it.

Of course Marx was not Lenin,
whose focus on revolutionary or-
ganisation was much tighter. And It
is lrue as Alex says that Engels was a
better practical organiser. But it
needs stressing that Marx seezed
every opportunity to build a
revolutionary organisation. The -
fact that such opportunities were
not plentiful in Brituin after 1851
was a misfortune for Marx,

Theory war Marx's enduring
legacy to the workers’ movement
and without a thorough knowledge
of that theory we will not be able to
change the world. But it is also true
that at least one aspect of that
theory — the nature of the siite «—
was brought into a new and sharp:
focus by the Paris Commune.

In the context of the strengths of .
this bock though, such reservations
are a quibble. Every serions’

_socialist should read it. It is clegr
and precise and 15 by far the best
introduction to Marxism that 1 have'
read. It will teach all sociakists
something about what they need to
know, And just as important, itisa
book which militants thinking

about revolutionary socialism for -~ j

the first time will find an eye- ™
opener. ' T

Colin Spai'h: |

QUT NOW!

JM and Guns’
k- PAlex Cailinicos replies on
. Marxism and philosophy -

L

®The New Cold War: Pete
Binns

®Capitalism in Marx’s time
and ours; Mike Haynes
®Pete Green reviews ‘Of
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Would you buy a gsecond hand theory trom this man?

Boffins on the box

Marta Wohrle looks at the way
that TV programmes treat
science and scientists.

The pursuit of scientific knowledge and its
application as technelogy 1s a driving force
i modern society. But far [rom treating
science and technelogy as among the prin-
ciple collective creative activities (at lcast
potentially), television keeps it within 4 set
of blinkered attidues and myopic
assumptions.

Ot course technology is rately the tool of
creative collectives or even creative in-
dividuais. Research s guided by the profn
motive, scientific expansion is carried out in
the interests of the state at the expense of
scientific research into medicine, aiternative
energy sources and so on. But television pre-
sents science as though 1t were value free, as
though 1t were puided by natural scientific
laws rather than political preferences of the
sponsars  {usually governments and big
business},

There 1s a dangercus assumption that
science 18 incomprehensible. This reinforces
foolish and outdated stereotypes in the
minds of the programme-makers and en-
courages the scientists to see members of the
television audience as imbeciles, unable 1o
grasp the simplest concepts. Hence, the pro-

Socialist Review April 1983

duction of awful programes like Don’t Just
Sit There and Tomarrow's World the
Nationwide of science.

For teclevision presenls scence as A
marginal activity, practised by an exclusive
caste, a tar ¢ry tfrom the mainstream of
everyday life. And as long as it 15 remowved
from evervday life the more difficull it 15 o
tackle its assumptions and question its
effects.

On the whole television has nol cutgrown
the stereotype of the nutty professor —
Magnus Pyke, David Bellamy, Patrick
Moore {(he’s an honoury scientist), Heinz
Wolf, Rob Buckman. If it were possible the
Beeb would probably issue them with bald-
ing white hair revealing spatial domes and
Austrian accents. It all stems from the fear
that science 15 difficult and off-putting and
needs either tedious explanations or
elaborate clowning to get the concepis
across.

On the more scrious and up .market
science programmes the nutty professor is
replaced by an ‘expert’, a talking head
backed up by a white coat and test tubes.
And the talking head has a clear undisputed
run. The interviewer 1s absent from the
screen leaving the ‘expert’ free to construct
the story and present it (o the cameras as the
truth.

The programmes are in one sense ‘educat-
ing’ viewers and on the other they keep them

in the role of children without any critical
sophistication. Shows such as the Sweeney,
Soap and the more up-market finker, Tailor,
Soldier, Spy assume a greater audicnce
sophistication than Horizon does of its
supposedly clite audience.

Most people waichung the manic Dan't
Just Sit There ot Horizon will never get to
hearabout how the decisions are made about
what fields of rescarch get sponsored and
why. As far as television is concerned science
and technology are apolitical. So science and
knowledge are kept completely separate
from social impact. And the impact 1s irself
ncutral. Science 15 one thing, context
another,

Breaking connections

And rtelevision actually institutionalises
this division, Horizon does a programimne on
adipose brown tissue which may explain fat-
ness and thinness; Man Afive does a pro-
gramme con the theme of “tat 15 a feminist
issue.” No one even thinks to link the two to-
gether. Horizon does atlempt to go beyond
the normal content of scicnce and give a
token social context. But 1t does so un-
critically. In a programme about sugar pro-
duction in Brazil, we are told {three times)
that *Brazil has plenty of cheap labour’,
without even saying why. Its like saying
India has lots of thin people.

The result is that most of us do not know
anything about the social processes that go
inte making either household plastics or
nuclear weapons. In fact we don’teven know
that there is a social process. Scignce on tele-
viston has neither a social or political base.

S0 we are presented with a series of
modern miracles. When the workings of
nature are beyond our understanding they
may as well be regarded as magic. The
French anthropologist Levi Strauss com-
pared the ‘civilised-people of the west with
“primitive savages”.' In the Amazon, he
pointed out, peaple know their environment
intimately. We, on the other hand, don’t
cven understand how most of our everyday
tocls work, or the matenals from which they
are made.

Knowledge is peddled en television. To
understand it requires the subject betng sold
a5 something worth knowing about. The
very explanations imply that they have been
endorsed and approved, this is the truth, the
facts, something very important ... Markets
are created tor knowledpge that we could
easily do without, or at least, we cando with-
out explanations that have nc social base.
On the crudest level, it is never explained that
whole labs and institutions depend on short
term grants and with a shrinking public
purse only a handful survive. At the same
time there 15 a growing field of private
research that makes no distinction between
pure research and commercial research. So
only profitable drugs, diseases, chemcals
and materials get funded. And David
Bellamy cannot be relied on to point these
things out.

The absence ot these questions from the
script 1s not because the lovable but nuity
Bellamy is having an orgasm over an
herbacious border, but because this would
taint science’s neutral 1mage. |
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ARGUMENTS ABOUT SOCIALISM

Abolishing the police

‘“You can’t abolish the state. After all we will
still need a police force to stop crime.” Some
people argue that even in a socialist socicty
you will have to have a special body of
people to keep control of anti-social
elements,

The fact is, a police force is the worst
possible way to control anti-social activity.

The wvast majority of criminal activity
arises from the strains existing in capitalist
society. Some crimes are simply created by’

o

the stupidities of the capitalist class, [n the |

1920°s in the USA the manufacture and
drinking of alcohol was a crime. Mixing a
Martim could land vou in court. A giant
criminal industry grew up around supplying
drinks. When the law was changed in the
1930°s exactly the same activities became
legitimate business,

Other crimes are directly related to
poverty and misery. Street crimes — the
famous muggings above all — are directly
related to youth unemployment. That is why
they are higher in Brixton than in Surbiton,
and why they are higher still in Glasgow.
And that is why they are higher today than
they were twenty vears ago when most young
people could get at least some sort of job,

S0 the first step in ‘the fight against crime”
is to remove the conditions which lead to
crime. For example, most murders are
committed by relatives of the victims; they
are a response to the hornible strains that the
family puts people under. So, create society
in which people have the freedom 1o choose
who they will live with and have the material
means to ive on their own should they wish,
and you remove the major cause of the most
terrible of crimes. One pood reason for
abolishing the family is that it helps to
abohlish killing, v

But, it could be argued, there would still be
people who did not quite fit in, who had
some sort of mental abnormality for in-
stance, and who therefore would still commit
anti-sccial acts, We cannot prove that this
will not happen, so let us assume that it is
true. Even then, the last thing you want to
control this with is a police force.

Whatever the telly shows might lead you
to believe, the police force have nothing to
do with preventing or solving crimes. In
modern Britain roughly twenty-five percent
of crimes are reported to the police. Of these,
about forty per cent are cleared up. Many,
like crimes of violence where the clear-up
rate is eight per cent, are solved because the
victim usually knows who attacked them.
Similarly, 93 percent of reported shop lift-
ings are cleared up because only those who
are caught tn the act ever come to the
attention of the police. |

Another dodge which helps clear up some
crimes is the ‘confession’. For example, the
clear-up rate for burglaries is around twenty

per cent. This is because the occasional bus- .

glar caught in the act will be persuaded to
plead guilty to a string of other offences.
Only around twenty-five percent of

cleared-up crimes are solved by detection,
That might sound impressive but do the
sums. Detection solves one quarter of the
forty percent of crimes which are reported
which inturnarea quarter of all crimes, That
18 twenty-five percent of forty percent of
twenty-five percent. The answer is fwo point
Jive (2.5) percent of all crimes are solved by
detection.

The police are no better at stopping crime
than clearing it up. The average policeman
or foot patroi can expect to Intercept a street
Tobbery once every fourteen years.

It is not true that this is because there are
not enough police, The figures show the
exact epposite to be true. Between 1950 and
1980 the number of police doubled. The
number of serious crimes reported to the
police rose five times. And spending on the
police rose five times during that same
period. The figures are uncanny: more cops
equals more crime.

The ‘professionals’

There is a reason for this. The police are “a
special body of armed men’. In order to
make them follow orders which involve
attacking their fellow human beings they,
just like soldiers, have to be cut off from
other people. That is why they have uni-
forms, their own housing, clubs, etc. But
crime takes place among other people in
society. In order to preventit or to clear it up,
the police need to know what is going on in
society,

There are two ways they can get this

information; from paid informers or from
ordinary people, Paid informers are an im-
portant part of police information about
‘professional crime’ but they are useless for
the vast majority of crimes.

The bigger the police force is, the better it
is equipped, the more it sees itself as
‘professional’ the more it is cut off from or-
dinary people. It tends to treat people as sus-
pects, 10 push them around and interrogate
them. When they do that, the less peaple
trust them and they become less willing to
give them information. So the police become
less effective against crime.

The push towards a more professional
police force is not an accident. It is a
recognition by the ruling class that the police
are there to smash their class enemies nom
control ‘crime’, *Community policing” is
simply an attempt to stop the police getting
toc out of touch and thus totally useless.
That 18 why the community policeman is
trained to talk to small children and get them
to inform on their relatives,

The answer to controlling anti-social ac-
tivity in a ciassless society is thus clear. Such
a society has no need for a special body of
armed men to ensure the domination of one
class over another so it can approach the
problem of social control quite differently.
‘Policing” becomes the job of every citizen.

Because the citizens are society itself they
know what is going wrong and who is caus-
ing it, They, and they alone. can efectively
control ‘crime’. The fact that the vast mass of
the population reject anti-social activity and
are ready to prevent it if need be is a much
better way of controlling society than
employing a handful of corrupt and brutul
thugs in uniform, H Brandler




