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The way to recruit workers?

The witchhunt ot the *Cowley
moles’ provided the press with a
lot of good copy. But behind the
fuss there were other issues of
interest to socialists. Colin
Sparks reports.

bo the heat of the witchhont the Dirst duty of
any socialist was obviously (o mount the
most determmed defenee ot the 13 sacked BL
workers,

Readers of this magazine should need no
reminding of the dangers which can arise
from allowing a manegement to get away
with sacking a worker for any minor
infringement. let along For whatl were quitc
obviously ulterior political maotives,

Behind the immediate issue, however, 15
another question. Some ot least ot the 13
activists  are supporters ol the Socialist
Leapue, and that orgamsation has a record
ol” trving 1o build through what 15 called
‘industrialisaton’,

The 1dea of industrialisation 1s as follows:
a revoluationary organisation needs a base in
the manual workmg class, Therefore those
comrades recruited 1 other areas, for
cxample, in universities, should be directed
by the purty to become manual workers,

This stratepy has a long hastory, but it has
proved particularly  audractive to revolu-
tonaries over the last fiftecn vears, This was
because the 1968 wave of recruits to revolu-
tionary politics came larpely from the
student milicu. and turning them into
workers by means of a directive seemed a
garod wayv o improve the social composition
of an arganisation.

The SWP and its predecessor the [S group,
has always been apposed to thiy strategy.

The reasons {or our opposttion  are
important. Obviously (s not because we do
not have an terest 1 manual workers —
any one even glancing at our publications
can see we are 4 little obsessive on that
question,

It our view, it s possible to recrun
workers (o a revolutionary arganisation by
relating to their struggle and showing the
relevanee of  socialist  ideas, That 1s
something that can be done by anyone —
worker, student, pensioner — provided they
understand revolutionary politics,

We oppose industrialisation becausc it1s a
WLOTIE S Fd ey,

[t is impoartant to be clear about what 1y
involved 1 industrialisation. In any pertod
ol crisls students find  themselves taking
maanual working class jobs for which they are
“overtrained” — sheer cconomic necessity
drives peeple that way, We can have no
ohjection to that, nor (o students who decide
that a white collar future 15 not lor them,
And we do not mind in the least if people tell
lics 1o management in order to get jobs. Most
people with a record of militancy have done

the sume sort of thing.

Industrialisation s something else — 1t 15
the conscious re-direction of a party. Tt
mmvolves  not personal preference  or
economic pressure but a4 political
perspective. 1t s because that policeal
perspective s wrong that we reject the ideu.

The tragedy s that Lthe perspective starts
from correct premises: 1tas absalutely night
to argue that in order to lead a revolution a
parly must have a frm base amongst the
manual working class. Tlitist and dilietantes
whio oppose this part ob the strategy arg
clearly wrang.

[ndustrialisation proposes 1o win that

industrial base not by convincing workers ot

the correctness of revolutionary ideas but by
shuftling around the cxisting soctalists, It
starts not trom the outside world but rom
the party orgamisation. Ina word, 1t a form
of substitutionisn.

Like all lorms of substitutionism 1t rests
on protoundly elitist politics, 1t reiects the
wlea that *ordinary’ workers can be recruited
to revolutionary polincs, Tnstead the super-
cadre of the party will go Torth and lead
them.

And i it does admat that it s passible to
win ordinary workers then it says that this
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can only be done il they can smell your
armpits. Ordinary workers, apparently. are
tor stupid  to understand  revolutionary
politics 1t they come from a student,

The strategy has seriopus consegquences tor
sociglits who try 1o carry 1 out. [Linevitably
leads o a ‘pecking order’ inside an
arganisation, based on what sort of job vou
do, Tf you are o car worker vou CAan spouer
rubbish and get applavses it yvou are a student
voour <an be right and be ignored.

The pressure on the comrades who do
industriahse 1 strong oo, Usually they keep
their heads down and hide their palitics.
Doing that 1o get a job is ane thing, doing it
In front af your workmates 15 quite another.
And if their background, as opposced to thelr
politics. do become  known  to therr
workmates, then that can plav 1o the worst
prejudices inculceated by socicty,

Workers are workers because they have no
chowe about it No-one glorilies the sort of
Job he ar she does and most people would
much prefer u better paid or less demanding
job. To find that someane has given up such
a job oin order to come amd arguc for
saclilism might lead w i certain sort of res-
pect. but it s the sort of respect usually
reserved for vicars and madmen.

The stram ol these contradictions rells
cven an the most dedicated comrude alter a
while., Thev usually epnd up leaving politics,

Industriahisation i< an attempt to cheat
history, 1o ke a short cut. 1ois o dead end,
There 18 no substuute for the job of winning
workers o revolutionary politics,
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After the generals?

The tenth anniversary of the coup in Chile presents an opportunity
for an analysis of the politics of popular frontism, We do thisat a
time when the repressive regimes of Latin America are looking
increasingly shaky. The question has become not whether they fall,

but what will replace them.

A preat deal of the space in this issue of
Sociglist Review 15 devoted to an assessment
and explanation of the coup in Chile, which
took place ten years ago this month.

We make no apologies for this, in {act
there are two crucially important reasons for
paving close attention to what happened in
Chile.

Firstly, the experience of Chile has been
used by almost anyone you can think of to
justify their particular brand of politics. The
right pdint to it as clear proof that workers
are incapable of running the system, and
giving them even a small amount of power
and control leads to bloodshed and chaos.

The reformist left, on the other hand, see it
as a clear case of going too quickly, and use
the Chilean experience to justify their own
politics of class collaboration.

v
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The revolutionary analysis is very difter-
ent to either of these. We can pomnt to a
whole number of situations when crucial
opportunities to shift the balance of powerin
favour of the workers were missed.

Preventing another Chile depends upon
the workers' mavement learning the lessons
of how and why these opportunilies were
missed.

This brings us to the second reason for
why understanding Chile is 50 important,

The fall of the Allende government was
only one of a series of blecody coups which
destroyed opposition in Latin Americain the
t0s and 70s.

Now the generals are looking increasingly
shaky. Their regimes, in Chile and elsewhere,
are being challenged by strikes and demon-
strations. And they are being challenged by
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EDITORIAL

workers. It is no longer a question of {f the
generals fall, but of when. And more import-
antly, tt 1s a question of what succeeds them.

Now there is a resurgence of struggle in
Latin America, there are lessons to be learnt.
Firstly even the most bloody and repressive
regimes cannot keep workers down for ever.
The reason for this is quite simple — any
regime which 1s trying to manage capitalism
ts subject to the contradiction of capitalism.
Part of this ¢contradiction is that any such
regime s forced to create a working class
which has the potential to overthrow it. The
very structure of capitalist production leads
this way, however much the ruling class
dislikes 1t, or tries 1o alter it.

Just becanse a working class will always
exist under capitalism, and will aiways
struggle, that does not mean they are
guaranteed victory.

We do not have a crystal ball and we do
not know the date on which Pinochet will
wake up and find he 15 no longer the ruler of
Chile, But we are Marxists, and we cansaya
thing or two about the question of who takes
power in Chile and elsewhere.

Although strikes and demonstrations are
what make the headlines, and although they
are evidence that it is the working class which
forms the most determined opposition to
military rule, it 15 very rare for mulitary
dictatorships to fall simply to working class
pressures alone.

The very same social and economic
failures that lead 1o mass working class
resistance alsc lead other secticns of society
into oppositicnt. Some of these people fight
because they see the military rulers 4s an ob-

stacle to their own economic and social
development and want a more relaxed form
ol bourgeois rule. That i1s very often a
characteristic of the student sons and
daughters of the privileged.

Other, staider, members and friends of the
ruiing class argue that the enormous cost,
political and economic, of a dictatorship is
no longer worthwhile, Some, more cynical,
see which way the wind s blowing and want
to make sure that they are firmly on the
bandwagon of a new regime.,

Whatever their motives, the working class
finds that it has allies in the fight against the
dictatorship. But they are allies who oppose
the military rulers but not the social system
upon which the dictators rest, The presence
of these allies can have important con-
sequences for the outcome of the struggie.

Those alites, or at least the most far-
sighted of them, are worried by possible
consequences of the overthrow of the
dictators almost as much if not more than
they are by the prospect of continuing
military rule,

Chancy business

The ending of a military dictatorship is of
necessity a chancy business. Social tensions
which have been crushed during the
preceding period are suddenly released: the
anger and energy of a decade or more
explodes into action in a matter of weeks.
The transition iself calls into guestion the
military hierarchy and its role 1n socety.
There are, by definition, no comfortable,
established, secure, bureaucratised reformst
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organisations ready to head off the energies
of the working class, Even the would-be re-
formist leaders are penniless exiles or hunted
fugitives without a desk, an armchair or a
secretary to call their own.

From the point of view of the opposition
sections of the ruling ciass, the problem is to
make sure that the transition 135 sufficiently
controlled and slow motion to make sure
that the working class discontent s kept
under control and that the reformists have a
chance to build stable and influential
organisations.

In modern times, they look tothe example
of Spain in the decade around the death of
Franco. There the process of
‘democratisation’ was a long protracted
event. Political parties and trade unions

~which had been bloodily persecuted in

earlier years remained formally illegal but in
practice were allowed increasing freedom to
organise and recruit even while Franco stiil
clung to hfe. After his death they could
emerge as fully fledged organisations willing
to sign Spamish social contracts and able to
make them stick.

As a result none of the major structures of
Franco's state machine, with the exception
of the fascist ‘trade unmions’, was radically
altered, Crucially, the hated civil guard and
the thoroughly fascist military hierarchy
remained and remain intact and plotting
coups, a guarantor of the continued
subordination of the working ¢lass,

That was, from the point of view of the
bhourgeoisie a model ‘democratisation’. But
the process 15 not a simple one, as a glance at
Portugal a couple of years earlier show.
There a group of younger officers staged a
coup against the decrepit fascist regime and
provoked a wave of working class struggle
which very ncarly led to the overthrow of
Portuguese capitalism and indeed led to the
prompt higuidation of Portugal’s vast and
blocodsoaked colonmal empire.

The essential difference between Spain
and Portugal was that in Portugal neither of
tire main reformist parties, the Communist
Party and the Socialist Party, had sufficient
of an organised base to be able to controf
cvents. They fought each other bitterly in an
effort to establish control of sections of the
working class, and used all sorts of left wing
riretoric to win support. In the confusion,
workers were able 1o aci independently and
to make substantiai gains which have still
not been entirely destroved.

In the end the parties were able to head
things off and to make sure that workers did
not go beyond the limits sct by one or
another version of class collaboration. But it
had been a clese-run thing and illustrates the
dangers involved.,

From the point of view of the reformists
the key to their keeping control of the
situation is that it is possible to sell the idea
of a class alliance against dictatorship and
for democracy. And just because that
alhance is with scctions of alien classes the
price that has to be paid for it is the surrender
of any 1alk of socialism. That is the classic
form of the popular front, this time in the
twilight of dictatorship rather than its
infancy.

Obviously, since there are other classes
fighting against the dictatorship the idea of

Socialist Review September 1983
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Riol police charging studenis during a pro-democratic day of national protest agailnst 10-year-old military regime

the popular tront has a definitc appeal. But
Inevitably it means diverting the energies of
the working class, of preventing them using
their best weapons — those of clasy warfare
— and ensuring that they remain under the
domination of the existing economic order.

These were the arpuments that were to be
heard vesterday 1n Spain and Portugal and
they are the ideas that are to be heard in
Latin America today, They find widespread
support, The question tor us is: how can they
be fought?

Obviously 1t would be the crudest sort of
ultra-lcft madness (o argue against any son
of Joint struggle agamnst the dictatorship.
Concretely. that joint struggle will take the
torm of the fight for democratic demands —
freedam of the press, free elections, freedom
of association, freedom for trade union or-
ganisation, etc. None of these are 1n tact
soctalist demands. A glance at modern
Britain shows they are quite compatible with
the most unpleasant forms ol bourgeois
democratic government.

But if the working class arc going to take
full advantage of the opportunities presented
by the collapse of a dictatorship then they
have to do rather more than just show
themselves the most determined tighters for
bourgeols democratic demands. They have
to raise their own demands as well.

In particular, the problem is one of
drawing the lggic out of the struggle which is
actually going on and trying to lead 1t
forward. One of the classic examples is the
question of the armed forces of the state.

In any military dictatorship it is cbvious
that the police and the miliary are very
deeply imphlcated in the crimes of that
regime. It1s they who have broken strikes. [t

Sociakist Heview September 1983

15 they who have arrested, tortured, and
murdered workers. [t is they who are the
hated face of the rule of capital.

The removal of the generals at the top
automatically makes the demand for a
thorough purge of the armed forces a
popular onc. The bourgeoiste will try to limi
it and make sure that only one or two
particularly notonious figures are punished.
The victims of the armed forces usually have
difterent views. Thus in Portugal the secret
police, the PIDE, was literally hunted down
by workers when the dictatorship fell,

United front

One ot the obvious tasks of a revolu-
tionary party is to tight very hard for the
purge to be a thorough one — 1o fight for the
dissolution of the most hated special police
and troops, to demand a full purge of the
officer corps of the armed torces, 1o try to
push thar forward to the principle of the
election of otficers, and from that to the need
for the destruction of the bourgeois army
and its replacement by a weapon of the
working class,

This, of course, 1s an application of the
principle of the united front. [n the course of
the struggle for democratic demands the
revolutionaries prove in practice both the
superiority of their own methods and the
hesitations and failures of the reformists and
bourgeois parties. Out of the successes they
can begin to get a growing audience tor therr
own, more extreme demands,

But there 15 a key condition for the
successful operation of any united tront
tactic. There must be an independently
organised working class revolutionary

organisation. That organisation will
recogimise both the need to maintain its
political independence from the bourgeois
oppanents of the regime and the need to have
a separatc organisational 1dentiry.

To give a concrete dlustration: the struggle
against a dictatorship 1s not conducted at a
uniferm pitch of principled political
struggle. Like every other example of the
class siruggle there are ebbs and flows. [f one
day there is a mass demonstration nvolving
a wide range of political parties under
stogans demanding free clections, the next
day there might be a minor stnike 1n an
obscure factory over wages,

For the bourgeois opponents of the
dictalership i1t 15 an irrelevance, a mere
economistic struggle of no importance. For
the reformists i1t is a potential
embarrassment which might frighten off
some of their capitalist friends. Only for
revolutionary socialists 1s the small sirike as
impaortant as the mass demonstration.

The small strike is an example of the class
acting for itself. [t is an example of the class
acting as a class in a way that a demon-
stratton, which at best only mobilises the
political activists, is not. The strike 15 a
school in which workers learn to go beyond
the limit set by bourgeois democracy and
start to learn the lessons of workers’
democracy.

The outcome of the struggle against the
dictators _is not fixed in advance. The
conditions obviously exist which make
Chile; Argentingd and above all Brazil
potenttal sites of ~proletaran revolution.
Whether that potential is realised depends
upon whether revolutionary politics find any
implantation amongst the workers,
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GHILE

The military coup in Chile and the destruction of the workers’ movement
remains the most damning indictment of retormism in history. Yet a
soclalist revolution was possible, Ten vears later the events of the Popular
Unity period are more significant than ever. David Beecham analvses the
causcs of this tragic and unnecessary defeat.

What took place in Chile remains one of the
most powerful object lessons in history for
revoluttonaries. What might have been s no
longer important. What is nmportant 1s thet
at every stage in the unfoldipg ot the
struggle, the conflict between revolution and
reform was put at its sharpest. The form
which the revolutionary struggle took in
Chile berween 1970 and 1973 is of course
unique. But the polincal 1ssues were those of
Spain in 1936, Germanyin 1918, 1921, 1923,
1932, Russia in {917 ...

Such events cannot be reduced 1o one-oft
[ormulas. It does not do simply to say: the
workers were not armed {Lthough 1t s (rae);
the workers were split (though i s true): the
Commuunist Partysold out (thoughitis true);
the MIR was not a party of the Lemnist type
(thouwgh 1t 1s true). It was the combination of
these factors and ther inter-action which
was crucial.

State and revolution

The central question in Chite was the state
and revolution., The Popular Unity penod
witnessed the acting-out of an age old
drama: the 1dea that the existing state
machine can be used; can be somehow
mouided 1nio the service of the working
class. Though the UP leaders ume and again
pronounced that of course ‘the necessity ol
replacing the bureaucratic bourgeols state
apparatus  was ndisputable’ (Corvalan's
words in April 1973 —the guestion was
could it be reformed?

For Karl Kautsky, the renowned leader of
German Social Democracy, there was no
doubt:

‘Democracy’ he wrote ‘offers the
possibility of cancelling the political
power of the exploiters, and today, with
the constant increase in the number ot
workers, this in fact happens more and
marg trequently. The more this 15 the
casc, the more the democratic state ceases
to be a simple instrument in the hands of
the exploiting classes. The government
appa¥atus is already beginning, in certain
conditions, to turn against the latter —in
other words to work in the opposite
direction to that which it used to work in
the past. From being an instrument of
oppression, it is beginning to change into
an instrument of emancipation tor the
workers.”

Such might be the epitaph for the Chilean

UP. They followed Kautsky to the letter.

For us, as for Lenin in his bitter polemics
against Kautsky, our prime task 15 to re-
establish what Marx really taught an the sub-
ject of the state. For us, with Lenin:

‘The state 15 a product and a
marnifestation of the irreconcilability of
class antagonisms. The state arises where,
when and insofar as class antagonisms
objectively cannot be reconciled. And
conversely, the existence of the sare
proves that the class antagonisms are
irreconcilable . the state 15 an organ of
class rule, an organ for the oppression of
one class by another all previous
revolutions perfected the state machine,
whereas 1t must be broken — smashed.”

But wisdom 1 hindsight 1s not wisdom.

I[, looking back on the Chilean tragedy
[e11 YEars ago, wo were (o say ‘ol course, U
wias bound to happen’; ‘there was no
alternative’; *the triumph of retormism was
inevitable, and with it the eventual victory of
the most bloody reactton'—we would be
guilty of the worst tvpe of abstract analvsis,
Worse, we would be 1ipnering the wealth of
revolutionary socialist expertence, the
experiences of  previous  generations  of
socialists, therr victonies and their defeats,
And we would, of course, be forgetting the
judgements made at the time.

Ten years after Chile’s Popular Uity
government was overthrown, it 15 worth
recatling what verdict was reached at the
rime: an armed mass movement could have
been buiit,

As an editoral 1n Inrernational Socialisn
{the precursor of Socialist Review) stated 1n
October [9753:

*All the elements necessary o such a

movement were present in Chile: the

occupation of the factories, the fight of
the peasantry for land, the preparation of
al least some sections of workers for
armed struggle, the hinking of factorics
together in new delegate structures—ithe

workers' cordones — the attempts at
mutiny 1n the armed forces.
‘The tragedy was that instead of

drawing together thesc elements, the
main workers” parues julled themseives
to sleep with talk about the
“constitutional role ot the army™ and left
the initiative with the ruling class.’
[n essence we might stop with that verdict.
But an understanding ol the revolutionary
process in Chile between 1970 and 1973,

above all in that linal vear, 1s an essential
part ol understanding the struggle for
socialism 1n the [uture. Tt 15 an essential par
of the armoury of (hose seeking o change
the world, For, like the Bolshevik
Revolution, and a few other cataclysmic
uphecavals 1n history, the lessons have
enarmous tnipartance tor us today.

The coup ol 1l September 1973 was only
the chimax of a series of events which wit-
nessed massive working class struggle on the
one hand and, on the other, the seemingly
wiltul and systemauc fatllure of the Chilean
tett to understand what was taking piace.

The impact of the disaster which oceurred
had {(and has} far-reaching consequences.
The “lessons of Chile” for reformists [rom
Buenos Aires to London was that "Allende
moved too fast”; “They failed 10 reach
agrecment with the opposition’; *The
workers' strugele was not controlled.”

International effects

(1 Britain the damage was relauvely sligh.
For Eric Hobsbawm of the Communist
Party, wrihing 4 week after the coup:

“The chelce of “revolution™ rather than

“legality™ was not on. Netther in military

nor 1n politicat terms was the Popular

Unity in a position to win a trial of

physical strength.’

The lesson Hobsbawm and others were 10
draw was that the clasy struggle 15 always
doomed trom the start. From there it was
only a short step to advocating an alliance
with liberals, the SDP and ‘progressive
Tories™ today.

We should be thankful that the influence
of tlus tendeney s retatively weak here. In
Italy, however, with a mass Communist
Party, a lragile state, and a history of
attempted coups, the lesson of Chile was the
need for a ‘historic compromise’. The
Communist Party and (he wnions taust
govern jointly with the Clhiristian Democrats,
The halian working class 1s still paying the
price. The historic compromise dragged
[talian workers to a series of deleats and
disilusion; 11 divided and shattercd the
[talian revolutionary left. And  similar
palicies in countries influenced by [ialy —
notably Spain — produced more setbacks.

The movement called "Eurocommunism’
— in reality a new word for reformist
collaboration with the ruling class, and
restraint of workers demands — owes it
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existence directly to the defeat of the
constitutional road to socialism in Chile. [t is
a bitter irony that the bankruptey of the left-
reformist process under Allende should have
served as the excuse for night-retormist
policies in Furope.

The tragedy ol Chile was not just that a
vicious  muhitary  regime  overthrew  the
Popular Unnty (UP) government. The
tragedy goes back long belore L] September
1973, For when it came to the crunch only
isolated groups of workers were ina position
to fight. One veur belore the coup, hundreds
of thousands of workers had orgamsed
independently 1o take control of production
and distribution. Even a martter of 12 weeks
betore the military took power, the
attempted coup of 29 June brought a
massive response from the working class —
and the right was thrown into temporary
conlusion.

The tragedy of Chile was that on thess
crucial occasions, and others less sigmificant,
the official lcadership of the workers” move-
ment held back their struggle, did mwore (0

appease the right than rely on the strength ot

workers® self-organtsation. And  the
unofficial leadership — the militants in the
factories, the offices, the mines — did not
break with a government which was 1n-
creasingly acting against their mterests. 1o
the last days, the revolutionaries in diftferent
parties still considered  their rale 1o be

support ftor the P, rather than the
constructton of a different sort ol power —
workers™ councils —  which existed In
embryo as defensive orgamisations against
the nght but were not seen as the actual basis
for a workers' state.

Origins of Popular Unity

The words of Lenin in September 1917,
writing on the technique of insurrection, fit
whiat happened — or rather what did not
happen — 1n the last months of the UP
aovernment:

‘To be successful, insurrection must rely
not upon conspiracy dnd not upon a
party, but upon the advanced class, That
is the first point Insurrection must rely
upun a rFevolutiohary upsurge of the
people. That 1 the second point,
Insurrection must rely upon that twrning
point In the history of the growing
revotution when the activity ot the
advanced ranks ol the people 15 at 1ts
height, and when the vagilfarions 1 the
ranks of the enemy and fn the ranky of the
weak, half-hearted and irresofite friends of
the revolution are strongest. That 1s the
third point ...

The UP firont which took power in the
1970 presidential electton was not a new
phenomenon in Chilean history. A popular
front government had lirst come to power in
1935, immediatcly following the creation of
Chule's TUC, the CUT. Tts themes had been
anti-fascism; taxes on the muio-national
copper firms; basic improvements 1n living
standards — ‘Bread, Clothes, A Roof” —
and a programme on national industrial
development. The state development agency
CORFO which played a key role under (he
VP was first set up in 1938 It had many
similarities with  simular  state  agencies
established by governments ranging from
Mussolint 1n ltaly in the 19305 to
Wilson/Callaghan 1in Britain during the
1960s and 1970s.

The Popular [ront was a period of

considerable industrialisation. Living
standards improved. There were fow sirikes

and almost no worker mobilisation until
1945 when the ‘“workers’ government’
declared several unions illegal. Repression
led to the collapse of the government, The
communists and socialists split: the CP sull
1n alliance with the ‘progressive’ bourgeoisie.
The split allowed the social democratic
president Videla to turn on the left as a
whole. The CP was outlawed by the
‘progressive  bourgeoisie’ in the new
atmosphere of the cold war. Massive
repression followed and the working class
movement was sct back a decade.
subsequent years indicated the left had
lcarned hittle. Populist ‘reformiust” leaders
courted working class support and then
subsequently turncd on the workers’ parties
when they had served their purpose. The
experience of the Videla peniod was repeated
under [banez 1n 19535/56. But the electoral
oulcome o terms of the Chilean bourgeoisie
angd its US backers was not good. Inthe 1958
Presidential election, the candidate of the
letr, Salvador Aliende, got 28.5 percent. The
retormist Christian Democrats got 20.5
percent and the radicals (Soctal Democrats)
15.4 per cent. The right-wing victor took
power with only 31.6 percent of the vote. A
new period, typified by the US strategy ot the
Alliince for Progress, was ushered in. The
more intelligent sectors of the Chilean ruling
class shifted their support, along with the
b15, to the Christian Democrats, born in

F.asident Allande
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1937 but an insignificant party until the
1950s.

In 1964 its Presidential candidate Eduardo
Frei won 55.7 percent of the vote, Allende
was again the candidate of the left. He won
38.6 percent; the radicals 5 percent. Allende
wias to take power six years later with a
smaller share of the vote (36.2 percent) but
with the heln of the Christian Democrats.

The characteristics of the Frel government
between 1964 and 1970 were an attempt at
limited reforms (particuiarly’ on the land)
which got more and more out of control.
Christian Democratic workers and peasants,
who believed the slogans of ‘revolution in
liberty® and ‘solidarity’ to be more than a left
cover, began to agitate increasingly for
demands which the Chilean bourgeoisie
could not concede. At the same time the
number of strikes rose dramaticaliy.
Between 1966 and 1969 there were 1,000
strikes a year, double the number of the early
1960s, most of which were illegal, In the last
yvears of the Frei regime factory occupations
rose from eight (in 1968)to 133{1970). Land
se1zures rose from 16 to 368 in the same
period. In the year after Allende was elected,
the number of factory occupations was 399,
while 658 farms were seized.

Compromise from start

The Chilean ruling class was split. Frei
took power in 1964 with the backing of the
old Conservative Party. In 1970 the new
right wing formation, the National Party,
put up its own candidate. The Christian
Democratic candidate was from the left, a
man who had canvassed the idea of a
Popular Unity coalition including the CD.
The result of the election was as follows:

Allende {Popular Unity) 36.2%

Allessandri (National Party) 34.9%%

Tomic (Christian Democrat) 27.8%

Allende could take power, but to obtain
the two thirds vote of confidence from
Congress he needed the support of the
Christian Democrats. To secure this
constitutional victory, the UP compromised
from the start,

The UP government took power essen-
tially as a classic pepular front. The
difference from the previcus Chilean
experience, however, was that its support
rested heavily on a militant working class
and on the newly radicalised peasantry. In
the weeks between Allende’s glection and his
inauguration, when. it looked as though the
right might launch a pre-emptive coup (and
there were various attempts at sabotage)
several thousand Popular Unity Committees
maintained their organisation. One of the
tirst acts of the UP on attaining office was to
deprive the commitiees of any function. It
was Just the first of many moves to
demobilise and disarm popular support ove
the next three years.

Allende received the support of the
Christiah Democrats necessary under the
constitution in return for a compromise
which, in its way, was just as decisive, This
was the so-called Statute of Guarantées. It
was a document which in fact fitted the
constituttonalism of most of the UP
coalition. The UP did not on the whole claim
it had a socizlist programme for power, but

that it had conquered *part of the power’ asa
lever towards achieving socialism. The
Statute of Guarantees (which the UP
adhered to with a blind faith right up 1o the
coup} was the reality as opposed to the
iltusions about a ‘peaceful transition’. It had
SIX points:

1 The continuation of the existing political
system together with constitutional
pparantees of individual freedom.

2 The existing legal system should remain.

3 The armed forces and police should con-
tinue to guaraniee democracy.

4 The independence of the educational
system from ideological orientations and
the autonomy of the universities should be
guaranteed.

5 The continuing independence of the unions
and social organisation.

6 The press and mass media should be free
from state intervention.
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For Allende and his coalition partners, the
Statute fitted their political prejudices. The
UP strategy was in most cssentials a
continuation and a deepening of the policies
proclaimed by Frei in 1964, Vuskovic, the
independent Minister of Economic Affairsin
Allende’s first cabinet, who was infactto the
left of almost every other UP mnister,
argued that ‘economic policy is subordinate,
in itscontext, shape and form, to the political
need to increase Popular Unity’s support’ —
in other words electoral support. The policy
was hardly radical. Even in terms of land
reform, the programme would only have
benefitted about 15 percent of the peasantry
-—— and this modest aim was itself not
achieved. Nationalisation of the copper
industry, which proveked an international
boycott by the companies over the level of
compensation, was not even a controversial
measure. The Chilean congress and senate
approved the move unanimously.

It is true that there was much more
opposition to naticnalisution of other
industries. The so-called ‘social property
area” was expanded considerably during the

- first vear of the UP and the right fought a

long rearguard battie over these takeovers.
From the point of view of the government

there were two aims: (i) increasing the state
share of industry for the purpose of con-
trolling national development; (1) increasing
workers’ participation in order to maintain
production and ratse efficiency.

By the end of the tirst year, the state share
of industrial preduction had grown — but
still only to about 20 pereent of the total.
There was increased output and efficiency as
the government inflated the economy and
concenirated on boosting production,
Wages rose considerably — but significantly
much faster for white-collar workers than
manual workers, The policy was to increase
consumption and this was to the advantage
above ail of the middle class, the pro-
fessionals and proups such as state
employees.

Three turning points

The politics of “participation’ — the other
side of the strategy — were to produce
massive confusion, The system gave a lot of
participation but no control. There was no
doubt of the enthusiasm of thousands of
workers at being given a say inthe running of
industry — just as there was after the war
when coal mining was nationalised in Britain
— but the reality was not workers’ control
but control from the state, with the
collaboration of the union hicrarchy. As
Lenin remarked (again in September 1917);

‘If we simply say ... not workers’ control
but state control, it is simply a bourgeos-
reformist phrase’; the right ‘know
perfectly well that such participation
offers the bourgeoisie the best way of
fooitng the workers.”

In December 1971 Fidel Castro paid a his-
toric visit to Chile, touring the country with
Allende. He was greeted rapturously by the
left — the CP, Socialists, MIR {movement of
the revelutionary lett) etc —and with horror
by the right. Indeed the emergence of the
tascist group, Fatherland and Freedom,
which was to play a small but significant role
in the coup, dates from its organisation of
demonstrations against Castro’s visit.

But Castro’s visit was not devoted to any
great mobilisation of workers” struggle, On
the contrary, the idol of the left called
repeatedly for workers to devote themselves
to the ‘battle for production’, to giving a
day’s free labour a month, to increasing
productivity and efficiency. Thereafter
‘participation’ went hand-in-hand with
productivity, As the economic crisis closed
inin the second year of Allende’s presidency,
the emphasis shifted more and more to
sacrifice by the working class while the
government moved to conciliate the
bourgeoisie and the middle class, The left
reformist face of economic planning, Pedro
Vuskovic, was replaced by the right wing
Stahinist face of Orlande Millas. The Millas
plan was esscntially to limit the size of the
‘social property arca’, returning factories to
former owners. From June 1972, when
Millas took owver, and especially from
January 1973, the thrust of policy on
participation was e¢ver more towards
placating the ruling class on the one hand
and increasing the level of exploitation of
workers on the other.

After the tirst period of the UP there were
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several Key ‘turning points’ (to quote Lenin)
which were decisive in the development of
the crisis. Such turning points 1o any revolu-
tionary struggle are not of course the only
events of 1mportance. When  history
accelerates there can be clashes every day,
each of which has signitficance inthe struggle
for power. Every revolution, howewver, has s
decisive moments — such were the ‘journges’
of the French Revolution, days of decisive
confrontation; the great events of the
Bolshevik Revolution, the Julv days, the
Korntlov attempted <coup ete; the
mohlisations of (he workers and soldiers
against the right 1n the Portuguese
revolution of 1974775, and most recently the
general  strikes and  the moments of
vacillation during the struggle of
Solidarnose 1n Poland.

In Chile there were three such decisive
turning points tn the fing! vear:

1 the offensive ol the right in Qctober 1972,
centred on the lorry owners” strike, and the
response of the working class, The workers
organised independently

to defeat the

strike; a massive offensive was oa the cards
but the government moved Lo conciliate by
taking generals into the cabinet.

2 the strike a1 the El Teniente copper mine in
Vlay 1973, The strikers were denounced by
the government and the left, and supported
by the right for its own ends. The key
section of the working class was alienated
[rom the government,

3 ihe attempted coup of 29 June 1973, which
wis put down by soldiers loval to the
government, A huge mobilisation of work-
ers took place. Apain the government
ntoved to demobilise the masses.

The decisive development of the last year
of the UP government could have been the
‘cordones industriales’ — hterallv “industnal
belts”. They emcrged as & political force
during the October days of 1972, 1n the
suhsequent downturn 1n the struggie they
were marginalised, only to re-emerge cven
stronger 1n the aftermath of the atiempted

Castro and Allende in Santiago, 1971
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coup of 29 June. The cordones were centred
in the industrial suburbs of Santiagoe, inking
factories across different industries and
sometimes involving delegates from other
organisations, such as the Price Comtrol
Committees established by the government
tn Jate 1971, They existed in other industrial
centres as well, but it was the cordones of the
Santiago zone which were the most
powerful, the most politically advanced, and
which had the most indusirial muscle —
notably cordone Cerrillos and cordone
Vicuna MacKenna.

The idea of the cordon was not an entirely
new one in the autumn of 1972, Factories in
one area of Santiago (Macul) had briefly
been linked by an unofficial organisation
before 1970, But there was no real sign of this
tn the first year of the UP. As the crisis grew
worse, however, militants from different
plants began to meet informally, 1n ones and
twos originally, to discuss common
protlems; the inactivity of the official union
bureaucracy, the CUT, and general politics.
By the time of the crisis of October 1972 and
the first major oftensive of the right, there
was a group of a few dozen stewards meeting
in the Vicuna MacKenna. But though one of
the leaders, Carlos Aguilar, was a leading
worker member of the MIR, a revolutionary
organisation, the MIR in common with
other parties were completely surprised by
the key role the cordenes played in defeating
the right wing offensive.

After the cordones had shown themselves
to be organisations of enormous potential
power — delegate workers® assemblhies, tak-
ing on the function of controlling
production, distribution, workers’ defence,
administration — even then the political
parties of the left had an extraordinarily
ambiguous attitude to them. It was as 1t the
experience of the Paris Commune, the
Russian Revolution of 1905, the Bolshevik
Revolution itself, Germany in 1918, Ttaly in
1920, Hungary in 195¢ had simply not
existed.

The left and the cordones

Readipng the debates of the ume, primartly
in the pages of the main magazine of the left,
the non-party Chile Hoy, the word
‘parallelism’ occurs again and agam. For the
CP and its fellow travellers, as for one or two
of the smaller UP parties, the cordones were
a ‘necessary form of popular power’ to be
subordinated as quickly as possible to the
control of the CUT and the political
direction of the government. For the MIR,
the cordones were something of an
embarrassment. Despite the MIR’s growth
during 1972/73 it wasstill a marginal forcein
the factories. Tts real base was either in the
countryside or among the ‘marginal’ sectors
of the urban poor- — the pobladores of the
shanty towns of Santiago. The MIR’s
favoured ‘popular organisation’ was the
‘commande communal’ — a more tenuous
organisation which emerged with the
cordones — and they echoed the CF in say-
ing that they disapproved of the cordones
acting as ‘parallel’ bodies to the CUT.

This was pure sectarianism it seems. The
MIR's sma!l working class basc meant that
they had to argue their politics from a
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minoerity position inside the cordones. This
was not something they were very good at,
The MIR’s concept of a rank and file
organisatton  was a fightly-controlled
‘revolutionary front’ such as their periphery
organisation the FTR {revolulionary
workers' tront). The cormmunal commands
werc genuine organisations — but the MIR
had more scope in them, because it was
easier to get delegates from a price control

committee, or a mothers’ centre, or a
cominunity organisalion than from a
workplace.

Throughout the last weeks of the UP,
Chife Hov was filled with debates aboult the
role of the cordones, the commands, the role
of the CUT; dual power — the essence of
class politics 1n a revelutionary situation.
Some ol these debates constitute an
important legacy for us. Despite the tact that
the notion of developing the cordonces into

workers' connctls did not surface as a matter

of public debate, the arguments about the
role of thecordones are in the wradition of the
arguments about soviets or factory
committees 1n the great revolutionary
upheavals of the past. Similarly the politics
of the Chilecan CP are as instructive as the
polemics between Kautsky and Lenin.
Indeed the speeches and wntings ot Luils
Corvalan, the leader of the CP, murror
ciosely those of Kautsky in 1922 and
afterwards. Nevertheless Corvalan and his
retain  their influence 1n
communisi parties throughout the world
and manv of his formulations would win

warm approval from Tony Benn and his
supporters 1n this country.

Lorry owners’ stoppage

October 1972 was the first major tragedy
of the Chilean revolution. The UP snatched
defeal trom the jaws of the workers” victory,
Lorry owners in the south of the country
began a stoppage which spread rapidly into
the rest of country and other petty bourgeois
and middie class sectors. The ‘strike” was
accompanied by a wave of fascist attacks,
student violence etc. It was directly aimed at
etther bringing down the government or at
lcast forcing it into open retreat on 1ts
political programme.

The response of the workers was
magnificent. [nstead of simply working on as
their leaders exhorted (hem, they took
control ol factories, transport, food
distribution. The ‘cordenes sprang into
action throughout Santiage and the
surrounding area. The CUT provided much
of the impulse [or the initial response with its
commiltees for the Defence of Industry ete,
and lists of drivers prepared to brave the
lorry owners” viclence and sabotage and so0
an — but the response of the cordones went
far bevond the leadership’s plans, Ina month
the level of organisation improved
dramatigally, The lotry owners’ sirike — an
cxtreme¥y serious threal — was defeated bya
combination of workers' self-reliance and
activity,

But the outcome was not a crushing blow
to the right. The offensive that could have

"been  unleashed was never allowed to

deveiop. On 2 November, with the stnike
broken and the army acting against the right,

Allende moved 10 appoint scrving otficers to
the UP government. The move wids
‘balanced’ by the appointment of two
members of the CUT exccutive to the three
heads of armed torces.

The object of the exercise wis (o Teassure
the apposition. By implication the *Chilean
process” of the U would be halted
Simultaneously the lorry owners wore let off
the ook, Their strike was merely suspended
(to the tollowing August asitturned out); the
shopkeepers were also left to carry on therr
business — the price control committees
were removed from their direct role of
intervention, Worse, the government
pgroposed the return ot taciories 1o former
owners who had been engaged in sabotage or
attempted to lock out their workers, 1Tus
plan, under the Stalinist ceononty minister,
Millas, had to be substantially abandoned 1
the lace of opposition (rom the rank and file
in the Socialist Party and in the cordones,
This was one occasion when the left of the
UP parties, together with the MIR,
mobilised successtully against the govern-
ment's policies. But the necessary political
conclusions were not drawn.

The net result of the Gctober crisis was o
stalemate, but a high level of demoralisation
for workers. Far{rom hitting the nght hard,
the UP government hoad conciliared.
Workers were also decply confused about
the role of the armed torces. Chite Hov
publicised an opimion poH at the climax of the
October crists which asked the ratherloaded
question: 'Da you believe that the Armed
Forces could abandon their role as detenders
of legality™ A total of 76.5 percent rephied
that  they (rusted the torces. It wuas
symptomatic  of  what  the politics  of
reformism were lcading to. By relvingon one
or two loyal military figures. notablv
General Prats (who was assassinated on
Pinochet's orders a year alter the coup), the
government convinced ity supporters 1t had
nothing to lesr from the armed torces.
This was, as ever, carried 1w afs logical
absurdrty by the Chilean CP, and 1n
particular its leader Corvalan, The latter
declared rightup to the end that "we continue
(o support the absolutely  protesstonal
character of the armed institutions. Their
enemies are not among the ranks of the
people but in the reactionary camp.” The
irony of the statement (made on 8 July 1973)
was that it wus reprinted by the British CPan
September, after the coup and when

Corvalan was already 1n prison and tacing

seeming certain death (he was later swopped
{for the Russian dissident Bukowski) Even

atrer the coup, Corvalan was apparently still
wodded to constitutional cretinism, He was
quated in the Daily Teleeraph {6 October
1973
"We never backed the guerillas, or the
rdea of an armed rising. On the contrary,
when we were called upon 1o support a
civil war, Ldrewup aleiter on the need for
a constituuonad solutton and went to see
President  Allende on Sunday 9
September.”
The old saving that a fish rows [rom the
head has some validey,

Copper miners’ strike

The strike at the El Teniente copper mine
it May 1973 wus a disaster tor the UP, a
tremendous boost tor the night and a
hammer blow against workers’ confidence.
It remains to this day a natter of great con-
trowve sy on the Clidean lett — who do not
like talking about 1t

The strike was nor a simple matter. [t
centrad on o special pay agreement won by
the workers of Bl Teniente atter a series of
strikhes many  vears previously, The
povernment declared that the 41 percent
wage eadjusrmient” which the workers had
received on the basis of this monthlv cost of
living agreement would be ottset against the
geperal 100 percent wiaze ‘readjustment’
which the  gosernment had  declared
nationatlv. So the new luw passed by the UP
would not be applied directly to the El
Teniente workeis.

The workees 1atially went along with this
perding arbivranon, bul stimultancously the
OPPOSILON  paries Bere carrying out a
campaign tor the 100 pereent 1ncrease 1o be
applicd 1o evervene, The LUP opposed this
parlly because 10 confhicted with ofhcial
policy on cgualising wages — but mainly
becawse  the povernment was trylng  to
contrel wage rises 4s 2 means of controlling
nilatir,

Uhe Tenwente workers declared themselves
noy concemed  with  general government
policy — they wanted their wape rise, as
promised under Law 17,713 (passed on 2
Seplember 1972), The workers voted over-
whelrmimgly tocome out and strikes began on
[¥ April 1973, at the Rancagua plants.

The sinke lasted in one torm or another
foar 74 davs, But for most of that time the
mi oy were ot wark, Enormous pressure
from the gsovernment in the first two weeks
ot the strike, coupled with the offer of a
productivity  bonus, appeals to national
irterest, Tovalty 1o g state-owned firm etc
mecant that, by 8 May, the management
could claim that around 60 percent ot the
miners were working., In tace the number was
leas than tlns, Even at the end of May, the
nuember of workers cut was still 25 to 30
pereent. As Lor the other groups, white collar
and techmwul, a very lirge number remained
aul on strike.

The result ot this splic in the rank and file
was drsastrous, The UP and CP malitants
msike rhe varions mines and plants —
tondry. smelter ete siceused the workers of
econonusm’. Suddenly the copper mines
were being deseribed as “backward’, ‘not
part ol the process™ and cven g ‘labour
ATINTOCTH LY
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This was absurd. For three decades or
more the copper miners had beenin the front
line of the struggle in Chile. Under Frei, for
example, the Tcniente miners had a three-
month strike declared illegal. Union leaders
were sicked and dismissed. When the El
Salvador mine came out in solidarity, troops
were sent dgainst them and murdered six
miners and their wives. The CP and Socialist
presence in the mines was extremely strong.
Among the manual workers in 1973, 15 of
the 20 unmien representatives were CP or SP

militants. On the white collar side the
Chnstian  Democrats had the majority
however — a fact that became more

important as the 1973 dispute went on.

The allegation of ‘backwardness’ waseven
ridiculous inthe UP's own electoral terms. In
the March 1973 c¢lections, the Aighes?
percentage votes for the left were in the
mining areas. As for the allegation that the
miners were a labour aristrocracy it was
based on the rumour (!) that some miners
employed maids, that their pay was 12 tumes
that of a peasant, that they enjoved special
conditions etg, etc. All the sort of filth which
workers normally have to put up with from
the capitalist press.

When the facts are examined the truth is
rather different. Adult life expectancy of
copper miners was lower than almost any
other sector of workers, About 40 percent of
the miners were suffering from some sort of
silicosis or other lung disease, The wages that
were guoted in the press included such items
as: travel allowance, ‘promised’ overtime,
productivity bonus, holiday pay,
educational leave, benefits, workers’
compensation etc. It i1s notable that not even
Chile Hoy, by far the most objective of the
lett’s publications, bothered to talk about
the strike in any other terms than {i} workers
nolding the country to ransom: (i) the
‘Inadequacy’ of the participation and unicn
machinery in the mines.

For the left as a whole,
miners' strikes were an
embarrassing side show to
be overcome as quickly as
possible |

[1 158 worth looking for a moment at this
second point, because it is a familiar one in
Britain. While the left almost without
exception ({the exceptions were some of the

§ best Socialist Party worker militants) saw the

‘problem’ at El Teniente as being ‘lack of
participation’ or ‘economism’, the reality for
the workers was that the union leadership
wds not even visible, Chife Hoy for example
published interviews with workers in the
Caletones foundry (who went back to work
fairly early) and- there was still great
confusion. The foundry was in fact the
strongest CP base, vet there was divisionand
confusion on a4 wide scale. In the Rancagua
scction one worker, described ironically as a
‘tnoderate’ said:
‘I's sure we’ll be accused of being
antipatriotic, but tell me who is really
antipatriotic; those who are in conflict or
those who don't want to solve the
problem? According to our calculations
the loss of five hours production could
satisfy the claim and here we are on the
23rd day. 5o we (ell those leaders who are
acting as politicos, not on behaif of the
mass meetings, don’t they remember that
in the past they've defended the same
principles they're forgetting today? ..’
The unions at El Teniente (and probably
at the other mines) were very bureaucratic.
For example, there were nine different
Teniente unions with 45 ‘leaders of the zone'.
After nationalisation of the mines in 1971,
there was a proliferation of committees of all
sOrts, participation machinery etc. The left
was not only sucked in administratively, but
politically the attitude changed completely.
Instead of talking about grievances and
disputes, they talked about production. At
Chuquicamata for example there were over
100 bonus and grading disputes in 1982; this
was treated as a matter of great regret by the
left. The left in fact ignored the copper mines
almost entirely — except as producers who
would earn the precious foreign exchange 1o
develop the national economy. When for
example Chile Hoy discussed the first copper
production tigures for 1973 it casualiy
mentioned that at one of the large mines —

La Exotica — the maintenance workers had
been on strike for a month in February,
‘after which there was another strike
movement recently’. For the left as a whole,
miners' strikes were an embarrassing
sideshow 1o be overcome as guickly as
possible, so as to get back to the serious
business of production {and participation).

Added to this were two key political issues
of a more general nature. First, the Qctober
‘bosses strike’ undoubtedly made the lefi,
and the advanced sections of workers in
Santiago, particularly alert to suggestions of
sabotage. The copper miners had not gone
through the same experience of seli-
orgamsation — they were just teld 1o keep
working. This certainly meant that there was
a much greater tendency towards
sectionalism. The copper workers were also,
to some extent, protected from the worst
effects of shortages elsewhere in the country,
because food distribution to the mines was a
pricrity,

The second issue was simply that the UP
was thinking always in terms of capitalist
economics, Thus Sergio Bittar, a minister
who was a member of the Christian Left (a
split from the Christian Democrats which
became closely allied with the MIRY — said
of the Teniente strike;

“There are various things at stake. The
first is that the government must of
necessity insist inflexibly on certain
principles which alone will allow a given
distribution of wealth, an order to pay
policy, a control over political economy.
There are principles laid down which we
cannot concede, because to follow a
policy of irresponsible increases, without
any relationship to production, would be
toe raise inflatton to uncontrollable
heights. And to concede to the strongest
unions, such as in the copper industry,
would be te create unacceptable
discrimination between groups of
workers. There has to be a very hard
struggle in the copper sector to make the
workers see that their action now must be
directed towards participation and
management of their enterprises and not
fundamentally to wages. Notto do this —
to follow the line of least resistance —
could mean that instead of one large
stoppage we could have a hundred small
ones which would be much more
prejudicial from the economic point of
view,’

As If this were not enough, the minister
went on to tell the readers of Chife Hoy (in
May 1973):

*The other more general point is that
today in Chile we have a consumption of
roughly $600 a head and have created
expectations of $800-$1,000 & head and
real capacity for consumption is $500 a
head. So if you set expectations against
real capacity and if you want to keep the |
country without a big foreign debt, this
means restricting consumption’.

This was the reality behind the UP’s
rhetoric 1n 1973, In fact workers® economic
demands were being suppressed because of a
capitalist crisis and the atiempts of a
reformist government to run a capitalist
system in a humane manner. The workers of
E! Teniente came up against this, just at the
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moment when the world price of copper was
rising from an unusually low point and the
government was desperate for more foreign
exchange.

The UP's response 1o the strike was to
declare a state of emergency in the province
on 10 May. The skilled workers and whiic
cellar groups still stayed out. The govern-
ment and mine management attempted to
pul all the blame on a small minority of nght
wing agitators (who were certainly present
around the dispute) and on non-workers. In
fact regrading moves meant that so-called
‘empleados’ (statt) included such groups us
transport workers, matntenance workers,
craftsmen etc. On 16 May the government
only just avorded a strike by the workers at
Chugquicamata who voted by a majority of
only 29 (2,912 to 2,8%83) not to support El
Teniente.

The lcaders of the Tentente strikers were
1sclated In terms of workers’ solidaricy
(though some sectuons at Chugui took action
during June) — but the right wing was able
1o pounce. The strike leaders both had
dubious pasts. Guillermo Medina, the key
tigure, who became Pinochet’s chosen man

alter the coup, was an ex-Christian
Democrat who had become the left
candidate for vmon leader. The other

remalning representative on the five-man
executive (the CP and SP members resigned)
was Juho Galvez of the USOPQO, an obscure
left spht [rom the Socialists, some of whose
members ended up as fascists. These two and
the remaining strikers were lauded by the
right. A march on Santiago was launched on
14 Tune, The truck owners declared support.
There were violent clashes with police and
UP supporters when they reached the
capital, while the right wing milked the
spectacle for all it was worth.

The failed coup

The outcome of the El Tentente strike was
to achieve what the October right wing
offensive could not: divisions of a4 deep and
lasting nature had appeared n the working
class, The copper miners were at least
alienated from the UP government, and
some were driven into outright opposition.
For tive years after the coup the leaders of
the anti-Allende agitation in the mines went
unchallenged, even though the rigged
plebiscites under Pinochet showed that the
left retained the loyalty of 25 percent or more
of the popuiation in the mining districts.
When it came to the crunch of the police and
army raids of July/August 1973, of the
armed oftensive by the military against the
workers preparatory to the all-out assault ot
11 September, it was significant that the
attacks were not directed against the copper
miners. The job of disarming the traditional
vanguard ot the working class had already
been done effectively by the UP itself.

It El Teniente was the key conflict in
allowing fhe right to go onto the offensive it
did not vet destroy working class resistance.
The third and greatest tragedy was the lost
opportunity which came with the tailed coup
of 29 Junc. The story can be simply told. In
the wake of the Teniente agitation, the nght
mounted a major offensive. There were 77
fascist bomb attacks 1n one week of June

alone. Strikes by professionals — doctors,
teachers were  accompanied by civil
disobedience and open talk of military inter-
vention. The campaign accusing Allende of
breaching the constitution reached 1ts peak.
At this poimnt on 29 June the Second
Armoured Regiment launched an atuack
against the presidential palace and the
defence mimisiry. Bul the coup flopped.
Loyal military intelligence was stili too good
tor one thing. Secondly the plotters were
under the direct influence of the Fatherland
and Freedom orgamsation who jumped the
gun. Suddenly the left was handed a present
on a plate. The parties of the UP agreed o
distribute arms 1o the workers; Allendecame
on the radio te call for seizure of farms and
factories — and arms “if necesary’.

—_—

If El Teniente was the key
conflict in allowing the
right to go on the offensive
it did not yet destroy
working class resistance

The workers’ reaction was once agan
magnificent. Hundreds of tactories and
offices were occupied round Santiagoe. On 30
June a giant demonstration surged onto the
streets. In the provincial cities, hitherto
slower (o mobilise than the capital. cordones
and communal commands suddenly
mushroomed. Cordon Cerrillos began
taking decisions as a workers” council. The
CUT was no longer relied vpon. Communal
commands must become ‘organisations fo
direct and control the struggles ot the
working class and the people’, stated its
instructions of 1 July. Suddenly evervihing
was possible. The enemy was vacillaling,
contused. Those wha had held the struggle
back were [orced to shout loudest for action.
The concibators were without 4 policy.

But, from the first, the opportunities were

Cissed. As the plot foundered. waorkers

poured onto the streers te demonsirate. A
big march gathered in Central Santiago,
chanting, ‘Soldier, friend, the pcople s with
vou' — but there was little or no systematic
attempt at fralermsation with the troops
loval 10 the UP government. There were
clearly important groups in the forces ready
to be won over by a determined policy, Yet
even the MIR, for all its rhetoric about
democratisation, Jdid not carry out any
stratcgy of fraternisation between woukers
and soldiers.

The left in the armed forces were largely
seen ds sympathetic generals or officers. The
question of democracy was turned into jusi a
question of soldiers’ right to participate 1o
the normal democratic processes such as
voting. Even Miguel Enriquez, the general
secretary of the MER and probably its best
political leader, largely repeated the
formulas of ‘citizens rights’ in the torces,
This at the end of July 1973, when the army
was already sweeping through the more
isolated working class arcas, raiding
factories on the pretext ot the search lor
arms. But the MIR to us credit did attempt to
carry out propaganda inside the armed
forces, as did some sections of the Socialist
Party. But, once again, the revolutionury
process does not wait for politcal parties 1o

Saovernmenl
%% conciliate’ received a cold welcome. The day

catch up: the decisive moment for an
intervention in the rank and file of the Forces
wds In the two to three weeks after 29 June
when the right was temparanly thrown off
balance.

The outcome was different. The
government yet again began talks with the
Christian Democrats, who were preparing
an impeachment against Allende. Worse, the
CUT, under the influence of the CP and the
right Socialists, instructed workers 1o hand
back the factories taken over on 29 Jupeand
aftcrwards,

Yet again this was a hammer blow against
the self-actisity of the rank and file. Yetthere
was 4 glimmer of hope. The two largest
Cordones, Cerrillos and Vicuna Mackenna,
with lefl Socialists and MIR members in the
leadership, fatly refused to goalong with the
CUT's mstructions. The police were sent
agaimst them. A huge mass picket of 5,000
workers from Cerrillos gathered on 18 July
to block the return of the factores,
demanding their nationalisation.
represcntatives  sent (o

after, Vicuna Mackenna followed suit,
bout 4.000 workers threw up barricades
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and took over the streets. [n came the riot
police, raming tear gas on  workers
demanding ‘their’ government's support.
One MIR member was killed, several
wounded,

[t was at this stage that the debate over the
role of the cordones surfaced in public. The
right demanded action against them. The
CUT said that such bodies should tuncuion
under s authority. The left wavered. The
MIR was seized with what can only be
described as the fetishism of demands. For
every question there had to be a programme,
The organisation had come a long way from
1ts Guevarnist origins. [t had developed a
minority audience of workers and. most
important, a relationship with the Socialist
Party left. But the abiding problem for the
party in the past wecks before the coup was
that on the one hand it was obsessed with
formulas — for the army, peasants,
cordones, commands, students etc. On the
other 1t was lurching back to its clandestine.
guerrilla past. Atter 29 June the MIR went
underground to a large extent. Preparing [or
the worst was obwvicusly a sensible
precaution {except that the MIR envisaged a
military strategy after 4 coup) — but in the
vital July days its political strategy became
increasingly rhetorical.

[t was in tact not in the MIR where the
clearcst thinking was taking place. On the
left of the Socialist Party existed a group of
militants known as the ‘Cordillera’ group.
Their ievel of analysis went beyvond the
simple idea of ‘extending and developing
popular power”. Intheir paper Tarea Urpente
fUrgent Task} they were the only group 1o
declare that the formation of cordones was
the act of the workers going beyond their
traditional organisations:

‘In other words creating the fundamental
weapon of the proletariat and its allies in
the conguest of state power.”

They went un:

‘We believe that it's wrong to talk about
the necessity of creating popular power ...
The alternative popular power exists, the
cordones and communal commands are
the expression of 1t

Published on 22 August, this argument
tormed part of an analysis of Lenin and
Trotsky’s comments on dual power. The

A

duty ot all, for these revolutionaries, was to
bulld the communal commands with all
speed.

Unfortunately, by this stage this was too
optimistic a position. The revolutionary
wave hud passed. [n its ptace came the wave
of repression launched by the armed (orees
towards the end of July. The final stages of
the UP saw a government paralvsed by its
reformist strategy, giving its blessing to raids
on the very workers’ organisations which
had supported it through thick and thin.

The cxcuse was an arms law (ostensibly
against the fascists) pushed through by the
UP with the Christian Democrats’ supportin
1972, It had never been activated. Suddenly
it was being used against the left with a
vengeance. While the CUT was telling
workers to hand back their factories, the
police and the military were raiding them. To
a large degree the military carried out the
repression necessary for a successful coup
while Allende was still in oftice. General
Finochet was brought into the closest circle
of the President as a loval and trusted
advisor. Meanwhile the El Teniente strike
was over, but the lorry owners had come out
apgain, Their ‘suspended’ stoppage of
October 1972 began again, and this time the
workers were much more exhausted, much
more disoriented by the contradictory
positions of their leaders, and were faced by
the escalation of military pressure,
apparently with the backing of the
government,

The final stage

By 10 August, the army was emboidened
by the success of their [irst wave of
repression in the solated cities of the far
south and began raids in the Santiago area.
On 5 August about 100 workers and naval
ratings, based at the Valparaiso dockyards,
were arrested for “dereliction of military
duty’. They had noted the coup preparations
and begun to organise Lo oppose it. The case
became a symbol. Allende atlirst denounced
his supporters. Then he disclaimed them.
Finally when the navy attempted to
implicate three party leaders, including
Altamirano, the official UP did move to
condemnp the actions of the navy.

This pathetic spectacle ruled cut entircly

the possibility of any agitation within the
armed forces in (he build-up to the ceoup.
Soidiers and others under ruthless military
discipline will only move to the side of the
workers if they are convinced that workers’
organisation is strong, prepared to fight all
the way, untlinching and consistent. By the
middle of August 1973 the workers were in
the weakest position they had been in lor
over a vear. Though the cordones of the
capital still existed, though even the CUT
began to have second thoughts about its
policies of conciliation, the vacillations of
July were decisive,

This 1s not to say workers gave in. On the
contrary. Under the most heavy pressure, in
provincial capitals which were aimost under
a state of seige throughout August, workers
continued to organise and resist. New
cordones were buiit, under the most difficult
of conditions, The far lef1 prepared
themselves for a coup. But the balance of
class forces had shifted, and the political
understanding of what was happening was
missing. For the MIR, right up 10 theend, to
the publication of their 1ronically-named
journal Punto Final on 1] September itself,
the question was of ‘demands on the
government’.

Far the CP, as we have noted above, the
policy was and remained ‘no to cvil war',
*Some reactlonaries have raised a storm’,
said Corvalan, “because thev think they have
found a new issue to use 1o drive a wedge
between the people and armed forces. They
are claiming that we have a policy of
replacing the professional army. No! We
continue, and will continue, to supporn
keeping our armed forces sirictly
professional.’

The coup of 11 September 1973 was well
anticipatcd. A week before one of the largest
UP demonstrations of all had paraded in
front of the prestdential palace, with Allende
taking the salute. It was a gloomy affair,
many were in tears, The thunder ¢louds had
built up and the storm had already begun.

Even then, the official leadership ensured
that Chile’s workers paid the highest price.
The CUT, the CP and others instructed
workers to go into the l[actories when the
coup began. Tens of thousands responded —
waiting for the imstructions they felt were
bound to come, and the delivery of arms
which many had promiscd and which they
had been told about on 29 Jure. For hours
nothing happened. A  few arms were
distributed. The Socialist Party militia was
organised (they were to bgat 4 sensiblc
retreat two days later).

A tew arms were distributed. Those who
waited for further orders {as instructed) were
rounded up. A handiul of factories resisted
bravely against huge odds.

Even then the CP did not give up. It
broadcast information that.an army, under
the loyal General Prats, was marching to
reheve Santiago. Moscow radio repeated it.
For a few days, courage and hope kept
resistance alive — then the world fell in. It is
worth remembering of Salvador Allende,
reformist leader though he was, that he died
bravely, gun in hand. Many of the UP
leadership sought a softer option. For the
workers — as alwiys — there was nowhere
toy hide,
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Potential power

Wars in Central America, and
possible direct US intervention,
continite to be a focus for the
left, But events in the countries
to the south, though less
dramatic, are potentially far
more important. David Beecham
looks at the role of the new
workers’ movements and their
impact on Latin American
pelitics today.

Ten years ago, on 11 September 1973, the
military overthrew Chile's Popular Unity
government. It 15 Just on 30 years ago that
guerrilias led by Fidel Castro stormed the
Nonpcada barracks in Havana, 1n a move
which was effectively the opening of the
Cuban revelution. Tt is now four years since
the Sandinistas led the general insurrection
which overthrew the Somoza dictatorship in
Nicarapud,

Each of these anniversaries is being cele-
brated in ditterent wavs by socialists in dif-
terent countries. They are important anni-
versaries. The Cuban revolution inspired a
whole generation of revolutionaries in Latin
America and Europe. Although it cannot by
any stretch of the imagination be described
as socialst, 1t nevertheless represented a
great step forward as compared with what
went before and, most important, the first
successtul revolt against the power of US
imperialism in Central America.

in1ts turn the Sandinista victory removed
a tyranny on which the United States had
relied since the Second World War. Once
again, the regime which emerged was a
nationalist one. The Sandinistas declared

their aim as being & mixed economy trom the
start. But the material benefits for the mass
of the population were a tremendous ad-
vance. And a successful revolt led to a revol-
utionary upsurge elsewhere—notably in El
Salvador and Guatemala.

Chile 15 of course an anniversary of a dif-
ferent sort. The pursuit of an imagined con-
stitutional, parliamentary road to socialism
led 1o a massive defeat for a workers” move-
ment which at the time was more advanced
than any other in Latin America. And, as we
show elsewhere, workers’ power was on the
agenda—a socialist revolution was possible

in Chile.
These anniversaries now coincide with a

tremendous escalution of the war in Central
Amertca. Over the past few months the
United States has raised the stakes
considerably, concentrating a vast taskforce
in Honduras and off the coasts of Nicaragua.
Al the same time, a formidable counter-
revolutionary force, armed and trained by

Escalation

the US, has been actacking Nicaragua from
Honduras. There has been a major offensive
against the FMLN forces in El Salvador.
spearheaded by elite US-trained troops. And
in Guatemala officers backed by the US
authorities have overthrown the Rios Montt
regime and backed a joint military campaign
with Honduras and El Salvador, a revival of
the old US plan tfor the region.

It 1s no longer tanciful to talk about
Central America becoming another
Vietnam. 1t could do so, though to keep
matters 1o perspective we should remember
the scale of eventual US military involve-
ment 1 Vietnam amounted to  5{X,000
troops and support personnel, rather than
the hundreds involved in operations in

Central America today. Nevertheless a
continued US escalation 15 almost certain,
with the pressure being applied 1o the
Sandinista government to cease its support
tor the guerrillas 1n El Salvador.

Revolutionaries have a clear position on
Central America. We are for the victory of
the FMILN guerrillas tn El Salvador, for the
deleat of US imperialism and its supporters,
including as usual the British government;
tor the defence ot Nicaragua against the
United States and its puppet forces, We start
trom these positions.

But solidarity also requires clarity.
Nicaragua 15 not a workers’ state, norisitaon
the way to becoming one. The struggle in El
Salvador 1s increasingly a proiracted
guerrilla war, conducted In a way removed
from the possibility of the selt-activity of the
working class which is the key to any
sociabist struggle. We donot expect workers’
states to be built in Central America,

A new working class

Mor do we sink our differences tn general
support for the ‘people’ of El Salvador,
Nicaragua, Guatemala or, for that matter,
Chile, For the notion ot “the peopte” is some-
thing dear to those in the Labour Party and
the Communist Party who see the fight in
each country as essentirally a nationa) one
against foreign domination. The class
struggle 18 frequently forgotien, or men-
tioned as a question only of giving iand to the
pLasantry.

Now not only docs this not even {1t the
struggle in El Salvador—where 60 percent of
the populaton of the countrvside has now
been deprived of land and turned into a rural
proletariat—it also hides the realitv of the
main struggle 1in the countries of Latin
Amernica,

This 1s not the strugele as portraved on the
television or in the newspapers. It is not the
struggle which sections of the left roman-
ticise with visions of heroie guerrillas ‘liber-
ating the poor’, as once they romanticiscd
Castro and Gruevara. [0is not the struggle of
‘peoples’ but of workers,
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For the countries of Latin America have
changed out of all recogniution. Even ten
vears ago, most of the left talked in terms of
(a) anti-impenalist, nationalist struggles; (b)
the peasantry; {¢) guerrillas. Even today
there are those who see these issues as the
main ones. And yet the major countries of
Latin America, like some of the others in
what used to be called the third world, have
now emerged as the flashpoints of the world
economic system. And at the same time, the
working class of the metropolitan centres of
these countries—in great conurbations like
Sao Paulo, Caracas, Buenos Aires, Mexico
City—have become a highly concenirated
explosive force. When that force 15 mob:l-
ised, as in Sao Paulo over the last five vears,
it is enormously powerful.

It is workers' struggles which have shaken
the military dictatorships of Brazil, Argen-
tina and Chile. It is workers’ struggles, and
working class reaction to vicious austerity
programmes, which today concern theinter-
national bankers and the IMF. The 1983
report of the [nter American Development
Bank, one of the key funding agencies, states
that the resolution of the international debt
crisis will take many years because the
reaction of workers to the ‘necessary aus-
terity measures’ in the short-term would be
to0 violent for Latin American countrics to
stand. When the austerity measures in Brazil
were first announced at the beginning of
June, a tremor went through the inter-
national gold and currency markets. The
international gold price rose $16 an ounce In
one day because of fears that Brazil would
default on debt repayments. Fears which
resulted from the sudden four-day strike
wave which swept Brazil's oil retineries and
car factories in protest.

Brazil

This is the sort of power undreamed of by
guerrilla armies, however brave their
struggle or neble their cause.

These countries are the flashpoint of the
international crisis because with approuach-
ing £250,000 millicn in foreign debt in the
largest Latin American countries—chiefly
Brazil, Mexico, Argentina, Chile,
Venezuela—and $300,000 million plusin all,
workers have great economic power. They
are also ¢normously concentrated.

Brazil above all is the best example.
Taking the figures for 1970, which under-
state the numbers by about halt, there were
2,634,630 industrial workers. Greater Sao
Paulo, (population then 8 million, now
nearer 14 million) had 34 percent of these
workers, Sao Paulo state a total of 50 per-
cent. Sac Paulo, including its satellite towns
like Sao Bernardo, Santo Andre, Diadema
ete, accounts for two thirds of the motor in-
dustry in Brazil, two thirds of plastics, well
over half the chemical and rubber industries,
about half the enginecring and related in-
dustries. The state of Sao Paulo accounts for
the vast proportion of the key industrial
sectors. And taking the South East of Brazil
together—a larger area than West Germany,
admittedly—and the so-called polden
triangle of Rio de Fangiro, Sao Paule and
Belo Horizonte in particular, you have an
area taking in 70 percent of industnal em-
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ployment, 80 to 90 percent of the major
industries.

The proportion of the population on the
land has failen dramaticatly while the urban
population has exploded. Of course employ-
ment has not kept pace. There are probably
‘only’ about ftive or six million manu-
facturing workers in Brazil, the same num-
ber as in Britain but with a 1otal population
more than twice the size. The service sector
has grown while agriculture has
declined—but the huge growth has been in
unemployment. Alongside the great con-
centration of employved workers m greater
Sao Paulo, there are anything up to six
million people (including children)eking out
a living from casual work and seasonal jobs
or who are just unemploved.

The other point about this new working
class is its concentration in huge factories.
The truly colossal tactories—Volkswagen in
Sac Bemardo with 30,000 workers——ire
rare. But Ford, Mercedes, General Motors,
Fiat and several Brazilian firms all have
factories with 10,000 workers orsoand there
are vast areas of industry with plants ot be-
iween 500 and 5,000 workers. Even in 1970,
before the last great rush of industrial invest-
ment, 25 percent of the labour force was in
plants of 500 and over. A further 30 percent
was in factories ol between 100 and 500
workers,

¢+;£Qé.n-\.;. .
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Now the ecxperience of Brazil 15 not
repeated uniformly across Latin America,
even in the largest countries. While the size
of the working ¢lass and its concentration
hus grown enormously in Brazil, Mexicoand
Venezugla, there has been de-
industrialisation in Argentina and Chile, But
politically in each country the weight ot the
working class has grown.

The key question remains what sort of
workers” organisation and what sort of
politics, The old ideas of Latin America
being a US colony, the anti-imperialist
rhetoric employed by every opportunist
bourgeois politician across the con-
tinenf—these die hard., The mobilisation of
the Argentinian workers behind the Jungay
during the Fulklands crisis, and the failure of
almost the entire left te opposc it then and
stnce, 15 4 salutary warning. Similagly the
simmering border conflicts between such
countrics as Peru and Ecuador are used to
divert attention from the crisis at home.
Nationalism remains 2 major political issue.

But it 1s a waning one. The workers of Sao

.Paulo, whether emploved by Ford, Volks-

wagen, General Electnic or Toshiba, do not

see the working class of the most advanced
capitalist countries as their enemy. The
problem here has in the main ceased 1o be
simple nationatism. It is reformism, and the
politics of the popular front, which are the
main threat. In the crisis of June and July for
example, the unions led by militants of the
new Brazilian left wing party, the Workers’
Panty (PT)., abandoned a major unlimited
sirike in the otl and car industries (supporied
by other groups) 1in favour of supporting a
onc-day mobilisation called by the right
wing labour federations which sull predom-
inate across most of Brazihan industry, This
general strike on 21 July was of some
size—around two million workers
stopped—but the tevel of mobitisation was
of course far smaller than the previous ex-
plosion, In place of flyving pickets scveral
thousand strong, the militants were left to
bring factones out, and to be picked up by
the police. Instead of mass spontansous
demonstrations, the lett had 1o go along with
the moderate Democratic Movement
(PMDB) the main oppusition party, which
was doing everyvthing to prescrve the image
of 1ts newly elected governor in Sao Paulo
state. The PMDB and its equivalent 1n Rio,
the PDT, led by one-time radical Leaonel
Brizola, were of course far worse. Brizola
cven opposed strike dction against the 20
percent pay cuts planned by the governemnt

k

on the basis that it *divided the people’.

Ouiside the main areas of workers mil-
itancy, where there have been massive strikes
every year (bar one) since 1978, workers were
largety passive. Andinthe interests of ‘unity’
the militants were sinking thewr dferences
with the opportunists, who are in many cases
only maintained in power by a system of
patronage and ballot-rigging.

[tis absence of 2 working class party based
in the factories, offices and other workplaces
which remains the common factor across the
key countnes of Latin America. The
potential for such orpamisations exists In
dozens of places. The impact of such organ-
isations, even of modest size, arguing con-
sislently and learming the many lessons of the
last few wyears in Chile, Brazil, Argentina,
Venezuela—could be enormous. The grip ot
reformism and nationabism, ot populst sol-
utions to the crisis, could be broken down.

There are some hopeful signs, in a few
countries. The few anti-nationalist socialists
(n Argentina, the ‘umon opposition’ 1n
Brazil, and others. It s these groupings and
the potential forces they represent which are
the hope for socialists in Latin America.

Socialist Review September 1983




NEWS & ANALYSIS: The Labour left

The gap that’s closing

The post election gloom in the
Labour Party has forced most of
the left sharply rightwards. But

a few, most notably Ken
Livingstone, seem to have

moved to the left, Pete Goodwin
assesses this trend and shows
that it 1s more illusory than real.

In the heady days ofthe rise of Bennites, Ken
Livingstone and Peter Hain stuck out as two
of the most perceprive members of the new
Labour left. Not that they agreed on every-
thing even then. But both seemed (o see
rather further than the end of Tony Benn’s
nose. Both seemed 10 be moving leftwards
and both seemed to have some appreciation
of the need for the left in the Labour Party to
build an extra parliamentary base,

But m the years since the deputy
leadership election of 1981 Livingstone and
Hain have moved in verv different
directions. And the gap between them seems
1o have grown to a chasm since the clection.
It reveals just how completely the Bennite
camp has crumbled over the years. But a
closer look reveals even more,

Peter Hain first, because he 1s swimming
with the tide. He didn’t start that way, for
Hain was one of the first Labour lefts to
openly recognise the downturn mn class
struggle and 1ts implications for the
Bennites. But the conclusion he drew was

that the Labour lett must suspend the batile

R
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insicle the party and concentrate its energies
outside. He, and the Labour Co-ordinating
Committee of which he 15 a member, were
already arguing that in early 1982,
separating themselves off from those more
naive Bennite enthusiasts who wanted a
rerun of the deputy leadership election.
The theme has become shriller since the
glectton. Writing in the New Sraresman last
meonth Hain lambasts the ‘combination of
meettngitis’ and ‘resclutionary politics’
{which) has become a substitute for the much
mere demanding and difficult task of
actively campaigning for socialist politics.’
One can see his point. The problem is what
sort of ‘socialist politics’ the campaigning
will be for. Once you accept that the battle
insicdde the Labour Party can be taken no
further, then that means the sort of ‘socalist
politics’ that the Labour Party has now—or
rather those pohitics suitably watered down
alter their battering at the last election. And
Hain 15 open, even aggressive, about accept-
ing this logic. He has come out for the
watering down on the Common Market and
council house sales and he s an enthusiastic
backer for the leadership of Neil Kinnock,
the man who personifies the whole process,

Watering down

in short, Peter Hain’s ‘campaigning for
sociahist pohtics means a little extra-
parliamenlary razzamataz to secure the
clection of a Kinnock-led Labour
government. Quite likely it will happen.
Most of the ex-Bennite left is taking Peter
Hains course, and very likely once Kinnock

Peter Hain was one of the first
Labour lefts to recognise the
downium In the class struggle.
His conclusion however was
that the Labour left must
suspend intermal party battles
with the Labour right

Ken Livingstone

is in the saddle, Hain’s proposals can
generate some enthusiasm for him. But as for
‘socialist politics”, a Labour Party led by Neil
Kinnock has as much in common with
soctalism uas the party Harold Wilson led
with similar enthusiasm into the (964
election.

Ken Livingstone has the merit of seeing
that clearly. Of all the Labour lefts
Livingstone has been rudest about Kinnock
during the leadership campaign, Indeed he
has even suggested it might be better to have
Hattersley as leader because at least no-one
would have any iliusions in him!

Livingstone also has the far greater merit
of seeing that the problem with Kinnock is
not so much that he willabandon the policies
that Labour fought the election on, but that
those policies themselves are totally
inadequate. In a number of speeches and
interviews since the election Livingstone has
clearly argued that the alternative economic
strategy 15 not even a half-way house for the
left. [ts inconsistencies were demonstrated as
clearly in an election as they would be if a
Labour government actually tnied to im-
plement them. And he has argued equally
firmly that it is no use campaigning for
ummlateral nuclear disarmament unless at the
same time you argue for Britain out of
NATO and substantial cuts in conventtonal
wEeapons,

S0 the lesson Livingstone has learned
from the election debacle is the need for 2
qualitative move to the left in Labour Party
policy and so a stepping up of the mternal
battle. And that is where Livingstone’s prob-
lems begin.

First of all, there 1s absolutely no reason to
believe that in a period of downturn in work-
ing class struggle and conseguent
demoralisation, a more left wing Labour

Party would do any better in elections.
Indeed there is every reason to believe it

would do considerably worse.

A Labour Party campaigning now on the
basis of Britain out of NATO, troops out of
[reland, and the necessity of workers taking
over industry to get out of the crisis, would,
of course, be far better for socialists, as it
would help win a significant minority of
waorkers 1o these positions, But 1t would get
hammered at the polls.
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How seriously can Livingstone
fight for his position in the Labour
Party?

And for Livingstone, when 1t comes to the
crunch. it 1s the second Fact thatcounts, For,
like all of the Labour left, he is in the business
of winning elections. If he wasn't then he
wouldn't last two minutes inside the party.
S0 when actual elections foom, Livingstone's
lcft policies are likely to be sacrificed to elec-
toral pressures just as readily as the whole of
the hard {eft Labour candidates sacrificed
their hard left policies at the last general

election.

But in the meantime can Livingstone
serionsly fight [or his position nside the
Labour Party? That brings us to the second
problem. Just imagine what such a fight
would entail. It would mean arguing to kick

‘Socialism is a new

out the right wing. It would mean quite
clearly breaking from Tony Benn and ar-
guing that he 15 wrong over the alternative
egconomic strategy and NATO. It would
mexan breaking from most of the trade union
Broad Left supporters and arguing that they
are wrong on for example import coentrols.

With the present chimate of opinlon inside
the Labour Party that would leave
Livingstone, and the rest of what remains of
the hard left, very isolated indeed. They
would incurr the wrath, not merely of the
party leadership, but of all the left union
leaders and also most of the constituency
party activists. Their position 1n the Labour
Party would be put in peril. And that is the
ong thing that they are not prepared to nsk,

Community politics

So in pracuce, Livingstone and his co-
thinkers don’t even start a serious fight in the
party for the politics they profess to believe
in. They vigorously deny that they want to
drive the right wing out of the party. They
are proud to have Tony Benn or Michael
Meacher or various left union leaders on
their platforms, and of course when they are
on those platforms they go uncriticised. To
survive the hard left need tc have the
protection of those immediately to the right
of them. But as those people build their
bridges to Kinnock (and in the case of
Meacher and most of the left union leaders
the bridge building is rapid in the extreme)
then the hard lefis hike Livingstone must
inevitably get pulled along.

The chasm that has grown between
Livingstone and Hain over the last two years
will, therefore narrow down again over the
next two, And the shift will be in Peter
Hain's, and therefore Neil Kinnock’s favour.

Anyane who doubts that should look at
the last strand in Ken Livingstone's current
position. For of course Livingstonc too, is
not content simply with ‘meetingitis” and
‘resolutionary politics’. He is clear that it is
no use simply winning battles inside the
parly. *We must support all workers’
struggles®, he argues and argues strongly.
But what, in practice, does he mean by this?

Two things,
‘community’ politics practised by the GLC
and wvarious other left Labour councils:
cheap fares, facihties for women’s groups

society of freedom-

or it is nothing.’

SOCIALISM FROM BELOW
by David McNaliy

A short history of
revolutionary socialist ideas.

50p plus 20p postage/
tan for £4 post free
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First of all the sort of

and ethnic minorities and so on. But this 1s
exactly what Peier Hain is now advocating,
what he calls *a new strategy of community
politics’. Of course 1t 1s not s0 new. The
whole of the Bennite left have been
advocating it for the last four years, and,
particularly in local government attempting
to practice it. We have examined some of the
results in Socialist Review. Over the next
years, with less money, with tghter
restrictions on local government trom the
Tories, they are likely to be even more
miserable.

Both Hain and Livingstone presumably
recognise that the room for mancuevre in
local government will probably diminish,
Perhaps they can compensate for this by
slepping up other party activity. Hain argues
that Labour parliamentary candidates
‘should start work in the local community,
mounting personal canvasses, taking up
local issues, dealing with casework, and
publicising such activity’. Livingstone would
not dissent. But even supposing 1t happens
what does it amount to? The sort of
‘community’ pohtics practiced for years by
the Liberals in some inner City areas.

The second strand of Livingstone’s
‘support for workers’ struggles” is activity In
the unions. Livingstone, like all the rest of
the Labour hard left, make much of wanting
such activity stepped up. But what sort of
activity in the unions? Again, Livingsione
and all the rest of the T.abour hard letts
agree: building the ‘new’ Broad Left in the
Unions.

Complete agreement

But on this second strand of extra-
parliamentary activity they also find
themselves today in virtually complete
agreement with Peter Hain. For Hain’s
Labour Co-ordinating Committee has been
deeply enmeshed with the ‘new’ Broad Lef1s
in the unions over the last few years.
Probably rather more deeply enmeshed than
Ken Livingstone.

Like the ‘new’ community politics, the
‘new” Broad Lefts are not nearly so new as
they would like to think. Like their
predecessors whose greatest triumph was
getting Hugh Scanlon elected as president of
the engineering union they are essentially
electoral organisations geared to capturing
union positions. And just as the triumph of
Scanlon’s election proved to be a hollow one
so will the ‘new’ Broad Left victories where
they occur.

That is not simply & matter of speculaticn
about the future. It 5 already happening.
The new left leadership in the NUR s
accepting deals on the rallways at least as
bad as its right wing predecessors. And on
the Labour Party front both it and the new
left lecadership of the POEU have swung
virtually unchallenged bchind Kinnock.
Peter Hain would approve of that, Ken
Livingstone would not. But both support the
Broad [.cft strategy that inevitably resulted
in It.

So it s not just that the chasm between
Livingstione and Hain wiff be closed over the
next couple of years. On the question of
extra-parliamentary action it dogsn’t exist in
the first place.
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION: Sun

The strike by clerical workers at
the Sur newspaper 1n the early
summer brought out some of
the strengths and weaknesses of
disputes in the present period.
Jane Bernstein explains:

THE immediate cause of the strike was the
sacking of a night telephonist, allegedly for
sleeping at work. The man was “inslantly’
dismissed for serious misconducl-—more
than (wo weeks after the offence was
supposed  te have taken place. In  the
intervening weeks he had continued to do his
normal duties. The manager concerned n
the sacking—Tony Britton—did not
produce any cevidence against him and
totally ignored the recognised disciphinary
procedures.

The sacking was clearly a threat to the
wholec SOGAT 32 clenical chapel, winch has
nearly 300 members. The chapel voted for
strike action.

This scction of the workforce had never
been militant and unul wvery recently was
badly organised. The FOC (convenor) had
been elected only six months before, replac-
ing one of the worst convenors in the clerical
branch.

The new FOC had a history of malitancy
and a background in revolutionary politics.
He had been the steward tor the switchboard
for a long time whtch had been involved m a
number of disputes with Britton, including a
strike lasting several weeks about five years
ago. After the swilchboard was transferred
into the clerical chapel, he successtully built
a base there.

The hirst problem facing the strikers was
the same problem faced by clerical workers
almost everywhere—lack ot direct power
over the productive process. They knew that
stopping the Sun appraring—even for a few
days—would almost certainiy achieve
reinstatemcnt and victory. In the current
bingo-circulation war on Fleet Strect, Sun
management can’t afford (o losc copies.

At the very least, they nceded elfective
blacking of their work. At best they wanted
solidarity action tfrom SOGAT pI‘ﬂductiDn
workers and others. Alter the first couple of
davs, picketing was cxcellent, involving a
large part of the chapel on g rota trom bam (o
10pm. The women in particular were very
involved and very militant on the picket.

But the production workers crossed the

picket, Worse, they accepted work done by

scabs—management and non-unien labour
—and agreed to have their methods ol pay-
ment changed. One ol the ways clerical
workers can affect production s through the
wages otfices being out and therelore the
stopping of pay to production workers.
SOGAT officials did nothing to enforee
blacking and did not make the sirike official,
the excuse the production workers used as
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Militancy isn’t enough

they crossed the picket hine.

The officials went further than this. Thev
systematically excluded the clerical FOC
from negotiations while they proposed
wondertul compromises such as that the
sacked 1elephonist should be suspended
without pay! They also spread the story that
the dispute was caused by a personal feud
between the FOC and Britton,

The clerical chapel leadership tricd to
approach the NGA for support directly.
Although sympathetic, they naturally
arpued that they couldn't come out while
there were SOGAT members sull working.

Accepted compromise

Throughout the week ot stnke. the chapel
was amazingly solid. They had three mass
meetings and not a single member raised a
call for a return to work. Unfortunately the
chapel leadcrship were afraid to tell the
membership about the fact that the FOC had
been kept out of negotiations, and about just
how bad the otficials were. Because the
chapel was so inexperienced, they feared 1t
would lead to demoralisation and a collapse
of the strike.
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[t was a persuasive argument, but
completely mistaken. 1f you fecl you cannot
rcly on the membership, vou end up relying
on the burcaucrats. By the end of the week
the pressure on the chapel leadership o
accept 4 COMPromise was enormous, Since
the general secrctary of SOGAT, Bill Keys,

had been brought L1,
We n the SWP had suggested holding a

mass picket on the following Monday night,
and had prepared a leaflet for distribution in
Fleet Street on Saturday night and Monday
morning. The chapel leadership agreed that
it was necessary to escalate the dispute. But
by Friday night they were backing ofl and by
Monday the strike was over. The deal which
was made involved the sacked man being
emploved in a different department pending
an enyguiry.  Although this was by no
means a terrible defeat fuil remnstatement
could have been achieved, which was the aim
of the strike. [t1s indicative of the strength of
the chapct over theissue that 40 people voted
against the deal. The man mvolved s still
working in another job, as the enquiry was
called off the following week.

There are clearly other lights ahead with
Murdoch™ plans to move the Sun to
Wapping and rationalise the clerical statfing
of the Sun and Times newspapers.

* * #*

A particularly sad feature of the strike was
the role plaved by the electricians. People
will remember the marvellous solidarity
shown by the EETP press branch with the

Wﬁﬁw'ﬁ "‘Lﬁ”ﬁ‘” RS S

-
v.-mv“-”:t':z: Y

R ET“W‘;?*
] SR'\EP-\:--\:--:

.
§ERA mmﬁ" X
Tl
SEEE c-:;g-:a:-:-ﬂ-m::tﬂ-:a:--:--:- :
) - EET -c-\.
A

Ce e e _.
e R L

------

+++++

o

. :

Thespm i‘n the EETFU press brant:h over whether or not 1o join Sﬂ GAT pravenred
them glving solidarity to the strikes for fear of upselling SOGAT's general secrelary

Biil Keys (insel)
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health workers, which defied Tebbit’s law.
The press branch has long been one of the
groups in Fleet Street most ready 1o support
other workers in struggle. This time an
internal  split  wrecked the chance of
sohdarity.

The split tn the press branch 1s essentially
over whether or not ta leave the EETPU and
Join SOGAT. The press branch has long
been a thorn in Chapple’s side, and many of
1ts members are fed up with battling inside
the EETPLUL Others suw certain possibilities
(electoral ones) opening up there. Others,
cspecially apprentices, were worried that 1t
they lelt the EETPL Lheir job prospects
would be restnicted o Fleet Street or perhaps
the print trade generally. The result has been
a terrible mess.

The bulk of members are now 1In SOGAT,
but without the autonomous branch they
were promised. They are presently in the
l.ondon machine branch, and presumably
under Keys® thumb as they were under
Chappte's before, only they are in a worse
position at the moment. There 1s still a
possible row between Chapple and Keys
over SOGAT's breach of the Bridhington
agreemment on poaching, The electricians
can’t altord to upset Keys.

Political organisation

Those who wanted 10 join SOGAT argued
that it would place them in a better position
tor support other Fleet Street workers, What
happened at the Sun was the direct opposite.
Those in SOGAT argued that they had to
cross the picket line because their future was
in the balance and Keys hadn’t made the
dispute offictal, Those sull in the EETPU
argued that if they came out the SOGAT
electricians would still be working. Some of
the clectrictans offered to man the picket
while the clericals had their chapel meetings
—the picket they were crossing! They also
paid for the clerical chapel to hire a hall for
their mecting. Their 1nstincts were to show
solidarity but were wrecked by the tragic
sphit.,

What the strike at the Sun shows very
clearly 15 that militancy isn’t  enough,
Political organisation 1s essential. Of course
SWP stewards also make mistakes, but our
stress on the rank and file saves usfrom some
and heips us to correct others. Individuals,
however principled and militant, cannot
substitute  themselves for the mass of
workers, In the present period especially
they will find themselves sucked towards the
burcaucracy.

When their membership is passive, 1t s all
too easy 1o Justify manoeuvrings on dehaif of
the members. When workers do mowve,
militants can be caught between them and
officials determined (o sell out, Because they
are accustomed to a passive membership,
they find it hard to change gear and operate
openly. involving everybody 1 the fight. In
the case of the Swn much that the chapel
lcadership did was absolutely correct—
holding mass meetings, having everybody
involved in the picketing, actively seeking
support from other workers—therr mistake
was not to see that the only counterweight 1o
the olficials 1s a lully informed and involved
rank and tile.
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION: POEU

Failures of the Broad Left

The victory of the Broad Left in
the Post Office Engineering
Union executive elections came
as a surprise (o everyone —
including the Broad Left
themselves. It came at a crucial
time for telecom workers, as the
threat of privatisation came
nearer. Ann Rogers and Marta
Wohrle look at the tactics the
union have adopted to fight this
threat.

The government’s privatisation plans for
British Telecom will not only mean massive
job losses {up to 10,000 on some estimates), 1t
will also lead 1¢ a decimanon of the union, as
a major industry Is parcelled up into smaller
components, But, even though they are faced
with this back-to-the-wall scenaric, the
Broad Left leadership of the POEU s
playing around with selective action, rather
than trying to organise an all-cut strike.

There are two problems when 1t comes to
organising an all-out strike against the
privatisation of BT. The first is the general
one of the lack of confidence in the class at
the moment, The second is that the fight is
directly political. The pgovernment Is
ideclogically committed to privatisation,
and it would be a major and very pubiic
climbdown for them to backtrack on this
commitment. This means that they will
almost certainly be prepared to sustain a
high level of cost and inconvenience in order
to defeat the POEU. In this situation a
strategy of selective action is extremely un-
likely 1o work. The level of delay and
nuisance which it causes 1s one which the
government will be quite willing to ride out.

There has long been a fecling within the
POEU that the union is *powerful’, although
in reality its strength is largely untested. The
supposed reason for this strength is the
importance of telecommunications
networks for business and government. The
potential to stop the City overnight is kept
like a rabbit in a magician’s hat, ready to be
pulled out should it ever be needed.

There has been much dispute among
POEU members about how long 11 will 1ake
the City to grind to a halt, should the
engineers servicing its telecommunications
networks be pulled out. The likelihood s
that things would not fall to bits quite as
guickly as some peaple think. But this sort of
argument misses a major question, which is
not to do with technology but 15 to do with
tdeas.

Stopping the City would be to dmectly
challenge a major power centre of
capitalism, and to risk causing economic
chaos on a mass scale. To challenge such a

~ central part of the system as we know it

requires a very confident group of workers,
and at least leading mulitants who are
prepared to put forward socialist arguments.
This situation does neot exist now, and the
Broad Left leadership of the union know
this.

Creating a situatton where rank and file
workers are prepared to take this sort of
action involves, paradoxically, generahsing
and spreading the struggle as widely as
possible, Only an all-out strike will create the
upswell of confidence and solidarity in which
workers will be able to force the union
leadership into a course of action which so
directly challenges, not just the organisation
of one industry, but the central econamic
organisation of society,

Il there was an all-out strike in BT certain
areas would be more important than others
in putting the pressure on the government.
Any ruling class is going to be more worred
if its banking system grinds to a halt than if
the residents of, say, Brixton lose their
domestic phones. But because these
important areas involve putting on direct
political pressure the feeling of power and
the possibility of changing things which
comes from an all-out strike will be essential.

Selective strikes

The situation which currently exists in the
POEU is a million miles away from this. The
selective action taken to stop the
introduction of the Mercury private network
has been perfecily suited to the bureaucratic
left rhetoric style of politics so beloved of the
Broad Left. They assume that they can
manoeuvre around the problem that there 1s
no mass feeling for a strike, by having what
almost amounts to a series of secret strikes.
Small selective actions, which they do not
bother to publicise throughout the industry,
s0 workers who are not on strike have no
idea what 15 going on. .

The history of selective strikes, from the
AUEW’s 1972 campaign to the hospital
strikes last year, shows that they tend 1o
isolate and demoralise those taking part,
while the prospect of spreading the action
gets more remote the longer se]efﬁve action
drags on. Numbers involved i¥ selective
strikes by the POEU can be very small
indeed: the recent targeting of the Bank of
England involved only ecight members
actuzlly on strike, and 1t 1s estimated that
repairs and maintenance could be entirely
withdrawn from the whole of Whitehall by~
under three dozen.

Management attitudes have hardened,
and in 1981 selective action at computer
centres by another, union, the small section
of the Society of Civil and Public Servants
employed by Telecom, was smashed very
quickly by management scabbing. Selective
strikes by the POEU could be mopped up by
moving in management grade engineers as
repairs become nocessary.
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David Norman POEU treasurer speaking al the Hands Off BT raily held in London

The fact seems to be that no one 1s sure just
how much disruption will be caused by any
selective strike, since there is no certamnty
that any particuiar cquipment will break
down, cven 1n the more vulnerable new
technology installations (a small minority of
all installations}.

There are even more scrious problems
about the union’s ability to select the areas
for action. If management take the hard line,
instru<ting members outside the selected
group to carry out repairs and suspending
them when they refuse, they will in effect be
selecting weak areas tor lockout {reatment
rather than letting the union choose strong
arzas for strike action.

Tle Broad Left have seriously
overestimated the effectiveness of the selec-
tive action so far. At the same time they have
underestimuted the willingness of  the
company's Mmanagement to escalate action
thenselves by calling in management or
whie collar scabs, picking on  weak
provincial areas and suspensions.

All-out strike

Up until now selective action has been
very much nibbling away at the edges of
Tory government policy. If the action 1s
escalated it will not only bring the union inte
conflict with the government, it will also put
them in breach of the Employment Act. To
defend sections or individuals against a
government which will go to great lengths 10
push its privatisation plans through will need
a rapid escalation and generalisation of the
action, The leadership of the POEU could
well find itself in the position of having to
call its members out 1o smash the Employ-
ment Act.
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Within the POEU the Broad Lett are busy
denouncing calls for an all-out strike as
ultra-left nonsense. Their reasons for this
attitude are mteresting because they throw
the [aults of their poltics and their way of
operating into very sharp relief,

To take the most plausible argument they
have first: that POEU members would not
support an all-out strike, This may be true,
but oneistempted to usk whythe Bread Left
are running 4 union in which they can't get
the members on strike when faced with the
biggest ever threat to their industry, The
truth 15 the Broad Left leadership haven't
tried very hard to get a strike. A mass
propaganda campaign, using the strongest
sections as an example, and a bit of leading
from the {front could change the situation
dramatically. Selective action only makes
the problem woerse. Most rank and file
workers do not know what 1s going on and
the few who are on strike teel solated and
vulnerable.

The second argument is that the POEU
could not afford an all-out strike, They have
a strike fund of £1% nullion which the
Icadership say would quickly disappearinan
all-out strike,

Of course this argument 1gnores the fact
that the union has ather funds. Getting the
leadership to release these funds tor stoike
pay is always a major political batilefor rank
and file militants during any strike.

Much more important though is the fact
that a large scale strike against privatisatron
would be relatively easy to generalise, at least
¢asier than most other disputes in this
period. It would be comparitively easy to get
solidarity from other trade umontsts. It 15
now obwvious to most workers who identily
with the union that a major attraction of
privatisation is its potential to weaken unton
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organisation, and thus drive down wages
and conditlons.

When you consider that it has been
possible for the SWP to collect money foran
almost unknown strike like Greenings
almost single-handed, you can see that even
in the midst of the downturn there is 2 pool
of opposition to the Tories. A fight against
privatisation which won wouid blow a large
hole 1 the Tories’ confidence and
credibility, because it would undcrmine one
ot their central policies. 1t would also have 1o
confront the govenment head on, Thus it
would increase and strengthen that pool of
OppOsItIon.

Spread the action

So the reasons.the POEU leadership give
for not calling an all-out strike are recally a
smokescreen for their own nability to
organise, and a reflection of their lack of
understanding about how and when
consciousness changes,

Furthermore, they have no Hoice but to
spread the gction. Selective action in BT has
confirmed what workers in other highly
technical industries have already
learned—that  puliing out a few Key
technicians just means that their jobs can be
covered by supervisory statf or managenment.

It also allows management to take the
initiative. The ‘guerrilla’ tactic might look
very good on paper, but 1n practice it reans
management can choose to lay off groups of
workers and that they are determining the
pace of the strike. This 1s what hashappened
in BT and it is a sign that the union is losing.
Unless the POEU changes its tactics quickly
it is certain to lose, and the Tories will

have achieved a major policy objective.
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INTERNATIONAL

The massacre of Tamils in Sri
Lanka was the final outcome of
a long history of imperialist
manouevres, petit-bourgeois
nationalism and reformist
failures. Barry Pavier explains
the background.

The island ot Cevlon has been occupied by
many different powers. The Tamil
population of Northern Ceylon came with
the eleventh century Chola kings from
southern India, Subsequent invaders were
the Portuguese and Dutch and, in 1802, the
British,

Departing from previous practice, the
British attacked the kingdom of Kandy in
the central highlands, and overran the state
in 1815, thus gaining control of the whole

18land.
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British rule was difterent from that of the
Portuguese and Dutch. They seized over a
million agres tn the central highlands,
including all forest, waste, and uncultivated
land. This action dispossessed tens of
thousands of peasants, and deprived them of
access to wood and grazing land. The
colonial state then sold off this land 1o pros-
pective plantation owners,

The dispossessed peasants were not con-
sidered likely to provide a reliable
workforce. The British began to 1mport
Tamil workers from south-west India as
indentured labourers. This process, which
began 1n the [840s, created the Tamii
plantation workers of the central highlands.
Theyendured lives of immense privation and
oppression. But to the dispossessed Sinhala
peasants, it appeared that the Tamils werein
part the agents of their mistfortune, Part of
the basis of Sinhala nationalism was laid
down.

For most of the colomal period the British
ran Ceylon as a plantation economy but they
were compelled to expand the industrial base
durmg World War Il. They favoured the
Tamils of the north 1o the extent of giving
them a disproportionate number of Jobs in
the colonial bureaucracy.

1l

Divided working class

One peculiarity of colonial rule was the
introduction in 1931 of universal suffrage for
elections to the legislative assembly. In 19335
the Tamil plantation workers elected five of
their own number and seven from the Lanka
Sama Samaj Party (LSSP), a party which in
1939 declared for Trotsky—as opposed to
Stalin.

There was no anti-imperialist struggle
worth the name in Ceylon. The British left in
1948 as part of their general withdrawal from
South Asia. The new government of the
United Naticnal Party {(UNP) was mainly
composed of former collaborators. Never-
theless they 1immediately passed a law which
removed citizenship from most of the Tamil
plantation workers, That laid the oniy basis
of Sinhala *‘nanconalism’™—vicious anti-Tamil

racism. At a stroke, this removed most of the

electoral base of the left parties (a
Communist Party (CP) had been formed in
the early 1940s),
For parties with revolutionary politics this
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would not have been an insuperable
problem. It rewvealed the reformist
degeneration of the left in Ceylon that this
move produced, over a decade, a major shiit
in perspectives. [f you are a reformist party
attempting to gain office through
parhiament, then people without a vote
cannot be central to vour politics. The
reaction of the left enabled this measure to
destroy the unified waorking class of Ceylon
and replace it by a Tamil plantation working
class and & Sinhala working class,
permanently divided.

By 1956 bourgecis politics suffered a
major shift as the militant Sinhala petit-
bourgeoisie, reaping the benefits of free
education but unable to get all the siate
employment that they desired, threw up a
party of national chauvinism, the MEP, led
by SWRD Bandaranaike. This party won the
election of 1956 on a programme of
unadulterated Sinhala nationahism.

The new regime began a campaign of
systematic discrimination against Tamils In
the publc sector. The left was still capable of
mobilising organised workers against the
anti-Tamil riots of 1958, but in the early
1960s both the LSSF and the CP finalty
capitulated to reformism as, 1n 1964, they

joined a coalition with the renamed MEP,
the Sri Lanka Freedom Party (SILFP). led by
Sirnmavoe Bandaranalke after the
assassination of her husband in 1960,

The SLFP adopted a strategy of
development through state capitalism,
reflecting the needs of 1ts political base, the
Sinhala petit-bourgeoisie. Their demands
for employment were metbyanexpansion of
the state sector of the economy. This was
guite enough for the LSSP and CP to label
the SLFP as progressive, and they remained
atigned with it during the period of UNP rule
in 1963-70, fighting a successtul united
election campaign in 1970, |

During the first coalition, in 1964, a fatal
move was made in the so-calied Sinmavo-
Shastri pact with India. Under this
agreement 525,000 Tamil plantation
workers were to be compulsorily repatriated
to India, in return for 300,000 being given
Cevlonese citizenship. The fate of the
remaining {50,000 was to be decided later.

Compromise

By 1980 280,000 had been repatriated,
most of whom languished in refugee camps,
whiie 160,300 had been granted citizenship,
and the restremained intheir stateless limbo,
Both left parties were prepared to be part of a
government which negotiated and operated
this vicious anti-working class measure, and
none of the left has made a central point of
their politics to campaign against the
deportation of the largest group of workers
in the country.

By this action the left allied themselves
with the party of state capitalism. Sinhala
national chauvimism, and anti-Tamil racism.
The new government elected 1n 1970 showed
its colours by ifmposing the Sinhala
nationalist name for the state, Sri Lanka. As
the crisis of the economy and the state
sharpened 1 the early seventies, the left
hecame stranded.

By 1974 pressure from their working class
base compelled the LSSP to campaign on
¢oonomic issues and to make covert attacks
on the SLFP.

This led to their expulsion from the
government in 973, the CP staving put.
Meanwhile the SLFP attempted to
implement a constitutional dictatorship in
the manner of Indira Gandhi's Crgeregency

. Tegime in India.

This attempt to stave off the consequences
of the international crisis collapsed in 1977,
In the July elections the UNP made a
recovery and almost wiped out the
parllamentary representation of the erst-
while coalition, gaining 139 seats oul of 16K,
Tamil parties from the north ended up as the
main opposition, with 14 seats,

The basis for this spectacular reversal of
fortunes was the etfect of the post-1973
recession, which knocked the stufiing out of
the SLFP’s economic strategy. The left were
hopelessly compromised by their comphicity
with the Bandaranaike regime.

The UNP government of J R Jayvawardene
pursued a free market economic policy,
opening up the economy to foreign invest-
ment 10 the futile hope of turming 1t into an
Asian boom economy on the model ot
Singapore. The policy has been a complete
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flop, but the UNP has been protected from
the consequences of ns sirategy by the
political shambles ol the left and thetuct that
1t has pinched the pohitics of Sinhala national
chauvinism off the ailing SLFP.

Anti-Tamil  riots followed the UNP
elecuion victory n July 1977, The Tamil
bourgeois parties, united as the Tamil
United Liberation Front (TULF), had
fought the election on the demand [or
‘Eelam’ a separate Tamil state in the north.
When 1t became quite clear that the UNP
regime had no intention ot conceding Eclam,
a section of Tamil petit-bourgeais youth spht
from the TULF to form the ‘Liberaticn
Tigers', who from early 1979 began a
terrorist campdaign against Tamil
government officials and Sri Lanka army
and palice personnel In the north.

This has provoked the virtual occupation
of the north by the army and police, and
generally stirred up a reaction from Sinhala
racism, which produced a more serious
outbreak of anti-Tamil rioting in June 1981,

The Tamil plantation workers of the
central highlands have been left as helpless
spectators to this, and the Tamil separatist
movement has never made a serious attempt
to involve them, for the simple reason that
the plantation workers can never be inte-
grated into Eelum, That is the essential flaw
of Tamil separatism: without the workers,
they cannot win, but if the workers do win,
then that will mean the defeat of Sinhala
national chauvinism and the removal of any
need for a separate state.

Deep racism

Following the 1981 riots the government

passed an Ant-Terrorism Act which gave
the army and police sweeping powers of
arrest, detention and torture. Since that time
the norih has been 10 a virtual state of scige,
with the Tigers continuing Lo carry out
terrorist actions, such as the killing of
thirteen soldiers which sparked ofl the recent
DORTOMS,

While all this has been taking place
Javawardene has been able o push through
constitutional changes aimed at shoring up
his regime. In 1978 the parliamemary sysiem
left by the British was replaced by a French-
styie directly-elected President, who
appointed the govermmment. Javawardenc
took the post, and was re-elected at the end
of 1982, He¢ then pushed through a
referendum in March this year extending the
life of the parliament elected in 1977 for a
further six years. This achieved two things.
Firstly it avoided elections which would have
produced some opposition gains. Secondly it
disabled the opposition, who have all
followed electoral strategies and been left
stranded by Jayvawardene’s actions,

This applics ¢cven to the JVP, a split trom
the CP who launched a nising in 1971, They
were suppressed by the Bandaranaike regime
and thus notcompromised like the restof the
left, and o had the opportunity of building a
revolutionary party. But they compromised
themsclves by sectarianism and by ther
failure to break {rom their Stalinist roots.
This led them o playving bourgeois
politics, using the working class as 4 counter
itt the game, and they did oot take g stand
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against Sinhala nationalism.

They have hidden behind quotes from
Lenin on the national question, when what
was needed was a simple statement along the
lines:

‘We campaign for fuil rights for all Tamil
workers and the right of return for any
workers deported under the agreement.’

That would be quite encugh to fight
Sinhala national chauvinism, on a basis of
working class politics, not the nationality
politics of separatism.

But this 15 precisely what the left has not
campatgned for. ¥Jntil they do so there is no
way for them to break the political
domination that the Sinhala petit-
bourgeoisie has built up over the Sinhala
working class, No workers' movement worth
the name can now be built unless the
campaign against Sinhala nationalism fis
fought. As the recent pogroms have shown,
racism has penetrated deep into the Sinhala
working class,

The left have now reaped the rewards of
their reformism, for Jaywardene has taken
the opportunity provided by the riots to ban
the JVP, CP and the Nava Sama Samaj Party
(a split from the LSSP, aligned with the
Militant, of all people),

The prospect now is that matters may be
taken out of their hands by Indira Gandhi.
She 15 under great pressure, especially in the
south of India, to intervene to ‘protect’ the
Tamils of the north, For reasons of electoral
cxpediency, and the chauvimst desires of the
Indian ruling class 1o become the protector
of the Indian Ocean, her regime may
undertake a Cyprus-style invasion, occupy-
ing the Tamil north. Jayawardene has
already created the conditions for this by the
mass evacuation of Tamils from the south to
the north.

Failure of the left

If this ever came to pass, it would be a
major disaster. The Tamil state in the north
would become a rotten borough of corrupt

bourgeocis politicians. It would consolitate
Sinhala national chauvinism, making iteven
more difficult for the left to reorganise, It
would place the Taml plantation workers (n
a horrendous position, outside the zone of
Indian occupation and open qprgets for
attacks by racist mobs organised by the
Sinhala  petit-bourgeociste. The whole
shambles would be topped off by the certain
capitulation of most of the Indian left into
supporting Indira Gandhi’s intervention as a
‘progressive’ Mmeasure,

Even if this does not happen, the
working class of Ceylon remains divided by
the Sinhala petit-bourgeocisie, into Tamil
plantation workers on the one hand and a
Sinhala working class on the other, This
means soctalists must place uniting the
working class at the centre of their politics.

i the left in Ceylon had done this in the
30s they would never have abandoned the
Tamil plantation workers, and would have
becen able to fight Sinhala national
chauvimism. Instead they embraced
parliament, reformism, and the SLFP.
[nstead of Ceylon, they got Sr1 Lanka, that
was the inescapable result of their
reformism.
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Mitterrand’s ‘Socialist’ Imperialism

French loreign policy since the left’s 1981

election victory has included a fair dose of

‘third worldist” and “*human nghts’ rhetoric
— emanating in particular from foreign
affairs advisor and former intimate of Che
Guevara, Regis Debray. Increasingly,
however, the key word in the foreign policy
declarations of Mitterrand and Foreign
Atfairs Mimster Cheysson has  been
‘realism’,

Realism for them means an export dnive
tor French military hardware, including the
sale of nuclear technology to Trag. It was
even elastic enough 1o allow Mitterrand to
angrily reject Andropov’s recent proposal to
limit French and British nuclear capability
48 part ol a general arms agreement on the
grounds that the French capability was
purely defensive and to then confirm the
construction of & new nuclear weapons-
carrying submarine.

The French empire

So despite the obvious diplomatic risks 1n
Central and South America, the Miderrand
povernmenl was able (o give enthusiastic and
solid backing to Thatcher and P'ym against
‘Argentinian  aggression’  without, giving
itselt any headaches.

But why did it do s0? One of the main
reasons is that just like Britain, Erance still
has colonies to defend against potenual
rivals as well as any nternal threats from
nationalist and revolutionary movements.

L'ntil the 19505 the French Empire was a
vast land muass extending from Saigon to
Dakar, via Beirut and Algiers. Today 11 §s
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Mitterrand’s prompt dispatch of
troops to Chad served as a
reminder that his ‘socialist’
government continues to
maintain large garrisons in
former French colonies. As T
Fabrice shows, Mitterrand also
wants to hang on to those
genutn¢ colonial possessions that
France still has.

essentially a dispersion of, mainly exotc,
Islands. There are French possessions in the
Pacitic {including the atomic bomb-testing
facilities of Muroroa and & condominicn
with  Britain, the New Hebrides), the
Cartbbean, Antarctica and the North
Allantic. 1In addition, France’s one
continental possession, Guyana, gives her a
foothold in South America together with an
icdeal launching site for the European nivalto
America’s Space Shuttle, Arane.

This list omits one very important French
possesston, the Mediterrancan island of
Corsica, which is the base for sizeable
contingents of the French Foreign Legion.
The main Corsican nationalist movement,
the ENT.C, declared a truce after the election
of Mitterrand’s Socialist government only to
renew hostilities last year, both in Corsica
and on the mainland. intcrior Mimster
Defferre responded by using an old anti-
fascist law to banthe FNLC and despatching

a notonous ‘super-cop’ to head the island’s
police, who were suspected of sofiness to-
wards the nationalist resistance.
Mitterrand’s toreign policy, though little
diffcrent from his predecessors’ in substance,

does differ in form. Regional
decentralisation, involving the election of
local assembhies open o ‘moderate’

nationalists, bhas been accompamed by
economic dand legal retorms, Radical and
autonomist movements have been handied
more intelligently. Demands tor greater
recognition of local history, cultures and
languages have been met. In conseguence,
repression is used now more as a policy of
tast resort.

v
System of dependence

Stili, nowhere does the right of self-
determination appear in the Socialist
programme. On the contrary, when accused
by the racist and colonialist right of ‘selling
out’ French interests, soclalist ministers are
guick to reaffirm the inalienable attachment
ol the overseas possessions to the
‘latherland’. .

Nor, despite minor institutional reforms,
is the constitutional and economic
framework to be touched. France officially
does not have ‘colomes’. Instead it has
‘overseas territories’ (TOMs) and ‘overseas
departments’ (DOMs). The latter are
considered to be part of France and their
inhabitants have full French citizenship.

Since the creation of the DOMs in 1946,
with the support of the local CPs and others
who today tavour ‘autcnomy as a step to-
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wards national independence’, they have
become more thoroughly locked into a
system of dependence than ever before.
Traditional industries like sugar have
declined and given way to tourism.
Emigration 1o France has been officially en-
couraged as a solution 1o economic
backwardness and high birth rates. The net
result of all this is a wvicicus circle of
backwardness and dependence that none of
the policies of the Mitterrand government
even begin to threaten.

Political reform, for example, has gone noe
further than the election of regional
assemblies in each of the DOMs by
propoertional representation. A slightly more
radical Bill to merge the regional and
‘departmental’ assemblies was successfully
opposed by the right on the grounds that 1t
would encourge separatism by creating a
sort of local parliament.

The political situation tn the TOMs and
DOMs which elect deputies and senators to
the French parliament 1s marked by a high
level of abstentions—over 50 percent in
SOme Cases.

The right 1s in a strong position, due net
only to its natural support amongst the
privileged groups in the population —
mainly whites — but also because of
patronage and cerruption.

The reformaist left, the Socialist Parties, the
CPs, as well as local parties such as the
Progressive  Martinique Party, 15 well-
established, though much of its support
derives from the same ‘clientism’, the same
distribution of favours in return for votes as
that practised by the right. But in electoral
terms it 15 in a contradictory situation.

Increased social tension

In the first round of the 1981 presidential
election, Mitterrand’s share of the vote ac-
tually collapsed everywhere in comparison
with his 1974 showing, with the so-called
legitimist’ voters giving a massive majority
to Giscard. Yet 1in the general election a few
weeks later, the left not only consolidated its
existing position bhut picked up a number of
seats from the right. In part this turnabout
was due to the fact that many traditionahist
voters who backed Giscard in April voted
for the new ‘legitimate powet’ It France 1n
June. But in part it was because of tllusions
in the abtlity of the local Socialists and
Communists to “get things done’ by pulling
the right strings in Paris. Not surprisingly,
many careerists have jumped on the Socialist
bandwagon since the election.

The credibility of the reformist parties is
weakened by their ambiguity on the question
of national independence. The CPs have
evolved from outright support of the “French
connecticn’ to a moderate nationalism
which even led the CP in Martinique to
boycott French CP candidate Marchais’
presidential election campaign. The Sociahst
Parties, generally committed to soeme form
of autonomy, have in practice called a
moritorium on the issue to avoid em-
barrassing the government. They also
contain ‘assimiiationists’ who urge an even
greater integration with France.

The revolutionary left and the nationalist
groups also have a small but not insignificant
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audience in those territories where there 1san
organised working class with a tradition of
struggle. In recent years the trade union
movemnent has seen a growing split betwen
the reformist organisations linked with the
French unions and the local unions
connected with militant nationalist
movements and inspired by semi-Maoist
ideas.

Prosidant Milterrand

That there 15 nowhere today a real threat
to French rule does not mean that French
capitalism and its local acoclytes have no
problems. No government 1n Paris, whatever
its political colour, can wish away the
worsening economic problems, or the social
tensions caused by the glaring class and
racial inequalities and the population
explosion,

In New Caledonia the indigenous Kanaks
are in open Tevolt against French
colonialists, a revolt which the government is
trying to appease by introducing land
reform. In January of this year Kanakskilled
two policemen in an ambush following a
dispute with a white farmer.

In the two West Indian ‘departments’,
Guadeloupe and Martinique, social tension
breaks out periodicallyin the form of strikes,
land occupatiens and violent confrontations

with the colomal army and the police.

French ‘overseas departments’ do not
exist in 1solation. Developments within them
are becoming increasingly dependent upon
what happens in neighbeuring regions, The
impact of ‘radical’ cultural forms such as
Rastafarianism on the young unemployed of
the French West Indies, which is under-
mining the grip of Roman Catholic
traditionahism, 15 one visible sign.
Nationalist and revolutionary ideas have a
much bigger audience in the younger
generation than amongst their parents, who
are often keenly attached to the ‘benefits’ of
French ¢itizenship.

Deepening gulf

More ditficult to predict is the impact of
the political upheavals taking place In
Central America {Nicaragua, E]l Salvador),
the Caribbean ((Grenada, mass working class
struggles in Trinidad) and the Indian Ocean
(the left wing landslhide in Maritius). We can
discard the ‘revolutionary armed struggle’
rhetoric of some, mainly petit bourgeois,
nationalist groups and therefore, the pros-
pect of another Vietnam or Algeria in the
near future. But we are still left with a
deepening gulf between the interests and
aspirations of the mass of the colonised
pecples and those of their French and local
exploiters.

That this gulf will find expression in bitter
mass struggles against French ¢olomalism in
the not-too-distant future is certain. That the
opportunities afforded by these explosiens
will be lost 5 eqgually certain unless
revolutionaries in these colenies doggedly
resist the puil of ‘third worldism’ and
‘Maoism’ and set about the hard task of
building organisations capabie of becoming
the nucleus of mass revolutionary parties, To
do this they will need 1o develep a clear line
on the revolutionary potential of the
working class, on national oppression on the
class struggle at home and tinally, on the
class nature of the “anti-imperialist’ regimes
in Cuba, Nicaragua and eisewhere,
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MARX CENTENARY

The national question

gxplained in her earlier article in this series
on 1848, Marx saw the fundamental tasks of
the German revelution as the sweeping away
of all the feudal remnants to which the
aristrocracy clung so tenaciously and the

Chiristine Kenny looks at Marx’s
developing ideas on the national
question from the revolution of

1848 through to his later studies
of India and {reland.

For Marx and Engels the national question
was never a matter of morality or of
sympathy with oppressed peoples, nor of
abstract rights and international justice.
Their attitude te national independence
rested on an assessment of the revolutionary
potential offered by each situation. It 15
difficult to find in their writings any global
set of prescriptions us to when national
liberation movements should be supported
and when they should be resisted. But it s
never difficult to see the passionate interest
that they took in the question.

As revolutionaries in Germany in 1848
there was no way that they could aveid the
issue. The whole of Eastern and Central
Europe was alive with national liberation
struggles—in Poland and Hungary, among
the Slav peoples of the Austrian Empire. In
Germany itself the task of natonal
unification, replacing the 36 states with a
centralised republic, was the guestion of the
day.

For Marx, the practical assistance that the
German bourgeoisie gave to the nalional
struggles was a real test of its determination
to acl as a revolutionary class. The attitude
of the liberation movements to the Crerman
revolution was a measure of their own
revolutionary potential.

How determined were the German

bourgeoisic to be revolutionary? Un-
fortunately, hardly at all. As Norah Carlin
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establishment of & democratic united
republic under which both capitalism and a
strong and independent workers” movement
could develop, Marx expected the Prussian
bourgeoisie, as the strongest element and the
one with the most to gain, to lead the
rcvelution.

As Marx observed their progressively
more pathetic shilly-shallyings and
compromises, their creeping paralysis in the
face of the German working class, he raged
at them from the pages of the Neuwe
Rheinische Zeitung:

‘Grumbling at those above, trembling at
thase below ... without faith in itseif,
without {aith in the people, without a
world-historical function: an accursed
old man who found himself condemned
to lead and mislead the first youthful
impulses of a robust peopte in s own
senile inlerests — sans teeth, sans eyes,
sdns taste, sans evervthing — this was the
nature of the Prussian bourgeoisie.’

The capitulation of the Prussian middle
¢classes and their accommodation to a
restored monarchy sealed the fate of the
German revolution. But their cowardice
also had disastrous consequences for the
liberation struggles that were then taking
place in Poland.

The Polish guestion hadn’t just appeared
in 1848. Poland had been a cause célebre
among  European democrats, since Its
partition betwcen Russia, Austria  and
Prussia in the 1790s. It was to rematin a
subject 1o which Marx and Engels returned
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throughout their lives.

In 1848, the liberation of Peland became a
matter ol revolutionary necessity. The
Prussian occupation of northern and
westernt  Poland  shackled the Prussian
aristrocracy to the Tsar. Both parues were
equally threatened by the Polish democratic
and agraran revolutions that seemted
imminent. (The fact that the Polish demo-
crats understood that agrarian revolution
was necessarily a part and parcel ol national
liberation particularly endeared them (0
Marx and Engels.)

Betrayed democracy

When an uprising broke out in Prussian-
occupied Posen in May 1848, the German
bourgeoisie were presented with the 1deal
ppportunity ip put into practice the verbal
support they had hitherto given the 1dea of
Polish liberation. By making a decisive
attack on Prussian (eudalism they had the
chance both to break their own masters and
to help the Poles.

Their timidity held them back. Realising
that support for the Poles would most hkely
end in war with Russia, they allowed the
uprising to be crushed by the Prussianarmy.
Engels struck out at them in his usual style.

‘War with Russia meant the complete
open and real break with the whole of our
shametul past, it meant the real iiberation
and unification of Germany, it meant the
erection of democracy on the ruins of
fuedalism and the bourgeoisie’s short
dream of domination. War with Russia
was the only possible way to save our
honour and our intercsts visa visour Slav
neighbours and, in particular, the Poles.
But we werc, and we remain philistunes ...
all problems were dealt with in a spirit of
the mast faint-hearted, thick-headed and
narrow-minded philistinism, and in this
way our real interests were naturally
again compromised evenn the great
question of the liberation of Poland ...
and our enthusiasm for the Poleschanged
into shrapnel and caustic.’

By failing to take on the Prussian
aristocracy, the bourgeoisie had betrayed
not only themselves, but also the German
workers and peasants and the cause of Polish
democracy.

They had also strengthened the counter-
revolution that Marx and Engels saw
brewing in the pan-Slavist movement which
was rapidly growing in the Austrian Empre,

Pan-Slavism had arisen as the democratic
ideas of the French and German revelutions
of 1848 gradually penetrated the stithng
censorship imposed by the Austrian state.

The majority of Slav natonalists were In
favour of a liberated Austrian Empire as a
means of defence against political and
cultural domination by German speakers
that they foresaw would result from a
successful German vevolution. There was a
small Czech revolutionary minority 1n
favour of the overthrow of the Empire 1n
alliance with the German, Austrian and
Hungarian democrats.

While this minority was still able to agitate
around revolutionary demands, Engels kept
an open mind on the question of Slav
nationalism. Once they had been crushed by
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the defeat of the Prague uprising in June
1848, Engels considered the entire remaining
pan-Slavist movement was irredeemably
counter-revolutionary, shackled not only to
the decaying Austrian Empire, but more
importantly, to ther fellow Slav, the Russian
Tsar.

Engels did not allow the German
bourgeoisie, or the German speaking
Viennese bourgeoisie, to escape their share
of the blame for this:

‘A paton which has allowed iself

throughout 1ts history to be used as an

instrument  for oppressing  all  other
rations, 4 nation of this kind must prove
that it has reallv become revolutionary. It
Must prove this in some other way than
through a few semi-revolutions, which
hiave no other result than to allow the cld
indecisivenecss, weakness and disunity to
conitinug ... It 15 the Germans who will
bear the guilt for the downfall of the

Czechs. It 15 the Germans who have

betrayed them to Russia.’

Engels’ later writings on pan-Slavism
lollowed from this. They deserve further
comment. His condemnation of the Slavs
with the explicit exception of the Poles, as
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counter-revolutionary ‘national refuse’ and
other less complimemary terms stems, in
part, from his adherence to the Hegelian
notion of ‘historic nations’ — nations that
nad managed to put their own disuncuve
mark on history:

‘Peopiles which have never had a history
of their own, which have come under
foretpn domination the moment they
achieved their [irst, crudest, level of
civilisation, or are forced onto the first
level of civilisation by the voke of the
foreigner, have no capacity for survival
and will never be able to attain any kind
of independence.’

Clearly this 1s nonsense; but it 15 not the
racism that 1t has been taken for. Engels
continued:

‘It the Slavs had begun a new

revolutionary history al any timec within

the period of their oppression, they would
have proved thcir capacity for
independent existence by that very act

The revolution would have had an

intercst in their Liberation rom that very
moment onwards ... But it did not happen

at any uime ... The revelution ot 1848

compelled all the Europcan peoples to

declare for it or against 1t ... Everything
depended on which nation seized the
revolutionary imbiative, which nation
developed the greatest revoiutionary
energy and thereby secured its future. The

Slavs remained dumb ... and in this way

were completely thrown into the arms of

the counter-revolution.’

The progressive labels that the Shav
nationaiists sported did nothing to change
Engels’ mind:

"The so-called democratic pan-Slavists
were 1n a difficult dilemma: cither
abandonment of the revolution and at
least partial salvation of their nationality
by the Austrian momarchy, or
abandonment of their nationality and
salvation of the revolution by the collapse
of that monarchy, At that time the fate of
the revelution in eastern FEurope
depended on the attitude of the Czechs
and the South Slavs; we shali not forget
that at the decisive moment they betrayed
the revolution to St Petersburg and

Olmitz (the refuge of the Austrian

monarchy) for the sake of their petty

bourgeois aspirations ... we shall fight an

“impilacable life and death struggle with

Slavdom, which has betrayed the

revielution; a war of annihilation and

ruthless terrorism, not in the interests of

Germany but in the interests of the

revolution!”

With hindsight it is possible to see that
Marx and Engels” {ears of intervention by the
Tsar, that ‘friend of the people® may have
been exaggerated, but there can be no doubt
that horror and loathing of Russian
despotism and of the danger that it posed to

—_—— ——

the revolution were immensely powerful
determinants of the way in which they
regarded the Slav national gquestion—
‘hatred of the Russians was, and still is, the
first revalutionary passien of the Germans'.

There is no justification for the charge that
Marx and Engels were racist and German
nationalists. The sole criterion by which they
i measured the nghts of nations, in practice,
M‘Hij—ﬁii‘;i i T | g was _Ihe interest of the rew?-lmiun. in their

;':'i"illllh;;iﬂ'::.l"'i: i - opinion, the real future for the Eastern
i "|L',|:;" L Eurcpean Slavs layin the development of the
torces of praduction that could have been
made possible by the German, Viennese,
Hungarian and Poitsh revolutions.

The fact that the Slavs effectively chose to
oppose these revolutions, and, so
contributed to their failure, condemned
them to a further period of autocraue rule
from which they could not by their own
resources free themselves,

‘Civilising’ India

During the 1850s, Marx spent the majority
of his time studying the workings of
capitalism, and in the process devoted a
good deal of effort to an analysis of how
England’s colonies had contributed to, and
were now an essential part of, the growth of
capitalism. He was able to give more sub-
stance to the assertion in the Commtunist
Manifesto that:

“The bourgeoisie, by the rapid improve-
ment of alt insiruments of production, by
the 1mmensely facilitated means of
communication, draws all, even the most
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barbarian nations into civilisation. The
cheap prices of its commuodities are the
heavy artillery with which it batters down
all Chinese walls, with which it forces the
barbarians' intensely obstinate hatred of
foreigners to capitulate. It compels all
nations, on pain of cxtinction, 1o adopt
the bourgeois mode of production, It
compels them to introduce what 1t calls
civilisation into their mudst, ie to become
bourgeois themselves. In one word, it
creates a world after 1ts own image.’

The means by which the English ‘civilised’
barbarian India was a subject to which Marx
returned time and again in articles published
in the New Yeork Daily Tribune throughout
the 1830s.

In the early 50s, India was the battle-
ground on which British finance and
industrial capital fought out their own class
war. The archaic system of Enghlish rule in
India through the East India Company had
become a block to the development of the
industria) bourgeoisie who needed to
establish a more modern infrastructure in
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Molyneux's study of
Trotsky's politics (fimited
number of copies avail-
able).

89} Can Pakistan Survive?
£2.40 (£2.95) Tarig Ali's
vary readable new book is
packed with essential
infarmation-—ranging from
the role of Brntish im-
perialism in [ndia, to a
demolition of the notion
of a Mustim state, o a
description of some of the
big workers struggles
which have shaken
Pakistan,

10) Mother £3.95 (£4.85)
Maxim Gorky's classic
novel about how a
working-class woman
becomes a revolutionary

throw the British out in the foreseeable
future. Although Marx beheved that even-
tually the Indian workers would be able to
take control of their own society the prospect
seemed far removed during his own lifetime.

Marx's hope was that an Indian rebellion
would weaken the British state through the
ruinous cost of having to maintain a huge
army in India and that by sufficiently dis-
rupting trade it would instigate a severe
economic crisis in England, the expected
prelude to an upturn in the class struggle n
which the English workers could 1ake power.

In 1853, he wrote;
‘The Indians will not reap the fruits of the
new elements of society scattered among
them by the British bourgeoisie, ull in
Great Britain itself the now ruling classes
shall have been supplanted by the
industrial proletariat, or till the Hindus
themselves shall have grown strong
enough to throw off the English yoke al-
together.”

But even the upheaval caused by the
[ndian mutiny in 1857 failed to precipitate
the proletarian revelution in Britain, and
Marx was quite certain that the productive
forces and relations of producticn in India
had not developed sufficiently to allow
Indian independence. The Indian question
was shelved for the time being.

Uneven development

There was something sericusly at fault
with Marx’s analysis of colonial
development as put forward 1n the
Communist Manifesto and the Future Results
af the British Rule in Indig. It asserted that
capitalism creates a world after its own
image. On a large encugh scale this is un-
doubtedly true, but it fails to recognise the
uneven development forced upon colonies
and ex-colonies, and the fact of how very
different the development of capitalism was
in England and in India.

It was really left to later Marxists —
Trotsky, Lenin and Bukharin — to explain
how imperialism left its own muark upon

- world capitalist development, but perhaps

we can get a sense of the wncertainty that
Engels in 1882 began to feel about how
colonial countries reach socialism:
‘In my opinion .., the countries inhabited
by a native population — India, Algeria,
the Dutch, Portuguese and Spanish
possessions — must be taken over for the
time being by the (European) proletariat
and led as rapidly as possible towards in-
dependence Once Europe. is
reorganised, and North America, that
will furnish such colossal power that the
semi-civilised countries will of themselves
follow in their wake; economic necessity
will see to that. But as to what social and
political phases these countries will have
to pass through before they can likewise
drrive at socialist organisation, I think we
today can advance conly rather idle
hypotheses,” |
On the krish guestion, Marx and Engels
reasserted and developed their treatment of
the national guestien in other contexts.
Much of their writing served to expose the
sheer brutality of English rule in Ireland. As
ever, though their main concern is the
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advancement of the revelution in general
and, most importantly, the proletarian
revolution in England, from which would
spring democratic agrarian and indeed
proletarian revelutions throughout Europe.

Was proletarian revolution on the cards
for Ireland? Marx and Engels certainly
thought not. Since the destruction of the
native Irish industries by Englsh capital
after the Act of Union in 1801, the tiny Irish
working class only really existed in the linen
industries of 1the northern counties, and even
then it was still not centralised 1 factory
production, but still largely bascd on
homeworking.

The most that Marx and Engels hoped for
was a democratic and agrarian revolution
that would free Ireland from English
domination and allow the development of
Irish industry and an Inish working class.
The question for Marx and Engels was how
Irish liberation could be brought about, and
how the struggle for iberation could imteract
with and accelerate the English proletarian
revolution.

The Irish question

In January 1848, the Chartist movement
in England at long last seemed about to take
seriously the question of agitation in Ireland
among the Insh peasants and of winning
them awav from the ‘fanatical papists and
political rogues” who had been leading the
Repeal movement, For Engels this was an
important breakthrough:

‘There can be no doubt that henceforth

the mass of the Irish pecople will unite

more closcly with the English Chartists

and will act with them according to a

comumon plan. As a result the victory of

the English democrats and hence the
liberation of Ireland will be hastened by
many vears.’

But the Chartists soon collapsed, and with
them the possibility, for the time being, ot
revolutionary change which Marx and
Engels considered, at that time, to be the
essential precondition feor Inish an-
dependence.

Dunng the 50s and 63s Marx spent much
time on an examination of how Ireland had
been subjugated to England, and how British
capitalism had not only been the main cause
of the famine of 184677 but was currently
engaged in evicting hundreds of thousands
of peasants from their land and replacing
them with cattle, forcing them to emigrate
and so spreading a renewed hatred of the
English landlerds to America and among the
irish workers in England.

The rise of the Fenian movement in the
186(s put the Irish guestion tack on the
apenda for the English working class, and
Marx and Engels fought ieng and hard 10
ensure that the International toock the
correct position,

Arriving at the correct line to put to the
English workers involved Marx in a
reassessment ol his eaclier opinion that the
English proletariat would liberate the Insh
through revolutionary change. With the rise
» of Fenianism the Irish liberation movement
had grown spectacularly, far outstripping
the slow revival of class struggles in England.
Marx also noted that, abihough not a
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proletarian movement, the Fenian struggle
had ‘sociahistic’ tendencics. There  was
growing a movement of oppositien to the
traditionally petty bourgeois leadership, and
of anti-clencalism. In additcien, the
dispossessed  agricultural labourers  were
beginning (0o oppose not only the Enghsh
landlords, but also the Irish tarmers.

This convinced him that the Irish
liberation movement would eventually
break the power of the Enghish aristrocracy
in [reland and conscquently achieve both an
agrarian revolution and self-government.
Once that was done, Marx's attitade was Lo
let the Irish get on with it, to sort out their
own problems, and o determine [for
themselves the kind of retationship, 1l any,
they wished to have with England.

However, Marx’s contusing phrase ‘the
lever must be applied in [reland” —
confusing because only 1en days carhier in
1269 he had said just the oppostte, aithough
he meant the same thing -— was not intended
ter let the English working class off the hook:

‘Te  hasten the social revolution n
England 1s the most important object of
the TInternational Working Men’'s
Associauon. The sole means of hasiening
il 15 to make lreland independent. Hence
it 15 the task ol the International
cverywhere to putl the conflict between
Eogland and lretand in the foreground,
and everywhere to side openly with
Ireland.”

Just as over the guestion of Poland, Marx
had demanded that the German bourgeoisic
break with feudalism and prepare for war
with Russia as a condition of their remaining
a revolutionary class, on the question of
Ireland, Marx insisted that the English
workers had to support [rish independence:

‘I have become more and more convinced
— and the only question is to drive this
conviction home to the English working
class — that 1t can never do anything
decisive here in England unul it separates
its policy with regard to [reland most
definitely from the policy ot the ruling
classes, until 1t not only makes common
causc with the Insh, but actuaily takes the
mitiative in dissolving the Union
established in 1801 and replacing it by a
free federal relationship,

‘And this must be done not as & matter
of sympathy with Ircland but as a
demand made in the interests ol the
English proletariar.’

S0 how was Irish independence in the in-
terests of English workers? The first of the
reasons that Marx gave seems nowadays

rather obscure, He argued that the over-
throw of the landed aristocracy in [reland
would icad to its inevitable downfall in
England. In fact, the efiect of 1this would
likely have been pretty miumal in England.
The landed anstrocracy were, even at that
fime, a declining breed whose only real
remaining power base was in Parliament,
and they were soon to be manocsuvred into
irrelevancy by the increasing power of the
Lnglish industnal bourgecisie.

Enemy at home

Marx was on much surer ground when he
suggested that the aristocracy and English
bourgeoisic had identical interests as far as
[reland was concerned, and that the
downlall of the tormer would give the latter
serious problems. The bourgeoisie bene-
fitted from Jreland to the extent that it was a
cheap source of meat and wool, and hence
allowed them to pay lower wages to their
warkers. [reland also supplied cheap labour,
as the evicted peasants competed for work in
England winh the Enghsh workers, and so
served to undermine wages and working
conditions,

This rivalry between English and Irish
workers was used by the press and the church
to reintorce the English workers' sense of
wdentilication with their own ruling class,
and so to strengthen the power of the
bourgeoisie over the whole working class.

*This antagonism 18 the secret of the

impotence of the English working class,

despile its organisation, It is the secret by
which the capitalist class mamtains its
power, And that class s fully awarc ot

The real importlance of the Irish question
of Engiish workers was that it presentled an
oppottunity to break the ideological ties that
united them with thewr ruling class, [ was
why Engels had been so excited when he
wrote in 1867 ‘the London proletanans de-
clare every day more openly for the Fenians,
and hence — an unheard ot and splendid
thing — for, first, a violent and secondly, an
anti-English movement.’

In gssence the advice that Marx and Engels
gave the English workers in 1869 over the
[rish question was the same that they had
given them more than 20 years earlier over
Poland: don’t waste time on plous e€x-
pressions of sympathy. Recognise that your
cwnenemy and the enemy of the [rish people
is the British ruling class, Defeat your own
enemies at home and you will have struck a
decistve blow for the secial hiberation of all
oppressed countries.

The Revolutionary
Road to Socialism

A new introduction to what the

Socialist Workers Party stands for

by ALEX CALLINICOS

Singie copies £1.50 (post free)/bulk arders to-
SWP branches 20p each {post free}

From Bookmarks, 265 Seven Sisters Road,
Londan N4 20E
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Socialism not moralism

Ray Chatlhinor’s Review of Barbara
Taylor's book in the last issue of
Socialiss Review made a number of
important criticisms of the utopian
position. They were particularly
welcoime since this trend s currently
undergoing a small revival in petit-
bourgeos circles.

But Ray then went on (o spoil it
all by dragging in a set of absurd
and guite unnecessary arguments
about the allegedly progressive
nature ot legislation which drove
women out of the work force.

What he seems to be arguing s
this: that the laws which drove
women workers out of various jobs
were really progressive because,
given the current level of productive
technique, there was really nothing
better avarlable. For womento have
stuck in these jobs would have been
bad for them.

He 1then goes on to cover his back
by arguing that, today, ol course,
things are completely different.

Ray's nositioh  ¢an  best be
described as *sexual menshevism’
What he argues is that since nothing
hetter was on the cards, then il was
the job of the working class to line
up with the more progressive
sections of capitalism,

In this he clearly parts company
wilh Marx and Engels, who as early
as the Communist Manifesto were of
the opimon  that, 1o Western
Furope, amd even more in Britain,
capitalism was nut the best that was
on  offer. They argued for a
proletarian revolution  and  the
replacement  of capitalism by
socialism,

Poor substitute

In general, from 1848 onwards,
they were of the opinion that it was
necessary w organise ndependent-
I¥ of the *progressive’ bourgeoisie,
even when there was a coincidence
af ends — fFor cxample the ssue of
ITee trade.

Challinor will have none of this.
The best that could be hoped for
wis Lo imprave capitalism a bit.

He completely misses the fact
that this legislation wasn’t intro-
duced because 1t was ‘good” for
women — Il was introduced
Because women warking i heavy
Industry no longer sained the needs
of capitahsm. Pregnant women, tor
example. were removed from the
minas, not because capitalises lelt
sorry for pregnant women, but
hecause they were worried about
the ability of these women to
produce the next gencration of
miners,

Ray also assumes that the senti-
ments behind  the removal ol
women trom the workbtorce were
essenttally bberal: they were not.
The ideology behind the tegislation
rested upon Victorian morality, It
g considered a scandal thar men
and women worked closely together
in the pits, and even more of a
scandal that both were improperly
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dressed!
CVictonano moralists were glso
deeply worned thut the msbitatien
of  marriage was  disappearing
amongst the indusinal working
class. The reason for this was guite
simple — women wers einrning thelr
own wage and so had no necd to be
dependent upon hushands,
Whether Marx or Chalbinor are
right abour the level ol objective
ceonomic development of Britainin
the nincteenth centory s, of course,

a matter of judgement. But even 1l

socialism  was nol oo the cards,
Challinor would still be wrong,
The hest way to improve working
conditions under capitalism s to
organise, Legislation that drives
one section Of workers out ofan in-
dustry is a very poor substitute, Or-
panisation leads workers to rely on
theltr own  strength.  Legislation

leads them ta look to saviours from
on high.

Accepling that some condilions
were not At tor some peaple to work
i can lead toall workers organisimg
o improve those conditdons until
they are it Lor uny worker,
legislation  leaves the rotien
condittons relatively untouched
and  mwerely  speofies  that onoly
vertain serts af workers will be
Foreed to sulfer them,

In this cose the legislapon, along
sex lines. had the added
disadvantape  that it helped the
ruling class fo create a barge number
of ‘reserve workers” and ro drive a
major spltt 1o the working class,

Women only have the power to
challenge their oppresston if they
are organtsed as workers, The
exchision ol women from cerlain
industries gpreatly weakened the
abthiy of women to fight. Those
women who staved athome became
utterly dependent upan men. I they
were stick moa miserable marriage,

there was Little they could do about
1t; at least when they were stuck in a
miserable industry they had the
chance to fght back,

But of course, many women had
1t continue to work, euher 1o
supplement the family income or
because they didn’t have 3 man to
suppotrt  them.  But  ‘protective’
legislation meand that instead of
working in the centre of productive
industry they were lorced o the
periphery of the system — ioto
sewing  swedtshops, domestic
service, prosttutonand other areas
of ‘women's work®. Perhaps Ray
thinks that whaoring in  the
Haymarkel is a better wav togarna
living than working down 4 pit —
we doubl 1t Even il 10 was, working
in such economically mportant
arcas as miming makes it a hundred
tintes easier to organise 1o guin
some control over that work than
working in "women’s work”,

Think again Ray.

Ann Rogers and Colin Sparks

Marx saintenary?

The two recent contributions to the
atherwise excellent Marx centenary
series, Noarah Carlin's “The 845
revolpnons’ and Noel Halifux's
‘The bleak years of the 18508 have
unfortunately talleo o haglo-
graphy. Instead of examumng
Mara's life and work in the coitical
spirit which he himself exhibiied alt
his life (the waord “eritique™ appears
in the title /sub-title of no less than
four ol his books) they place ot
beyond assessment by canoniZing
it, and defending its infallibility and
OIMniscience.

Thus Norah concliides her i ticle
as Follows,
“Anvene who thinks thu Lenimn
mvented  the  theory  of the
revolutionary party, o Trotsky
the permanent rovolutin: that
the idea of dual power was
rotally new in 1905 or 1917 L all
these are sadivy  mosinforowed,
Thaugh these ideas remsined in
embryo for many decades. they
were  all rhe result of Mory'™s
development 1wy that extiaordi-
nary yedar of revolurions, 154s

Noww, taking anly the most im-
portant @nd comtentious o these
clatms, 15 11 true that Mars
developed the theory of the revolu-
Lionary party, albeit cimbieyomcally,
some ity odd vears before Lenim s
generatly supposed o hove done?
Norah's only evidenoe that ebois
comes from Marx's TR0 Addfris o
the Cometwnist Learye where hig
call~ on the league to "work lTor the
creation of an independent
organisation ot the workers’ party

[ MNorah™s onterpretatien s
corieet, then this v indeed o truly
amazing statement of Mars's sinee
it pre-dates by 21 vears Murx's
realsation that, 1 order o0 vs-
Lablish its dhictatorship as a class, the
profetaviat has rosmash the exisding
centralised malitary-burcaucranc
stale machine. %o first he dis-
covered the mnstrument and ondy

jater did he discover the task.
ffowever, dorah -~ wrang here,

Wlors,  us  Tobn Moivneus  has

arevcchin bes Maorvisor aad the Parey

esecd the word "pacey” oo vanety of

WK
) Lo redfer o sueh widely
ditterent phenomeni as the ex-
tremely hroad  and  loose
Charnst mosement,  bis own
sl proup of assocrates and
Fullivwars,  and the  peneral
Fov et LonLry cause.

His  vupueness on this  paoint
stenuncd precisely from the fact
that he wever developed a theory ol
the revabitonary party and =0,
conscguently gever arrived at any
worhed-ont wdea ol the refation bet-
ween the “party” und the working
Chpss,

Far tram being o call to build a
roveuticniary party oppased to uli
ather parties. Marx's {850 Aofefress
15 rather calline ou the Comounist
Leapue o work, tnsome undefined
manner.  toewarids making  the
woTkers' movement or as he puts it
the workers” party, mdependent of
the petiv-bourgeols  demograts,
And as Norah makes perfeat |y clear
Nis reason For this s, that goven the
slighlest opportunny these demo-
craty  would  strangle any new
revolwtion e CGermany halt-way.

There 15 ane very Importanl nan-
teatual picce of evidence tor this
mare  neerdest tgepretation of
Maea's Adrens, T Lhat withun I8
et s of penmg it Marx had en-
tiecly  withdrawn from direct
pohtical activiry, an exccedmply

acd thing tor b s have dane had -

he just inveonted the theory o the
revo Ut longry plrts.

This hrngs us bo Noel™s artcle,
Nat only does Nocel, wha aceepts
~orah's conclusions, fail w aotice
let alone explam the contradictions
hetween Marx’™s supposed
thearetical developments aller the
%48 revolutions aod his retreal
tfroms political Ui throughowt the

| %50=, bul he appears W make a
positive virtue out of this retreat,
Hence, without  any  critical
comment he guotes Engels 1o the
ellect that:
"Everyvone  ust onecessarily
bBeconme a fool, a donkey and 3
seurvy knave, unless e with-
draws Iram i (the exile clubs)
completely and contents himselt
with being an independent
writer who doesn't bather his
head i the least cven about the
so-called revolutionary party’,
Are we to conglude rom this that
Noel s oof the remarkable opinlon
that Lenin, Trotshy and the other
leaders of the Russian revoluton,
whir even e massive downrarm did
not shun the necessity ol mvolving
themselves 1 extle politlica, were
tnols, donkevs and scurvy knaves?
And are we  perhups also to
conclude that Noel's recipe Tor the
survival of revolutionary socialists
in the present dowotdrn 1y to
figuiclate the 5W P
Of course Noel would ot dream
ab any such Lthing. Yet the inference
s unaviondahle, This s the price of
hagiography, Not only does (1 huve
the potential of betng able to diston
varr polincal pracuiee. but it alse dis-
torts  our  understanding ot the
tracdition w which we belong, I
gives credence o the hoary old
boaurgeais myth that Marsisor 1 a
grey,  academic and  hopelessly
autdiated  body of ideus. wlnch
sprang  tull-blown  from Mars’s
head whilst he was studying in the
splendid solation of the Britsh
Musewri reading room. And by the
samie token o dulls the perception
that Marx was the lounder of a
tradition ot theorsiing and pra-
ctacally  working for the selt-
esmancipation of the working class.
That thisy tradition survives and
from tinle to time grows is a legacy
of its great though not infallible
thinkers and, abhove all else, because
of the creativity of the most revo-
Jutionary class in human hustory.

Rod Hudsen
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CULTURE

Music and class

The increased urbanisation of
‘third world’ countries has
created an audience tor western
rock music, Noel Halifax argues
that we are sceing the
development of a world-wide
music based on class rather than
nation.

A subject discussed in the music press and
the aew *sociology of rock’ courses is the n-
fluence ol African or “ethnic” music en rock
or weslern pop. The intiuence of western
music on African and ‘third world" music,
with the spread of the transistor radio and
cheap casscttc tape recorders however has
not often been commented on. As the warld
has become an integrated whole, so vividly
described in Nigel Harris’s OF Bread and
(runs, so this process has had its cultaral
cffects.

[ give just ong example, as 1t 15 an
extreme one. In 1978 David Toop with
others went to the Amazonas to record the
music of the remote Yanomamé Indians.
After witnessing and recording their per-
formance and religious rites he travelled
back 1owards the nearest mission. He wrote
i1 the magazine Musics (21 March 1979).

‘Twao nights later back i Tama Tama be-

fore falling asleep I lie watching yet

another incredible tropical sunset -— a

picture postcard of black, deep blue and

faded weltow. In the next room wo

Makiritart  vouths are hstening to a

casselte of disco music: Boogle Qoge

Quogie, the Bee Gees, etc.” ,

Not only are there peasants, hunters and
gatherers or sharc-croppers listening to
western music and so modifying their own,
Their very lives have been transtformed by
the spread of capitatism. There are now
industrial workers in Nigeria and Korea as
urbanised and responsive to rock or disco as
in Liverpool or Detroit. At a result locai
musjcs have changed to fit the new lite. In
short we live 111 & world system and the music
plaved in Soweto becomes just as vivid and
relevant to us as any made here or mn New
Y ork.

The response within the left to these
changes has been varied, Inparticular [ want
ey argue against the 1deas (largely followed
by the communist parties) that see such
developments as a bad thing and examples of
‘cultural 1mperialism’. This view sees
adaptations to "western music” as an evil to
be equated to the spread of coca-cola or
hamburger chains and which undermines the
local ‘real’ culture. S0 they try to preserve
and maintain the local traditions. They aim
to protect the old music, dress and riuals by
recotding them and where possible
encouraging the ‘national culture’,

And se in all Esst European countries you
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find folk museums presenting the old
peasant (read ‘folk’) (radittons with often a
newly created ‘national costume’ songs and
dances. It s the epitome of culture as a dead,
staric tradition created or maintained by the
state as the ‘national culture’ (a romanticised
peasant past, strangely similar to the world
of comic opereita) used to foster the 1dea of
national dentity and unity and used as a
balance to the high art of the concert hall.
This partly explains the oftficial
denunciations of ‘decadent western music’,
the Polish authorities disapproval of punk
tof which there is a large following) or in the
most extreme case, the banning of any
western and *capitahist” music in Chinain the
70"s, Even today many iypes of music are not
avallable in Russia and there 15 a heavy
demand for them on the plack market.

There are now industrial
workers in Nigeria and
Korea as urbanised and
responsive to rock or disco
as in Liverpool or Detroit

The arttitude of West Europecan
communist parties has tended to move away
from a blanket denunciation of ‘rock and
roll” 4y decadent and an alien sound to be
boyceotted, as was the case in the 50°s. But the
idea of the ‘realness’ of folk and iocal
traditions is still strong and in a muted form
hostility 1o ‘commercial® especially
American {and as it happens often black)
music rema:ns. It’s also a view which
continues to intluence many Mmusic Critics
who attack ‘commercialism’.

In Ttaly the local CP festivals, a central
feature of the party's social life, still
concentrate on folk with a dash of anti-
Americanism thrown in. In Greece the
blending of coemmunism with straight-
forward nattonalism and anti-Americanism
15 even more clear, and with 1t attacks on the
‘American way of lite” which rock and pop
dre Sen to represent. _

This condemnation of the *“American way
of life’ goes hand in hand with purltanism, an
aspect of Stalinism that shows little sign of
waning. The Greek CPisjust one example of
a widespread trend with the CPlefts. All that
is foreign is seen as evil and contaminating
the local pure traditions. So the dishke of
disco is linked to views on sex and the family
not unlike those of Mary Whitehouse. As the
resofution of the first congress of the KNE
(communist youth movement of {reece)
said in May 1976:

‘The youth condemn the monopolies
because they spread to the wide layers of
youth the “American way of life”.
corruption and darkness.’

Or, asthe slegan of the KNE has 1t *Firstin
the lessons, first in the struggle’. In 1979 the
paper of the KNE Odigitis (*feader’) urged

the communist vouth to behave themselves
in school and:

‘For the fighting patriotic education ot
vouths the central committee of KNE
says thatitis atact that the moralerisis of
capitalism affects the institution of the
family in different ways. The rupture of
the values of the family permanently or
for a period of ime —the tendency tor in-
dependence et¢c. The rupture of the links
with the family, desertion, indifterence
etc are unaccepiable tor the members and
more importantly for the cadre of the
KNE.” {From Ogidistis L979).

In recent vears their line has been slightly
softened as they have found it difficult to
recrult. Greek youth, to their horror, appear
to prefer the *American way of life’ and their
disco music to the KNE's puritanism.

[n the third world you see similar
developments and concepts. In Zimbabwe
and black ruled countries of Africa a mani-
pulated or in some cases a newly created
national folk or tribal traditions are
preserved for ‘national 1dentity’ and cross
class unity.

The urge 1o preserve and save endangered
cultures by recording them on tilm or tape
has created a new category of music, ‘ethnic’,
such programmes as The Warld About Us and
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numverous coftfee-table books and colour
supplement articles, This is not initselfa bad
thing, and has certainly helped the
employment prospects of  anthropology
graduates, but it feeds into the myth of
Africa as an exotic and alien place. I
contains the same static and preser  onist
view of culture, saving them from tue likes ol
the Bee Gees and Paffas. It turns the peoples
studied into human zoos to be viewed as
exotica, and left-overs from man’s fall from a
‘noble savage’ past.

In fact the idea of a national culture beset
by cultural imperialism has become one of
the ideological trappings of the new ruling
classes in the third world. An tdea they
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The idea of a national
culture beset by cultural
imperialism has become one

of the ideological trappings
of the new ruling classes in
the third world

manipulate and use to give themseives an
identity and ta pose as opponents of m-
perialism. All India Radio banned Indian
film music, listened to by the vast majornty of
the population and replaced 1t with unsullied
folk and classical Indian music. It reached its
extreme when the same radio station
transmitted regular readings in Sanskrit (the
ancient and classic language) then under-
stood by an estimated 555 people! As quoted
by Sherri Garratt (in Ceftusion Feb/Aprif
F982) the view of the Indian ruling class to

e

‘iﬁ“‘?‘ the popular and culturally extremely mixed
shehetets : . emety
i"i“ ﬁi“i film music can be summed up in the follow-
iﬁi“ ﬁﬁi“ ing statement;

St ul gt gt Tric el celoctrat: |
‘t‘i ‘f“‘l‘t' This tacile orchestration, these
e e plagiarised melodies from foreign sources,
KOS OO . rom i _
A #‘t‘i‘ and the mixture of native and align
- “ﬁi‘i‘ mstruments ... have (an effect) on the
"“ e % H1cil sibilities of the [ndian people
“‘i ‘i“t“‘ musical sensibilities of the Indian people.
',‘“‘" t‘t‘i I'his orchestration mush has been blarng
"‘%" i“‘ ﬁ away in thousands of villages for over 4
AT . generation and has now started to 1n-

fluence the tolk music ot the prasants.

This music stems from the very soul of the

people, and it would be a gigantic tragedy

it these concoctions ... Were to injure so
rich a tradition.” (by K T Massey)

An extreme case of the usc that this view
can be put to is in South Africa. There the
white government has fatched onto some of
these preservationists’ arguments to back up
its own plans and ideas of *black homelands™.
Black South Alrican workers are denied the
rights of being citizens or workers 1n South
Africa by labelling them people of a different
nation and culture. The ideas of a ‘national
culture” have been transformed in 4
particularly nasly and cyncial way, but 1t
amounts to the same view. It dentes class and
defines people by their nation and culture
and tries to preserve these tribal traditions,
though towards a totally different end result.

‘GO BACK TO RUSSIAYF

it's a comment socialists still keep getting.
Arm yourself to reply with ...

Mow the warkers'
revolution of 1917 was
murdered by Stalin's
new zlass.

50p plus 20n
postage/ten for £4 post
free

STATE CAPITALISM

AUSSIA: HOW THE IN RUSSIA
REVOLUTION WAS by Tony Clitf
LOST The classic Marxist
by Alan Gibbons account of Russian

sOCiaty
£1.00 pitus 50p postage
(originally £2.95)

THE GREAT LIE

by Abbis Bakan

why the s0 called
‘sociatist’ countries are
not socialist.

750 pfus 20p
postage/five for £3.25
post free

mA/ll from Sociallsts Uniimited, 265 Seven
Sisters Rd, London N4 2DE
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So the view shared by the liberal viewers of
The Warld Abowr U5, the racists of South
Alrica or the communist collector of
peoples’ folk music is at root the same, of a
world of static and  beseiged national
cultures. To the lett this leads 10 a fight
against capitalism involving a fight against
mostly American culture and supporung
folk or traditonal music., To the racists of
South Africa it means manipulating tribal
traditions and differences to prevent social
unrest and to maintain its rule. To black
South African freedom fighters 11 means
crneouraging a national culture inopposition
Ly the government’s tribalism.

Against this | want to argue the opposite.
That the world i1s not primarily divided by
nations and national culturcs but by class
which i1s international. That music if it 15 1o
be at all relevant and a living form has to
change and respond to the changes in society
and these musical changes are to be
welcomed and enjoyed. So music danced to
in Sowele can now be enjoyed here as i s
there, Of all forms of culture perhaps music
most  clearly shows the potential
internationalism of the proletariat, over-
riding nations and race.

An example of the (ype of music that |
have in mind is that of the Nigerian King
Sunny Adé. Not becausc Sunny Ade 15 left
wing ar his music arc songs ol struggle
{neither s the case) but because 1t 15 the
product of 4 modern and understandable
Africa. Caputalism has transtormed the
social function of music, of being an integral
part of village life, into a commodity. This
means that there are now producers and
consumers and all the contradicttons and
alicntation that this involves. But 1t also
means that the musicis no longer exouc and
speaking 10 us of a strange and different
world.

From the 60s onwards Nigeria has
undergonc an industrial revolution. 1¢ 15 now
a bhigger customer of British goods and
capital than South Atrica. It 15 a highly
urban and industrial country based on ol

African music was greatly influenced in
the 60s by the adoption of the electric guitar
and by *The Shadows™, an influence that can
still be faintly heard, But it was an influence
on a huge and rich tradition. The new music
that has been created is now beginning to
become available. Sunny Adé has had an LP
in the charts ("Syachro Svstem’ on Isfand) has
toured Britain and appeared on’ TV, Atiastit
scems that the great wealth of modern
African music will get a market here.

It seems typical of the age of capital’s
decline that such good music is not bemng
exploited to the full. As with punkinthe 70°s
the record companies seem unable to
appreciate and market an obvicusly good
product. It Paris this does not seem to be the
case and now that Maicolm Maclaren 1s
selling ripped-off South African music
things might change. Of course the danger 15
that all we will be sold is some white
superstar jamming with African players as
was the case with Mick Fleetwood ina recent
TV documentary on Nigerian music, or
some post-punk ‘going ethnic’. But 1t 1s
possible, just possible, that we might be
given the chance to hear the sound of urban
Atrica.
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REVIEWS

Interesting titbits

What a Beautiful Sunday

Jorge Semprun
Secker and Warburg £8.95.

Jorge Semprun is best known these
days as the script writer of such
Costa Gavros films as /£ and
'Avenue. But before that he had a
long history as an activist inside the
Spanish CP under the name
Federico Sanchez.

This resulted in him spending a
period in Buchenwald towards the
end of the Second World War, .

His ability to speak several
languages fluently got him a
position 1n the statistics department
which enabled him to survive. It
then led bim ioto numerous under-
ground expeditions in Franco’s
Spaim and imnumerable leadership
meetings of the CP which took
place in Eastern Europe.

His last book The Autobiography
of Frederico Sanchez was a scries of
reminiscences of these years. It was
a bpest seller in Spain because i
revealed the inside dirt on what the
leaders of the Spanish CP had been
thinking and doing during ther
long yvears in exile. Where else could
you learn about their holidaysin the
Crimea, their personalities, their
attempts to avoid coming to terms
with the truth about Stalinism (as
late as 1964 Carnillo complained
that concern with the horrors of the
Statin period was an obsession of
‘guilt-ridden petty bourgeois’),
their absurd belief you could over-
throw Franco through a *pacilic
general strike”.

The book was a fascinating read.
Yet it suffercd from one great fault.
For all his contempt for the teaders
of Spanish Eurccommunism,
Semprun did not offer a radically
different perspective to theirs. A lot
of his venom came from the fact
that they had expelicd himself and
his triend Feroando Claudin back
in 1964 tor saying things they them-
sclves began to say after 1968,

What a Beautiful Sunday s very

much in the style ol the earlier
book. But the memories it records
are about wider things than just
Spain — memories of Buchenwald,
of rips 1o Prague, of the storres
passing belween top Communists
during the years after Stalin’s death,
ol the shocked horror tfor people
like Semprun when they learnt that
Stalin had his own Gulag system of
Buchenwald type camps.

Some of the stories are fascina-

nng: the account of the fearfeltby g
Former Buchenwald prisoner, now
an East
when someone who had been under
him in the camps' CP cell i1s execu-
ted at a Prague show trial for work-
ing with *fascist spies’ in the camp;
the story recounted by Carnllo of
how after foreign Communist
leaders
Khrushchevy how Beria was shot
dead by other members of the
Pohtbureau, rolled m a carpet aned
smuggled out of the Kremiin, John
Crollan of the British CP remarcked.
‘A gentlemen’s aftair, indeed!

German  police  officer,

had been

told by

But the faults of the earlier book

are even more marked this time.
Semprun has no analysis of why
Stalinism developed, and ends up
seeing it as the logical culmination
of Leninism and even Marxism.

This is combined with an attempt

10 gve his memaornes a metaphysical

depth they don’t have by em-
browdening into them 1maginery
conversations between Leon Blum,
the former French socialist premier
(who was an honoured prisonerina
house just outside Buchenwald) and
the ghost of the German writer
Croethe {(who 13( years previously
used to walk in the wood where the
concentration camp was buitt).

If vou ignore these hits of sell-
indulgence by the author the book
is & good read. It refates interesting
titbits frem the history of Stalinism,
But in the end, you don't feelit’s led
you anywhere,

Chris Harman

The true story

In Time of War
Robert Fisk Andre Dewisch £25.

The myth of the *‘Dunkirk spirit’
and all that stil]l holds about the
Second World War, Officially at
least everyone rallied around the
flag. Maturally that isn’t quite the
true story,

One area in particular caused
Churchill’s cabinet great unease
because of the high number of
strikes in crucial war ipdustries.
Surpnisingly that area was Northern
Ireland. It seems strange that
Northetrn [reland where the wvast
majority of workers were Unionist

Socialist Review September [9383

voling protestarts who loudly pro-
claimed thetr loyalty to the crown
every 12th July, should have seen
such resistance to rallying behind
king and country.

RUC records reveal that 260
illegal strikes took place in
Northern I[reland during the war.
As many as H000 strikers were pro-
secuted, The official history of
Northern Ireland’s role during the
war only mentions these strikes 1n
one brief paragraph. Yet in {942
there was a prolonged pay strike by
18,000 shipyard and aircraft
workers, The Northern Ireland
government tried to break the

strikes by using the courts. In 1944
after a month-long aireraft and
shipyvard workers strike five shop
stewards were gacled. A virtual
general strike erupted, the five men
were freed and the sirikers won
their demands,

The war years also showed that
whatever Unionist politicians and
the PBritish government claimed,
Northern lreland wasn’t naturally
Bntish. Conscription  was never
applied there. The Unionist govern-
ment did demand that it should but
after reports from the RUC and the
army that they couldn't deal with
catholic opposition 1o such a
measure Churchili backed off —
announcing it was ‘more trouble
than it was worth’, Interestingly
enough government reports
indicated that arnong the protestant
working class there was strong
QppPosition to conscription based on
the sacrifices their fathers had made
in the Somme.

Such information 1s conilamed
within an excellent new book by
Robert Fisk, fn Time of War Tt
examines the relationship between
Fire, Northern Ireland and Britain
during the war years., Years when
Eire was officially neutral,

Fisk himself 15 an exceptionai
character. A journalist who while
with the Timesin Belfast established
4 reputation for reporting the wruth
— even if that meant contradicting
British army statements. BHis earlier
book, The Point of No Return
proved that during the 1974 Ulster
Workers’ Council strike the army
ignored instructions from the then
Labour government to deai with
intimidation by Loyalist para-
militanes, thus guaranteeing the
strike’s success.

On both sides of the Irish sea
myths have grown up about Eire’s
neutrality, In his victory speech
Winston Churchill took time out to
attack FEire’s prime minister
Eammon De Valera, for stabbing
Britain in the back. [n contrasi he
pralsed Northern Ireland as that
‘loyal sentinel’, The Briush press
produced stories about [J boals
calling into Donegat fishing villages
tor a quick Guinness. One ex-sailor
has even told me his ship was
torpedoed by an frish submarine.

Eire's neutrality was in reality a
sham. Most RAF pilots who
crashed there were driven to
Northern lreland. Omn the first day
of war a British flying boat landed
in Dublin Bay, was refuelled at De
Valera's instructions and sent on its
way., Throughout the war Britain
had aircratt (racking facilities in
Dublin.

All together some 70,000 men
Irom Eire served in British forces —
far more than volunteered Irom the
Narth, to the deep embarrassment
of the Unionists.

At the hgight of the U boal
attacks un the Atlantic the idea of a
British invasion of Eire was toyed
with but dropped remarkably
quickly. For a few months Inish
ports could have been decisive in
nrotecting  British convoys. On
three occasions Hritain offered De

Valera [rish unity not even to enter
the war but toailow the Roval Navy
use of Irish ports.

In Fire even today, neutrality is
seen as a triumph for De Valera.
Proof that Eire wus truly in-
dependent of Britamm. D¢ Valeru
had already fought and largely won
a tariff war with Britain in the 30°s
which brought a degree of indus-
trial development. That success,
combined with their nationahst
rhetoric, gave Fianna Fail a4 massive
popular base. Later 1t would be the
party which ruled over the massive
creation of ndustry in Elec basced
on multinational capiral,

During the war vears — as poday
— the majority of lnish workers
voted Fianna Fail. Toe them De
Valera scemed the best nationalist
— & man who'd beaten the British
at thewr own game. That explains
why De Valera could get away with
interning and even hanging
republicans in Eire with virtually no
apposition, while at the same time
there were mass protests in the
South over the hanging of an [RA
volunteer in Beltast.

To the vast bulk ot Lire's popuala-
rton independence had been won,
The IRA weren't seen as offering a
real alternative w De Valera, But
there was a passive sympathy for
the catholic minority 1n the North
— a sympathy De Valera easily
channelled by regularly making
formal protests over various
Uniomist actions.

De Valera raised nationalismtoa
new level — Eire’s ability o
compete and succeed as a capitalist
state im its own right. Neutrality —
however formal — was proof of
that. Britain’s ac¢eptance thatl Eire
was an independent, capitalist state
and not simply a colony  was
reflected in its acceptance of
ncutrality.

Finally if neither De Vulera nor
Churchill come out of Fisk’s book
with any credit, the real villaims of
the story must be Northern
Trelznd's Umonist government. In
the days foilowing Dunkirk while
Britain hourly expected o be in-

vaded these bigots couldn’t look

bevond expanding the forces of re-
pression aimed ar the Catholic
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population. When Belfast received
the full force of German bombing
raids there wasn't the slightest ar
raid protection. In private at least,
the British government pourcd
scorn on the Unionists, Duning the
Second World War they still needed

Northern freland ports and bases
hut even then sections ol the British
ruling class were quizzing De
Valera about the possiblities of a
united Ireland ptaced in the sate
hands of Fianna Falil.

{hris Bambery

War maps

M Kidron & D Smith
The War Atlas
Pan Reference, £5.95

This is the second book oy appear
from the Pluta political atlas team
in conjunction with Pan.

The First, The Stare of the World
Atigs, broke new ground with ity
highly oniginal and wvery striking
geapolitical graphics. The HWur
Atlay follows the same format n
charting the shightly more restricted
domain of the arms race and the
new cold war.

The strengihs of this approach
mean that instead of having to
crowd out an argument with
statistics it 1s possible to presentitin
an immediately comprehensible
visual form. In The Siare of the
World Atlas, for instance, maps on
‘euns or butter’ provided a useful
adjunct for arguments that we have
had from time to time arcund the
slogan ‘hospitals not bombs!” Maps
suych as ‘hey big spender’ 1a the
current datlas can play a simalar
useful rote.

Take for exampie, the question of
imperialism. The facts of 13
involvement in Central America
may be more or less well known but
nehing illustrates the huge mulitary
power available to the American
ruling class better than a map

showing the size of the UUS A swollen
in proportion to its military outlays
andl  with the whole of J.atin
America shrunken accordingly. It
speaks volumes at a glance.

secondly, the politics imphcit in
the global graphical presentations
af the atlas are those which
emphasise the fact that we live in &
world svstem. East and west, north
and south, black and white — we all
live in societies in which our rulers
are perpetrating comparable
atrocities against us.

These atlases have cut through
the nonsense of those who would
pretend otherwise,

Maps like ‘ground zero’ show
how aff the world's ruling clusses
have, through collusion with the
superpowers, contributed bases and
economic or military facilities (and
thercfore potential targets) which
have in their turn contributed to the
run-up to world war T

And the one entitled ‘shuotile
service’  shows
callusion between the rulers of
America and Russia themselves
over the exchange of the strategic
raw materials that each need for its
awn respective war machine, with
tungsten  flowing eastwards and
titanium  flowing westwards, for
instance,

I'inally the maps arc interspersed
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A Plute pre

with a dozen or so pages of
commentary which, while lailing to
raise the guestion of how the arms’
race arises out of capitalist society
in crisis, nonetheless demohshesthe
pretentions of the warmongers and
thewr hangers-on (both east and
WESL).

There are certain probtems
remaining however,

On several occasions the aulhors
force material and argument into a
map lorm even though thar adds 1o
the problems of understanding it.

Thus maps of the nuclear
stockpile Torce you to count up lots
of little submarine, aeroplane and
missite silhoueites before you see
what 15 poing on, maps depicting
the location of the world’s armes,
navics and airforces are so hope-
lessly crowded out wath little box-
pictures of them all that any overall
impression 15 lost, and the map
showing accidents with nuckear
wedpons gives you na idea of the
level of  seriousness of  these
accidents,

There are alsa a number of very
dubious assertions. By whal
criterion is Jlowly Sudan
outspending Egypt and Isracl
combined with the military, one
might ask? What sense does 1t make
to refer to the military share of
central government funds when in
many federated countrics other
axpenditure gels devolved upon the
local states! Why is much of the
third world classified as having
‘Strong economic ties to the west
and shared political traditions’
while Sweden {along with
Yugoslavia and Iran) is not?

But although one could go on
with this tist at some length, the
overall effect of the atlas (and s
general accuracy) 15 still  very
POSIIVE,

The State of the World Atfas soid

Kidron & pa

I praject

Peace

N Smith

a quarter ol a million copies, It must
have ol into innumerable local and
school libraries  where nothing
remately comparable would be at
hand. If even g fraction of that
number of The War Artiay do
likewise, that will be a significant
achievement,

But The War Arfas does nothing
o tackle, Iet alone seolve, the
problems and the crisis that CND
now faces in Thatcher’s second
term in oflice. 1t does not tell us why
CND's ‘peace ballot' of this year
has been entirely unsuccessful Tt
does not conlront the question as Lto.
why the strategy of CND's
leadership has npot led to a
strengthening, but  rather to a
massive wavering of support for the
Campaign in the past year,

Manetheless, the authors do
assert that:

‘Fortanately, power 15 not easile
conserved. Although the rich
and powerful do everything to
bend popular perceptions along
their own sight paths, they do
not always succeed. Now and
again, people reject their views.

And in that he opportunity and

hope, for not even the inter-

national  military order can
withstand systematic rejection
of authority within 1L’

But, we might ask, if the authors
really do believe this, why s it that
one of them, Dan Smith, as =
prominent leader of CND, still
argucs that CND should not appose
Britain being a member of the
NATO zlhiance? Lf that is not an
alliance of the ‘rich and powerful’,
armed to the teeth, then what 157

et us hope that others draw the
conclusions i practice that Smith
and Kidron, for all their fine words
and beaunful graphics, never will.

Peter Binns
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‘Worker exploit thyself’

Workers Co-operatives: Johs and
Dreams—Jdenny Thernicy

Ao time when theee s Ltthe ar-
g resistance te the anshep b
cb redundaneies, any tonm ot escape
o the borrars ol the dole gueoe
will appear w be auractine. Afier
ALl the argaanent woos, seniig sor] of
Jeebr s hecter thar no ehoat el The
alternative can appear 1o be oven
muore cntweing when it s dressgd up
I st sorl o ol rhetorie alrou
workers' controd, the dicacy ol
Libsur aned the ability ta run vour
vl lite. Snich s the case wath
workers co-uvperattves. Ken
lavingstne’s O LO have  heen
pshing co-ops as an aliernative L
pedemdiney, and even 1he collapse
b the Associiied Awtonien Co-
vt dproviously o owncd by GEREOY
o™ seem tee lave dampened
thetr eothusuism. ] his despite the
fact thit thee co-opat s haght hud
arlv provided TR0 jobs i tuctors
thut. 1 the varly 600 had employed
OO people,
Tharitley  aroues that
Sworkors” co-operatives i Britain i
Pneth chis contuey amd the Liast v
becit tspired by mopren dreams of
sy sowc s soctely T and theat co-
nporitives  have prosnded people
with g “elianee to Dehl acainst the
principles of capicalsm g fun-
damental wav, and provided soeame
clues ol the Kind ot =ociety tha
corntldd be bualt winder <ocilism, T he
coeopenitive 18 supposed to he o
ey Form of democratie structure
which  Challenges e capitilest
oty of productison through its
YOI LT,

There are two problons: Bty
Co-gperatives e not nes, the adea

Jenny

and practice has been around for
Lw o handred years: secondl as an
examination ol e listory shows,
co-operitives do oo chullenpe the
vipilalist mode ol producoon, In
et thev age mexiricably canght up
ut the web ot capilihst ceomemie
Felaliims,

The example set by carly 149h
century plonecrs. sucit das Robere
Crwen, encouraged the setting wp ol
iy WorTher co-operatives n the
seianud bl of the century, But by
LAH) only 100 rermiuned, and today
there are abwrut cpehe athdated o
the Co-operative Productive
[Foderanon (e trade association
for producer co-apcratives within
the traditronal co-op meovement),

'he  hest known were the
Kochdule Proneers with rheir Toad
Lane store, who by 1560 owned
spannmg mills as owell Therr o
W .

“that 1t memhbers may have the
prcbies  arising  trom Lhe
criploviment  of  their own
cupilal and  Tibour n the
manutucturinge ol cotton and
waonllen fabries, and o improve
their social and  domestic
candition’,

Hurdly  cevolutionary,  being
muach puore o the mouald ol the
Victorian  wleslogy af sebf-help.
Flowever, 1n order Lo ratse capilal,
the sociels had oerosell shares toe non-
co-vptors, and by TROZ the workers”
rights o proli-sharing had been
abotished by g vowe of the new
siacreholders. The sea of capitalism
lad  swamped  the aslamnd ol
sl s .

The ‘wonsumers” capitalsm™ of
the Co-operitive W holesube Society
i continued vver sinee. but as
Jetoy Thornley poimts out pro-
Jueer vo-operdatives have wsually
arisen ot o tie commditnons ot hard-
ship and disollosion thare
cuprtalism™s perrodic crises
produoce. Co-ops have been seen by
lhe  Tubour  movement  and  the
Lobouy Parly as allernutives to
wocmplovoent., and  the den of
sefting them up has often come
Froamy erars e of e particular group
of worhers involved, e hos been
| bty M, miiisters o winon (ull
towe otfrcials who have often heen
the “iespuration” behind them.

Tes Huckbeld MP o oand  Bill
Lapworth, divisional organiser of
the TOWL were the [orce helind
Lhe Trivmph Mendan cos-op Tony
Boeno and Rabert Kilvoy-5ulk in the
case ol Fisher-Bendix o Kirby, A
Tony Eocles in lus book on the
Kby co-operalive sdayve:

“uloner tioe had the peopie al
Kirbv everconscionsly setout 1o
cstitblizle o co-operaiyve. Then
T Mot Tve was thal of saveng
Juabrs’.

They must wish now that they
lind pever Listened o Ltherr Ingh-
perwercd riends’

In ecneral the prableoy s that the
sliehil chianges o the socl devision
ot labowr within co-aperatives ure
artly puossible heconuse of the inter-
ventir vither  obf the state or
linancial tsrurons, and because
the muarket allows tlus to huappen,
Co-operatives. whalever their
witernil organmsation are bewnd e
capitalism heenuse they hawve ro sell
their prodoc on the market.

Thornley argues that “the basiwe
feature of a workers co-operirve s
that 1t manulactures goods and ser-
vices that it owns and s controlled
by those working ot Yot she
acknowledoes that co-ops face o
mijor  problem of finance  and
turther that they cun only exise with
some o of approval fromn the
state, lares firms aod Dnancial in-
stitutions, of they are not 1o be ex-
cluded  Trom the  markel,  This
hardly  constitutes a chaffenee to
capitalism  1f o co-operutive’s

sxistence needs the upproval of

capltalism’™s mast poweriul
IStILULLons!
urthermaore one Can even {uore
Thornley to refute Thomley in thal
she has to ack nowledpe that co-ops:
‘huve  been forced  t find

alernabive wavs for competing

in the murket. The basic need
heis boere Ly mmcrcase productivi-
tv in line with other firms. With
leoss rnienes il Lherr disposal. Co-
operatives  must often buv
inferior machinery amd accept
poor  quality premises. To
TOTHHL COTUPCTIlve they  amiust
then reduce the costs of labour
bl preater extent thin other
firms and wark
eflectively,’

In other words, "worker explit
thwsetl™. This viston o socudism
seens 1o consist of working long
hovrs on low  pav. o lowsy
conditions, with  ¢lapped-out
machiery, IF this is the bluepring
then it s no wonder we Ly
ditfienlty porting through o people
ahest the nzed For sogialism.

Lssentially, those wha fly the vo-
operative flag laok only al what
takes place within the four walls of a
warkplace, and gnore the outside
wiorrld, Phey 1anore the importangy
ol competition, the tact that, as
Marx  smid, Crhe
tnchividual capitals on one another
his the effeet precisely that they
miust conducl themeselves  as
capital.” This goes as much Tor co-
aperatives gs 0 does Por any new
small busiaess, Thornley accepts

(miarrce

that “the co-uperative must produce

\
Fidel Castro

ST

Josef Stalin

imnkluznee of

surplus value’, These pressures are
impoesed trom the outside, and these
sell same pressures make a
nonsense of her cluam that the ex-
plaiation nherent en extracting
surpdas value has somchow been
miraculously rransformed to mean
somethene entrely difterent Tor the
workbores moa co-operative. When
‘pav and conditions are lowered
froom the  average only by the
aceeptance of the members and
wilh rhe wrm that the co-operative
becomes  profitable’.  demacracy
Jandh contral owver vour own Qife
become hittle more than illusions,
Jilckly shatlered by the reality of
Lhe market and the need tocompede
— here the matter cannot be put ro
the vinle,

The ciseotial fcatures of a
siceessful workers’ co-operative? A
marketable  product,  a  healthy
cconome clumate and a keen desire
o compete. Can they be dis-
tingushed from a successtul small
Lusingss? Onlky i ene vidal respect:
the peaple who work in a co-op
hive  surrendered any chance of
oreamsing andepeodentls  apainst
those who explot then, After all,
hosw an oeatth do vou go on strike
A2t yourself?

Mick Armstrong

Karl Kautsky
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ARGUMENTS ABOUT SOCIALISM

Apathy rules...sometimes

“The working class s the revolulionary
Class™, So sav the Muarsasts,

“Tust look ground o The real working
class s inedilferent o your schemes. Far
from revolulionary lervour. oreven plain
class consclousness, the most distinetive
characteristic ol modern workers 1y
ity

SO Navs Comnian sense,

Hoseems o damoing rerort. And i practice
matny peeple o1 the et aeeept 0 as such, On
the ane hand they do believe that the mass of
their  fellow  workers mernsically
apathietic and theretore have w be man-
pulated tor ther own good. On the other
hand they balster theit own spirits by pre-
tertdhing that real workers are quate dafferent
to what they actually are. The “this gre:at
Lahour movemuent of ours’ speech debivered
v generptiens ol wmon buregucrats At
countless hroad Tett gatherinas s a perteet
cxample of the syndrome.

Murs however ook g very ditferent
approach. Working class apathy would have
Come X 1o surprise oo him, bndeed 0 was
puatt of the bread and butter of his theory,

It was, abter all, Marxy who wrote, a
century betore the Swa produced a page
threc, that “the riding wleas in society are the
wleas of the ruling class". And he didn’t just
muean thot the ruling class engage 0 oa
succession al con-tricks, Hemeant that from
crivdle o arave rthe ruled class 1< brought 1o
mterprel Us cxperience 11 ways which lead it
to accept its ot For someoneg who spent so
much eltort understanding the power ol the
pulpit, the power of the video would cansce
Fow slrprises,

It wous, alter all, Marx who wriote 11 the
First chapler of Capited that in capitalist
KOUECLY

“I'he social refations between men thern-

ol I

s e assumes here, for them, the
Fantastie borm ol o relation between
Lhines’

And what coudd be more apathy-nducing

—_——— . —

—_—
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than tht.

And i wus Marx m the 1830 who had to
wilrn his more impatient colleagues that so
loane as capitalism was undergoing a period

ot expansion then there was no prospect of

the working cliss becoming revolutionary.
This warning it should be noted, he delivered
decades before the st socologist even
started Inis thesis on the "aftluent worker’.

b short, Marx®™s  assertton that  the
working class was the revolutionary class,
wetl alongside a quite open recognition of
the apuathy or downright slavishness, which
the workers of his own ume displaved, And
not  only  did Marx  recognise  it,  he
commented upon it with a lorthrnghtness
that would shock most of today’s left wing
intetlectuals. So how did he think 1t would be
avercome? |

Firsl because capritalism gself organesed
workers to groegt cifies and faclornies and
bound them together 10 o world economy,
Second because the interests of workers led
them to struggle, whether or not they
“belicved in® the class struggle. Third because
the dvnamism and ¢osis-ridden nature of
capitalism led it to forcee those struggles con-
stantly bevond the hounds of capitalism.
Capitalsm iatsell created workers apathy.
Butl capitalism atsell broke it down.

Ot course that breaking down would he
very partial Lthis side of the revolution itsell.
As Murx put itan his first vears as @ marxist

‘Both for the production on a mass scale
of this communist conscrousness, and for
the success of the cause atself. the
alterdtion of men on a mass scale s
necessary. an alteration which can anlv

take place 1n a pracucal movement, a

revofution: the revolulion 8 necessary

therelore, not only because the rufing
class cannot be overthrown 1n any other
way, but beeause the class sverthronwing it

can only inoa revolulion succeed n

ridding atselt of all the old crap and

become titted to found society anew.’

Mere theory? Clearly out of Jdate? Well,
Just look at the hundred vears since Marx’™s
death,

During those hundred veurs capitulism
has continued to create, concentrale and
nd together o workmg ¢lass on a scale un-
drcamed of in Mars™s time — apart from by
Marx himself.

And for ail s apahy during those
hundred  yvears  that  workme class  has
displaved a quite remarkable tendency 1o or-
ganize in the way that Marx suggested. Just
two examples should sutfiee,

To this day not a single Pleel Street news-
paper ever advises workers under any -
cumstances 1o 2o on strike, But every vear
several hundred thousand workers i Britam
do =0, mcluding i vears of downturn and
demorahsation hike todav. That’s the
mundane side of it. The dramatic is the Tact
that these hundred vears are lttered with the
mast ruthless and often nitially poputar
dictatorships which have ried Lo suppress
strikes completely. Chile and Poland are
only the latest in the long catalogue of the
fallure of these regimes to do so.

From the mundane w the dramatic. the
workers who engaged inthose siruggles were
not superhuman. Clearly a large chunk of
British stnkers not only read the Sus but
behicve much of what thev read init. And the
very drama ol the Chilean or Polish steikes
obviously means that the magonty  of
workers wheo struck had spent provious years
passively  acecpung, perhaps  even
applauding. dictatorship, [ other words
thev had spent those previous years being
apathetic,

And the same goes tor the most dramatic
cases of all: the revofurionarye situations, We
have had a pood sprinkling of them in the
century siace Marx died. Situations where
misses of workers took power into their own
hands: in Petrograd in 1917, 1n Barcelona in
1936, 1n Budapest in 1936, Nothing in the
history of those cities suggests that theur
workers were muagically tree of all the vices
we call apathy, But in cach casc. for a few
months or wecks, those cities actually saw
what the voung Marx had written about; ‘the
alteration of men on a mass scale ... to
Decame hitted to found sociely anew.’

Pete Goodwin

OF IT SEEMS WE'VE
GoT ATECHNICIANS
STRIKE ON QUR HANDS /

. aF CobRse THE
wakKiNgG cLALY
IS FUNSHED...




