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THE FIGHT
FOR THE

Alotleft to
fight for

‘ALL OVER bar the shouting’, was the
headline about the miners’ strike in one of
the Tory tabloids earlier this month. [t may
not be true but it is easy to see why they
thought so. The sight of Arthur Scargill
making repeated and reasonable requests for
negotiation with the Coal Board gives us
some idea of the real problems affecting the
strike. And the strident intransigence of
Margaret Thatcher in refusing to contem-
plate these negotiations without advance
surrender by the miners points to the highly
defensive position the miners are now in.

Even though as we go to press there is little
sign of an 1mmediate end to the strike,
the constant talk of negotiations—or even of
returning to work withcut any settlement ot
the sirtke—give some indication of the
direction in which it is going.

Talk of defeat for the miners is now com-
mon even in the heartlands of the strike like
Yorkshire. This 15 quite different from even
iwo months ago, when 1t was only in arcas
like North Derbyshire, where strikers have
become increasingly beleaguered, that defeat
seemed to be staring them in the face. The
frankness with which many miners now
approach the outcome of the strike, and the
way in which Scargill himself now doesn't
speak publicly of open victory, are indic-
ations of the very difficult phase the strike
has now entered.

The back to work movements and the con-
stant gradual erosion of the strike, the threat
to the unity of the national union and the
failure to put any visible dent in the coul

stocks, have ail combined to pressure the
miners’ leaders 1nto suing for peace.
Margaret Thatcher wants to take
scalps—and especially Scargill's
scalp—before she concedes anything, So the
NCB and the government have put forward
demands for written concessions which they
know must be impossible for the NUM
leaders to fulfil without complete surrender.

This in turn has led to the realisation
among many miners that thereisa threat not
simply towards indrvidual pits, but to the
unicn itself.

Certainly to listen to Thatcher—and her
supporters in the rabid Tory press—that
appears to be her strategy. It may also be the
view ot the remarkably quiet [lan
MacGregor, who has created bitter divisions
among Coal Board chiets through his failure
to see any positive role tor the union in the
Coal Beard's future plans, But Thatcher,
MacGregor and those who support them
inside the ruling class are held back by two
major lactors which may inhibit their room
(C manoeuvre.

Commitment to the union

The first factor i1s ong which the govern-
ment has consistently undercstimated. The
commitment to the union 1s very great, even
among those who have broken the strike.
The return ta work ‘surge” was nol as big as
they predicted, partly through loyalty to the
union from non-activist strikers. Attempts
by scabs in Notts to break away from the
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national union have met with a surprisingly
high level of resistance. And even on the
Board’s figures, over 60 percent of miners
remain on strike.

At the end of the strike the unicn will
remain a fact of hfe which NCB management
cannot ignore, and which will still have an
important say in the pits. Sections of the
ruling class fear that a cempletely humli-
ating settlement for the miners may store up
problems in the years to come.

The second problem which has been
glossed over during the strike but which will
rear its head is the future of the whole coal
industry. Put simply, the ruling class needs a
coal industry. This is true despite much taik
about the glut of coal on the market, and the
need for British miners to be competitive.

More farsesing members of the ruling
class see that the miners will not alwaysbein
the weak position they are now and that their
bargaining position ¢an be very powerful in
certain circumstances. Oil supplies may be
plentiful now, but i1t wasn't many years back
that the world was thrown into economic
crisis by precisely the opposite
phenomenon—a shortage of oil. Even in the
short term, the weakness of the pound
against the dollar makes imported coal
expensive and therefore puts British coal ata
more favourable price.

Here what 15 crucial to the ruling class is
the need to ensure a moderate rightwing
leadership for the NUM. That was exactly
what happcened after the miners’ defeat in
1926, Leftwingers like Will Lawther were
pulled to the nght over a period of vears.
This process not only made the union
easier to deal with for the employers, but also
meant that when coal was in greater demand
when war broke out, that there was a pliable
right wing urmion leadership in the pits,

That s what the NCB and the employers
will be hoping for now. It is why Lhey are
putting such a hard line to 1the miners” union
cxccutive. Obviously they have short term
aims. They want to persuade waverers back
to work, and hand out a warning to other
workers of the danger of following the
miners example. But they also want to affect
the politics of the NUM itself.

By putting a hard ling, they hope to force
the area leaderships to disavow Scargillism
and return on the NCB’s terms. Ideally for
them, this means written support for pit
closures. Even if that is not eventually forth-
coming, the Coal Board want the large
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majority of miners to go back thinking that
the militant tactics outlined and pursued by
Scargill in the last year cannot win and are
only counter-productive. No doubt some of
the area leaderships will be all too happy to
help convey this view. Alrecady it 15 clear that
Scargill is 1n a2 minority on the exccutive.

The Coal Board want 1o strike another
blow at the militants who have held the stnike
together. They want to hold fast against re-
instatement of those sacked 1n the course of
the dispute. If they succeed in doing this,
they will have succeeded in the wholesale
victimisation of the core of the union’s
militants. A large number of the kKey pickets
have charges hanging over them or have
been convicied.

Talks of compromise on this 1ssuc or of
area settlements are fraught with dangers. In
some places the Coal Board may take back,
for example, those sacked for takingcoalbut
not those sacked for picketing. This, tarfrom
being a victory, would be an attempt 1o
separate out the ‘peliucal’ from ‘non-
political’ victimisations, and could leave the
militants Iin a very 1solated position.

Faced with the strength of the employers’
side, there are two crucial questions facing
those who want the miners’ strike to end in
victory, The first 15 what are the real pros-
pects for the strike? Here we have to be
brutally honest and say that the likelihood of
victory 15 extremely remote. The increascd
return to work, the lack ol morale amongthe
area leaderships, the terrihle hardship taced
by miners and Lheir tamihes, arc all acting in
the government's favour. Although it 15 true
that a hard core can hold out for a very long
time, and that acadents can happen in therr
favour, 1t 1s unlikely that many miners relish
the prospect of being out I a year’s time.

‘But that doesn’t mean that the miners are
facing abject defeat. Even when the balunce
of forces are against a group of workers,
there 15 a world of difference between a
retreat which ts discipiined, and a retreat
which turns inte a rout. A rout in this si-
ation witl mean the emplovers taking the
maximum advantage (o victimise militants
and weaken union organisaticon,

Militants inside Lhe union must make sure
this doesn’t happen. This means winning
policies now of no vicumisations when work
SLAres agair. it MEans siepping up activiey in
terms of poing on the knocker. arguing with
waverers the impartance of holding uon tor a
settlement and going back together. [t means
tfighting 1o convinge even some of those back

4

at work that the strike s not lost, [t means
sill buillding and stepping up solidarnty
collections, to wry to cement the strike
together.

To do this requires a clear, absolutely
honest and realistic view of the strike and
where 1t 15 going. T also requires an under-
standing that what you do in defeat 15 very
important. The militants must ensure they
keep up this activity and not atlow the con-
stant speculation lead to passivity.

The second question facing strikers 1s: has
the union any bargaining strength? Despite
the impression given by Margaret Thatcher,
It has a great deal. The Tories clearly have a
lot on their side, We have seen their power
throughout the strike. The police. the press,
the courts, the social security regulations,
have all been used to bash the miners. And
the Tories have been strengthened by the
weaknesses within the working class move-
ment, in particular the TUC failing to deliver
their promises of solidarity. The scabbing 1n
seclions of the coalfield always made win-
ning harder.

But the Tories also have problems. They
don't agree about how hard they should hit
the miners {(for the reasons we give above).
There are abviously quite major divisions in
tactics on their side. And the strike 1s taking
its toll. It has already cost the government

POLITICS

The wrong
conclusions

IT WOUIL.I} be surprising 1f the longest

major strike in British history, affecting.

hundreds of thousands of miners, their
families and supporters, didn’t have a
profound elfect on the ideas and thinking of
many of 1ts participants.

The politics of the strike, as we poimnted out
in the tast Review are a key reason forits lack
ol success, Reliance on the union leaders, a
faiture 1o mobilise for mass pickets, the high
level of passivity, have all led to difficulty in
advancing the strike. Yet 1t 1s 118 very weak-
ness which has helped to remtorce the
reformist 1deas underpinning the Labour
Party—especially the idea ol relying on
pthers to achieve things for you.

The (ailure of the strike to deliver atany of
its key stages—through picketing out Notts,
through mass pickels of steel and coke
works, a lack of sohdarity on the pant of the
TUC, the failure to halt the back to work
movement—has taken its wll in terms of
1deas,

Already there are signs that many of the
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billions of pounds, and there s going to be
ned let up i the cost forsome months atleast.
The cost of the sirike has not helped the
government's financial situation, Although
the weakness of the poundis attributed to o1l
prices falling in the main, many commen-
tators also talk about the long term effccts of
the strike as extremecly damaging to the
British economy. Some of the ruling class
helieve, especially as the NUM executive are
so willing to settle for acompromise, thatthe
price of matntaining the strike has now
hCEﬂl’ﬂE E.‘-‘(EEHSII\"E.

They talk of the strike lasting into next
summer with some trepidation. So there are
problems for the government tco. With the
vagarics of the stock markets and the inter-
national money markets, there can be all
sarts of unioreseen blows 1o the Tories,

The danger is that the returns to work
simce Christmas can provide an excuse for
the area leaderships 1o scttle for less than
could be won,

This must not be allowed to happen. The
strike 1s in & very diificult and defensive situ-
ation. But 1t can be held together, and 1f a
retreat 15 necded 1t can be an orderly retreat.
The way the strike ends isn’t simpiy a matter
of tactical differences. Tt can make a huge
difference to the fight to maimntain the union
for years to come. il

e

;.f

supporters ot the sirike are drawing precisely
the wrong conclusions about why the strike
has not won after almost a year.

The argument that the strike should only
have taken place after a national ballot, has
re-emerged., Tt will undoubtedly gain
strength at the end of the strike as the post
martems and recriminations begin. It 1s con-
nected with a whole series of other argu-
ments which basically say that the strike
could not succeed because it was too mili-
tant, 1t went too far inits demands and tac-
tCs.

These ideas take the torm of attacks onthe
lack of a4 ballot; denunciations of mass
picketing and *violence' as a means of win-
ning the strike; the fecling that 1t was wrong
(o call for solidarity because other unions
won't fipht for the miners. Talk ol action
[rom other workers, it is argued, was pie In
the sky.

There is even a feeling that Scargill himself
has sone too far, hasisclated himself and the
union and should have settled months ago



when he had the chance. Coupled with this
are increased 1llusions in Nell Kinnock, and
increased faith in what another Labour
government could do,

A few months ago, Kinnock was bitterly
denounced and attacked by many miners
and their supporters 1in the Labour Party.
Today denunciations are less frequent and
what criticisms there are, remain muted.
And many people are now praising Kinnock.
As the likelihood of a settlement gets closer,
the more Kinnock can play the role of peace-
maker, the persan who wants to get industry
back to work, and the miners’ friend.

So although Kinnock has done his best to
sabotage the strike, and support tor it, his
standing remains remarkably high.

The sorts of ideas outlined above are
held—and always have been held—by many
who were at best half’ hearted about, or at
worst secretly opposed to, the strike. But
they are increasimgly accepied by many good
militants, who have fought for victory from
day one, and who have backced Scargilt
consistently.

in the wake of a defeat, that tendency will
increase. More people are likely to look 10
electoralism and Labourism fora solution to
the problems of unemployment and the like,
than they are towards their own struggles.
Such conclusions ¢an lead—and often do
lead—to a belief that nothing can change
outside parliament, and to a passivity which
puts its faith in the actions of those like
Kinnock. The far left of the Labour Party
will be badly affected by the outcome of the
strike. The fortunes of the left improved last
year on the coattails of the strike. Now they
are likely to come down to earth with a
bump. They have two alternatives—to stand
firm and face probably increasing isolation,
or to move to the right along with Kinnock
and the parlizamentary party.

A different course

Socialists have speit out the central

arguments about the strike thraughout the
last year. We have to keep doing so. The key
thing is that the strike could have been won.
But only if a different course had been taken
at a number of crucial points. And when the
different stages of the strike occurred, one
thing stood out as absolutely central every
time: that the trade union bureaucracy failed
to build the strike in a way which could have
led to victory. This was true at every period
of the strike.

All other factors working against the
miners have been secondary 1n comparison
with this. It was the one factorsingled out by
Ned Smith, interviewed on his retirement as
NCB industrial relations director. [t was not
the mass pohbcing, or the scabbing in
Nottinghamshire that he drew attention to.
Rather, he placed the turning pomt in the
strike as the time in late September when the
TUC leaders failed to translate words of sup-
port (nto action.

[n its very carly stages, the sirnike was
hampered not by the fallure to call a ballot,
but by the failure of some of the area lcaders
to give a lead in support of the fight against
pit closures. Nowhere was this more the case
than in Notts. At the beginning the Notts
area leadership /ed the call for a ballot, as a

CRISIS ON THE LEFT
—WHICH WAY

FORWARD

SKEGNESS 85—come and join in the discussion at Socialist
Workers Easter Rally—3 days of dehate, discussion and

ar gument at the Derbyshire Miners Holiday Camp near
Skegness with more than 50 meetings on socialist politics.

MEETINGS INCLUDE

The mass strike
Tony Cliff

Class struggle in Europe 1968-85
Chris Harman

A } Cook and the miners
Paul Foot

The popular front
Duncan Hallas

Class struggle today
Pete Clark

America, Russia and the arms race
Pete Binns

Womens oppression and the family today
Norah Carlin

Resistance in the second world war
John Deason

Spencerism—the first split in the miners' union
Mike Simons

Are Labour Councils ordinary employers
Lindsey Greig

plus Introduction to Marxism series
and Introduction to Marxist economics
and many, many more.

Other Speakers include:

Nigel Harris Paul Holborow Andy Strouthous
Eamonn McCann lan Birchall Pete Alexander
Lindsey German Pat Stack Gareth Jenkins
Sheila McGregor John Rees
PLUS *films
»bands
*discos
*¢cabaret

talent competition
*kids entertainment
also available
®five bars
®two heated swimming pools
®new sauna and jacuzzi
®big new games room

Friday Sth April-Monday 8th April

Adults £40, 12-14 yearolds £15, 5-11 year olds £12, under fives
are free

Ask your Sociafist Worker seller for details or write to Skegness

Rally, PO Box 82, London E2 9D5.

Socialist Worker Review Fehruary 1945



NOTE

of the
“month

manoeuvre (o stop the strike spreading and
so to defuse 1t. They repeatedly attacked
Y aorkshire mimners who were trying 1o picket
out the Notts men. Yorkshire area leader
Fack Tavlor complied by cathing the pickets
oft.

1t 15 not surpnsing then that Chadburn
and Richardson tound they had created a
Frankenstein™s monster. But the member-
ship had never had the arguments put to
them about the strike, Even though they
were eventually persuaded toreturn to work,
a third had nonetheless been out on strike.

For some months the bureaucracy
counterposed the need to picket out Notis to
the need to begin effective pickets of key
econiomic targets. In parucular the pickeung
of steel plams was discouraged, as area
Feaders made apreements to let fairly large
amounts of ¢xempted coal in. The turning
point of the strike came at Orgreave where
mass police hrutality smashed the picket and
led (o 4 wholesale retreat on the question of
militant mass picketing. Since then, pickets
have often been token, and where organised
have been one-off secret affairs, which quite
deliberately have not set out to mobilise
other lacal workers who support the miners.

The TUC Congress in September raised
the expectations of hundreds of theusands of
workers and iet themn down again almost as
guickiy. Promises of support in the power
stations never materialised—a fact which
gave the Tories the green light to push much
more onto the offgnsive. Those workers who
Lok the bluster and rhetonie ol the TUC
seriously and tried 1o orgamse solidarity
have often found themselves isolated and

sometimes threatened with their own victim-
15al1011 4% 4 COTMSEQUEnce.

Since then the strike has been on a shippery
slope—gaming a few propaganda victories,
and snll commanding massive levels of sup-
port round Christmas—but unfortunately
getting a number of shoves downhill as wetll.
The fatlure of power cuts to materialise, the
lack of solidarity 1n the power stations, the
NACODS deal with the Coal Board in
QOctober, the gradual momentum of the back
rar work movement, have all taken their toll.
Since Christmas the weaknesses of the strike
have become even more apparent, and the
lack of stomach from the TUC or most area
leaders to continue the fight 1s obvious.
Unfortunately most miners have been
prepared to accept what their leaders are
doing. Only a minorty have found them-
selves drawing conclusions to the
contrary—and they tend to be both too late
and too weak on the ground to influence
EvEents.

Lessons of disputes are always bitterly

PROSPECTS
AHEAD

Building
from below

WHAT ARE the prospectstacing the miners
in the months lollowing the strike? They
came out almost a yvear ago believing they
would be able 1o go back victorious, having
beaten back pit closures and given the Tories
a bloody nose. Now they are facing the fact
that the boot may well be on the other [ool.
The ¢xact details of any settlement which
might be torthcoming are unknown, We do
nol [or example know the fate ot particular
pits. We do not know how bitterly the miners
will have to fight to defend therr victimised
members. But we do know that the

The politics of
Britain's longest ever
strike-by Chris
Harman

20p, 5p for strikers,

available from PO Box
82, London £2 9D%
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argued. Unfortunately the analysis put for-
ward here 1s one that the SWP is virtually
zlone in pointing to. Most views on the left
either retlect the position of the bulk of the
area leaderships, of the Labour leadership,
and of the Communist Party, that a more
moderate, less miiitant approach should
have been taken. Or they take the line of
Benn and the bulk of the strike’s active
supporters, that victory 1s in sight and that
any problem can be overcome by sheereffort
of will and a bit more struggle.

The latter view Is preferable, because 1t
says that the miners and their supporters
have to fight to win and it 1s behind the
strike. But it 15 not a realistic view at this
stage of the strike and can therefore Icad to
terrible demoralisation when the eventual
truth dawns. The other view leads 1o a shift
to the right, to refusing to struggle in case it
alienates people,

Unfortunately, both views can feed the
sort of politics that Kinnock and the Labour
leaders are putting forward.m

emplovers and management will feel
confident to go on the offensive over a range
of issues—whether union facilities,
productivity, victimisation or safety.

Faced with this prospect, it is important to
remember that defeat would not be the end
of the struggle. Te use the analogy of a
defeated army: if 1t can withdraw, without
scattering or collapsing, it can regroup and
live (o fight another day. The small number
of skirmishes which happen in the course of
retreat can be used to help rebuild
conhidence and organisation.

At the end of a dispute 1t 1s often hard to
imagine anyone wanting to fight again over
anvthing. But time and again working class
experience shows that thisis not the case and
that militants organising in the workplace
can make all sorts of gains in the many
defensive struggles which anse.

In a much more serious defear for the
working class thananything we havefaced in
Britain, the workers of Chile were smashed
by a bleody right wing army coup.

The democratically elected government
was destroyed, tens of thousands of workers
were killed and imprisoned. Even today, the
level of military and police repression in
Chile 15 very high, But the last few vears have
seen the revival of struggle—strikes,
demonstrations, student revolts—which
show that the working class movement 13
beginning to organise again, despite 1ts




crushing detcat,

Of course, even with the worst possible
seenario, the miners would not face anything
on the scale that Chilean workers faced. Bur

these experiences and  the lessons of
others iitke them, arc important for the

miners. [P defeated they would be returming
with organisation more or less intact, with
the feeling that they have been starved back,
and that they have {ought an unequal fight
well. The danger is that demoralisation
could lead to & situation where people do not
seize the opportunities and chances which
extst to try to rebuild, on the grounds that
nothing can be done. The months and years
ahead could be very impaortant for all those
militants who want to rebuild organisation,

And they wif have the opportunities,
Management are under pressure to get the
pits working apain. They will want to
produce as much coal as possible, as quickly
as possible. Two factors can help militants to
organise. Management  will try to cut
corners. to impose practices which forece
through higher productivity . in particular to
cut satety procedures, Fach and every one of
these 1ssues can provide a tocus around
which those wha are serious about holding
the vnion together can agitate, and which
can win people towards the union.

Because of (he pressure of productivity,
management—particularly at a local
level—wiall otten be prepared to make
concessions. The pressure will be on them to
compete with other pit managements in the
productivity race. Their jobs will be on the
line too. Faced with the prospect of 70 pits
closing—perhaps even more—again  and
again they can be made to concede on i1ssues
around which there is a light. The key will be
strong local union organisation,

These defensive battles wiil come up time
and again. [n the next lew months there will
be the ftocus for agiration round
victinsations as well, {f there is no national
agreement to take back sacked members,
there will be a number of fights in individual
pils, like Betteshanger 1 Kent, where the
whole of the NUM branch committee have
been sacked.

The problem 15 that those who have been
among the most active pickets, and who
should be the core ol organisatoen in the pits,
may feel that if the strike 15 lost there won’t
be much worth fighting tor. The role of the
tiny number of conscious  socialists an
arguing with these individuals and pulling
them into acuvity around 1ssues cannot be
overstated. The defensive struggles ahead
can lav the buasis for organisaton in the
pits—rooted In the workplace, based on
small struggles,

Whether or not this happens will
depend—and usually has depended
historically—on the role of individuals 1n
arguing tor it, and in demonstrating that i
can be built. Those socialists wha liave the
political understanding of the nature of the
employers’ offensive, and the period, and
can argue on the wider 1ssues will hopetully
be at the core of rebuillding tin the vrmon in the
aftermath  of the sirike. Revelutionary
sociahsts won't of course be the only ones
organising. In particular. some of the left
hranch otticials will be forced to organise.
There are already signs of this happening

with the Barnstey Forum.

Scargill s clearly closely associated with 1
this Iimited attempt to rebuild Broad Left ’
organisation  separate from the area NO ES
lcadership of Jack Taylor, and to create a

base away from the NUM executive. But the
pressure even on the Forum will be to move
to the nght in the period atter the strike,
when there will be a level of demoralisation.

This will be a pressure on many of the

good mulitants. It can be resisted by attemnpts
to build on the defensive disputes. Itcan also 0 l e
be combatted by the bulding of a tiny

nucleus of a revolutionary party among a

small numhber of miners who are committed
to socialist ideas, as well as to fighting, This I I |On

can prove to be ol overwhelming importance

in the vears o come, B
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NEW CALEDONIA

HISTORY OF A COLONY

FRENCH colony since 1853, Population:
140, 000. Capital: Noumeu.

1864-97 Penal Colony. Depertation from
France of 40,000 convicts, including 3,000
political prisoners after the defcat of the Paris
Commune in 187I. Increase in ‘free’ setile-
ment and development of ranching force the
native Melanesians (Kanaks)onto the infertile
highlands.

KANAK resistance to white colonisation:
1878 Kanak revolt followed by repression and
creation of native reserves occupying a mere
20 percent of the colony’s territory,

1917 last great Kanak revolt.

KANAK population estimated in 1921 as
27,000, compared with 50,000 in 1870. Until
1946 the Kanaks are subject to the ‘Aboriginal
Law’: unpaid fabour on white farms; per-
mission needed to leave reserves.

1951 Formation of reformist Caledonian
U nioh—demands equal righis for Kanaks and
ereater autonomy for the colony.

1957 Law granting Kanaks equal voting
richts; Kanak participation in territorial
government.

1963 Gaullist government reverses previous
reforms. Prime minister Messmer: *We must
seize this last opportunity to create an extra
French-speaking country....In the long run,
the rise of native nationalism can only be
avoided if the non-Pacific peoples are in the
majority. Tt goes without saving that no long-
term change in the balance of the population
can be obtained without the systematic en-
couragement of immigration by white women
and children...Jobs must be reserved for new
settlers in private companies.’

1969 Creation of radical nationalist

movements.

1970s Economic hoom created by world
demand for nickel {99 percent of the island’s
exporis). Massive rise¢ in manufactured im-
ports, ¢xport of savings to Australia, Monaco
ete, immigration from France, Yietnam, Java
and other Scuth Pacilic colonies. Most
Kanaks continue to practise subsistence
agriculture.

POPLLATION in 1980: 43 percent Kanaks,
35 percent Europeans, 12 percent Polynesians,
10 percent Yietnamese and others.

1981 Election of Socialist government in
France. Murder of Pierre Declercyg, white
member of Kanak nationalist movement, by
the extreme right. Rising level of land occup-
ations and confrontations between Kanaks and
white settlers (supparted by gendarmes},

1984 Formation of FLNKS (Kanak Socialist
“ational Liberation [Front) uniting most
nationalist groups. Bovcott ot territorial elec-
tions. Result: 82 pereent don’t vote (80 percent
in the Kanak-dominated east of the isiand);
anti-boveott Kanak group obtains onfy 4 per-
cent: Gaullists and extreme right win 78 per-
cent ol those voting. Election of night wing
territorial government,

UNTIL November last vear, fow people i
France suspected that a major conllict would
erupt in the South Pacific colony of New
Catedonia, and come to doeminale the entire
political stage in France itself. Few could
even have accurately placed rthe
island—situated 1,500 kilometres north-east
of Australia—on the map.

Yet today the subject is a diffreult one to
avoid, as the colony's rival political leaders
vie for attention on the TV screens, and the
fascist National Front cover the walls of
French cities with appeals 1o support
‘Nouvelle Caledonie Francaise'.

The comparison with Algeria i1s a fair
onc—though times have changed since the
Algenan uprising in 1954,

Successive French governments waged an
eight-year struggle for Algena, leaving one
million Algenan dead, and creating a bitter
legacy of racism and right-wing activism.

But when Francois Miuterrand made a
dramatic 20000 kilometre flight to New
Caledomia 1n January, his mussion was a
more complex one, Committed to the
island’s self-determination betore the 1981
clection which brought the Socialists to
power, Mitterrand's policy at tirst consisted
of crealing a more autonomous territorial
government and eliminating some ot the
more outstanding gricvances—by land
reform, for example. The island’s economy
was to be developed—despite the world
slump in New Caledonia’s principle re-
source, nickel—and the native Kanaks more
fully integrated into the existing economic
and political system. The promised re-
ferendum on independence was pushed back
to 1989 —a vear gffer the end of Mitterrand’s
presidenual mandate.

Such a strategy was quitc compatible with
Mitterrand's defence of French impenalist
interests in the South Pacific and elsewhere.

These interests are strategic—maintaming
a French military prescnce in the region
which includes the H-bomb testing lacifities
in  French Polynesia—and  economac.
Although the region 15 undeveloped, there
are important mineral reserves, including the
future exploitation ot the ocean bed, as well
as enormous potential tor fishing and tour-
ism. French Polviesia alone, tor example,
covers two million square kilometres ot
occan, while New Caledonia accounts for a
quarter of the world’s rescrves of nickel.

The ¢risis came into the open m November
1984, when the nationalists of the FLNKS
arganisegd @ successful  boycott ot the
territorial elecuons, and went on to proclaim
a provisional government, at hirst 1n exile in
nearby Vanuatu (ex-New Hebrides) and then
on ‘French™ soil in New Caledonia itsell,

FLNKS-organised roadblocks, and &
series of militant actions such as the burning
af white tarms and the taking of hostages,
created a situation of virtwal dugl power. The
flug of Kanaky was flown publiciy, outrag-
ing supporters of the right wing pro-French
erritorial government. who have accused
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A costly conflict

the Sacialists of ¢ncouraging rebellion and
“communist’ sedition.

Mitterrand recacted quickly, by sending
Fdgar Pisani, an ex-Gaullist politician, as
special envoy to Noumea, The Pisani plan
was sulficiently vague to attract the inital
support of moderate Kanaks—and bring
down the roadblocks. The new policy n-
cludes the organisation ol a referendum in
1985, But—and it 15 a very big but—the
proposal envisages the creation of o Kanak
state under French tutclage, inwhich France
would continue to be responsible for ex-
ternal aftuirs {and even internat law and
order}, maintain an important naval base
and guarantee the nghts of French settiers.
Noumead and the 1stand’s airport would be
under mare direct French control.

The conflict has been extremely costly to
the French state. Tt has also allowed
Australia, one of France's principle 1m-
perialist rivals in the region, Lo increase 115 1n-
fluence, by giving extremely guarded
support to the moderate Kanaks. Politically
it has added to the Socialists’ troubles at
home, giving the Right ancther stick to beat
the government with, while altowing the CP
to polish up its far from untarnished ant-
Lmperialist image.

Thus Mitterrand 15 anxious to find a quick
solution *acceptable to all the communitcs
it New Caledonia’, But it s hard (o imagine
the tighlrope act working. As events 1n
January showed, the iimmediate crisis 15 far
from resolved. The killing of a young French
seitler by Kanaks provoked a  semi-
psurreclionary  situation in Noume:a, the
larpely non-Mgclanesian capital—a situation
reminiscent of the pro-white settler inspired
riots in Alglers in the period leading up to
Algerian independence. {(Considerable
num bers ot the more recent white settlers are
in tact pied noirs resettied in New Caledonia
atter leaving Alperia).

This situation was detused by the news ol
the cold-hloaded murder of Tlot Machoro,
minister of security in the Kanak provisionil
government, by gendarmes. Suddenly
Furopean rioters began o fraternise with
troops and celebrate the ‘removal’ of one of
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the key frgures in the FILNKS.

But the crisis was serious enough lor
Mitterrand 10 announce the sending of more
troops and the declaration of a state of
EMETZENCy.

At the time of wrniting, the imminent
return 1o ‘normality’, which Mitterrand
promised after his return from Noumea in
January, has not yer matenalised. By
‘normality’, Mitterrand mcant above all the
reopening of the country’s largest nickel
mine—owned by a subsidiary of the state-
owned Rothschild group and EIf Aquitaine,
But this has been made impossible by the
sabotage of wvital eguipment, while the
nationalist trade union is continuing to press
such demands as an increase m the number
of Kanaks emploved at different levels ot the
job hicrarchy.

It s far from clear how the New
Caledonian problem will be resalved. Tactic-
ally, the nmationalists position is not easy, Re-
duced to a minority in their own country by

LEBANON

government-sponsered immigration, largely
excluded from the capitalist sector of the
economy and geographically isolated in the
busii, the Kunaks have some allics in the
non-Melanestan population, But, despite
their high level of political crganisation, the
FLWNKS seems uncertain to obtain a
majority for independence—even on the
basis of a neo-colonial ‘associated state’.
The nan-Melanesian working class, enjoying
as it does a privileged settler status, over-
whelmingly supports the right wing parties.

Pressures for compromise

The New Caledonian right—backed by
most of the settlers as well as by a minority of
"assimilated” Kanaks—also enjoys the
vociferous support of Gaullist leader Chirac.
ex-President  Giscard (who  accused  the
socialists of helping to create a *Cuba of the
Pacific’) and rlascist leader Le Pen, whose
local branch of the National Front is ex-

Phoney withdrawal

IS5 THE Le¢banon nightmare to begin again?
Bombings and assasstnations have eonce
more become daily events, and massacres
and even full-scale civil war are anticipated.
Once again it 1s possible to discern the hand
of Israel behind the corrent confusion-—its
plans for withdrawal concealing a cvnical
determination to keep the Lebanese pot
boiling.

Israel’s Labour prime minister Shimon
Peres 15 presenting his withdrawal plan as
part of a new strategy for Lebanon. Tt s not.
Il the three-stage withdrawal is complete, as
Peres claims by July, it will leave a 40
kilometre-deep zone in southern Lebanon
occupied by the South Lebanon Army
(SLA). The SLA is composed of Lebanese
collaborators and armed by Israel. It is effec-
lively part of the Isruell army and would
leave Israel in occupation of a large part of
the south.

Divide and rule

This presence will assist its plans to trag-
ment the country. When the invasion of 1982
failed to install a right wing government in
power in Beirut, the [sraelits turmed to a
strategy  of  supporting rival  Lebanese
factions in an effort to divide the country
into sectarian ‘statelets’. It supplied finance
and arms to both the fascist Phalange party
of the Maronite Christian community and
the Muslim Druze. This led to the bloody
"War of the Mountains® in September 1983,
which lefi the Druze, not Israei’s first choice
as an ally, in controt of the central Chouf
Mountain region.

Since then the Israclis have attempted to
buy [rends among the majority Shia Muslim
population of the south. Some have beenco-
opted into the SLA. others installed as local
gang leaders. Tn the major southern city of
Tyre the {srachs have backed an infamous

sunn1 Muslim mafia, while 1in Sidon, further
north, they have encouraged a situation in
which the rightists, the Druze, the Sunniand
the Shia are prepuring to fight for control
when Israel leaves.

Israel now hopes that the most vulnerable

of the communities 1 the south—the
Christians—flee 10 the border area for pro-
tection. Here they may provide the
unrechable SLA with reinforcements. In
addition, further {fighting between the
Phalange and the Dyuze may cause the final
breakup of the government in Lebanon, giv-
ing Israel a freer hand to intervene in-
definitely in Lebanese affairs.

[srael strategists have been balancing the
cost of the war against the benetits of main-
taining a presence in Lebanon. Since the in-
vasion of June 1982 [srael has spent over $3
billion on s occupation. Despite the usual
US-aid the sickly Israeli economy cannot
bear the burden. [sraelis have also become
bitter at the high cost in casualties—by
January 609 [sraelis had been killed in the
preceding 18 months,

The current withdrawal plans allow Israel
(0 keep (s options open. It wil} station the
SLA 1n the southern border area of Lebanon
and press the L'N to place its own forces in a
sccond “buffer’ zone further north. It will
then have a strong base in Lebanon for
further military adventures, and perhaps to
allow the exploitation of the Litani
waters—the only major source of watcr in
the region not diverted into the lsrael supply
v stem.

What are socialists to make of the whole
ugly mess? In Israel the Peace Now Move-
ment, which raiscd so many hopes on the
left, has effectively collapsed.

In Lebanon there huas been determined
military oppositton to the Israclis but no
turther development of a political opposi-
tion. The miiitias of the Shia, Sunm and

Socialist Worker Review February 1983

tremely active in New Caledonia itself,

The Kanaks have a lot to lose by an
cutright miitary confroniation. Already the
FILINKS has lost fourteen dead, including ten
i an ambush by a private militia as well as
Elo1 Machoro, their princtpie military
organiser, at the hands of the French state,

The pressores on the FLNKS leaders to
look for a compromise are considerable—
although they also face the possibility of a
revolt by their own rank and file, as recent
‘unauthorised” militant actions demonstrate.

Whatever differcnces revolutionaries have
with the FLNKS—and 1t is clear that
independence alone, in whatever torm, will
not solve the underlying problems faced by
the majority of Kanaks and the non-
Melanesian working class—they have a duty
not only to demand the Kanaks  right to self-
determination, but to actively suppart their
present struggle. |l

T Fahrice

Druze have collaborated with the Commu-
nist Party and the Palestinians in a*National
Resistance” which has been responsible for
the many attacks on Israeli soldiers that have
been an important factor in dictating the
withdrawal. But such opposition has, as
vsual, been within the limits set by tradi-
tional sectarian politics, and thanks to
[srael’s divide and rule strategy, militias that
co-operate an one level may find themselves
i1 contlict on other 1ssues,

Despite the fact that some of the Muslim
organsations declare themselves ‘socialist’
the left 15 weak, The organisation that has
proved most successful over the past two
years 15 that of the Druze. It is confusingly
named the Progressive Socialist Party. In
tact 1t 1s the personal property of a clan
leader and feudal chief, Walid Jumblatt. The
leftist” Sunnm Muslim Mourabitoun, based
in west Beirut, is little more than a local
mafia. The Communist Pany is an utterly
Stalinised and bureaucratic rump which tails
the Mushm muilitias.

The economy

Lebanon's greatest tragedy has been the
fragmentation of its working class. By 1975
there were 250,000 workers In manu-
facturing, construction and transport in a
population of just four million. Between
1975 and 1981 civil war and repeated Israeli
mvasion led to massive destruction in the
main industnial areas and economic dis-
location of the whole country., The manu-

tacturing workforce declined from 130.000

to 70.000. Then in the invasion of 1982 the
Israclis smashed the industrial areas of south
and west Beirut and of the southern citics of
Tyre and Sidon,

The Lebanese economy is today in deep
crisis, with industry its most stricken section.
The largest 1ndustrial establishments have
shut,

But the destruction of the cconomy has
been uneven. Because of the sectarian nature
of Lebancse society industry has always been
concentrated n the wealthier Christian
areas, In 1965, ol 1800 cstablishments
empioying more than five workers. almost
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1,000 were in Beirut, and the majority of
these in Christian east Beirut. Most of the
rest were in Christian areas of Mount
Lebanon and the north. This pattern was not
changed before war brought the destruction
of mdustry.

INDIA

Many skilled workers have emigrated,
especially to the countries of the Gulf.
Others have returned to families in the
country, many are unemployed. Those who
remaln in industrial employment are conicen-
trated in the Maronite Christian enclave of

Hindu chauvinism rules

THE overwhelming victory of the Congress
(1) in the Indian general c¢lection of
December 1984 has been greeted with un-
disguised relief by the international ruling
class. Almost without exception they have
hailed the ‘*historic opportunity” that Rajv
Gandhi has created to reshape India. It 1s
total gibbensh.

Despite the massive electoral success of
the Congress (I} the Indian ruling class
remains split into bitterly cpposed factions.
An overwhelming electoral victory 1s not un-
precedented—they occurred n 1971, 1977
and 1980 and e¢ach was followed by bitter
factional strife within a couple of years.

The Congress {1) has notsuddenly become
a united or uncorrupt party—the general
opinmion of the Indian press was that it won in
spite of the nature of many of the candidates
and the state-level leadership. The govern-
ment that Rajiv Gandhi has formed s
littered with unsavoury relics of the old
regime plus a few of his own clique of tech-
NOCFAts 1N JUNIOT positions.

There are reasons for the electoral victory
(400 seats out of 500) but they have little 1o
do with a new era. A technical factor was the
very effective Reagan/T hatcher style of cam-
paign run by Rajiv's personal cligue. They
made extensive use of mass poster cam-
paigns and tens of thousands of videos (as
big a craze in India as here) plus the advan-
tage of controlling TV and radio.

Rajiv and the fascists

They also directly involved a number of

top film stars as candidates and cam-
paigners. As these people have devoted
followings of mullions this was fantastically
successtul.

More fundamentally the opposition 18
completely bankrupt. These corrupt factions
of ruling class politicians are even worse than
those of the Congress (1), which is really say-
ing something.

The economy 1s also in better shape than
for some time—inflation down, a limited
recovery of industrial production, a remark-
able hoom in consumer goods, Deprived
lemporarily of even the economy as an 1s5ue
the bourgeos opposition parties folded in 3
riserable heap.

There were (wo parties which would have
been expected to stand against the tide—the
neo-tascist Bharativa Janata Party (BJP)
and the Communist Party of Indhia (Marxist)
CPI{M). The BJP was routed, ending up
with two seats instead ol 33 They were
caught by a shitt by the Congress ([) which

141

fought the campaign on its most right wing
platform ever,

This shift has been taking place for more
than two years as Indira Gandhi moved the
party fraom its traditicnal position as
defender of the minornties to supporting
Hindu communalism, This was expressed in
the campaign as fighting for the *unity of the
nation™—a code word in present circum-
stances for the domination of minorities by
Hindu ¢ hauvinism.

This was a disaster for the BJP, which had
its electoral support massively undermined.
It was a considerable success for the fascist
paramilitary organisation the RSS, which
for more than five years has been setting up
right wing united front organisations with
communalist Cangress([)peliticians all over
India. The fact that many of the attacks on
Sikhs after Indira Gandhi’s assassination
were led by local Congress (I) members was
evidence of their success.

In the event considerable numbers of R3S
members switched their support from the
BJP to the Congress {I) precisely because
they saw it as a better vehicle for their
political objectives, In other words, a sig-
nificant section of the local organisation of
the Congress {I) in the north has been
penetrated by fascists,

It's a remarkable comment on the nature
of the opposition that the Congress {I) stll
managed to pick up two-thirds of the
Muslim vote across North India. Evervone
knew that the opposition were out and out
communalists, whereas there was always the
hope (pretty forlorn) that the Congress (I)
would return 10 its *secular’ traditions.

The Communist Party CPL(M) was wiped
out almost everywhere except in the state of
West Bengal, where it runs the government.
Even there, it lost much supportin the urban
areas although the local Congress (I) 1s spint
into two factions who probably hate each
other more than they do the CPI{(M). The
reasan why they retained their rural support
15 simply that agriculture there 1s based on
sharecropping and they have delivered real
reforms to the sharecroppers.

In the urban areas they have been just
anolther reformist government making a
terrible hash of administering the capitalist
crisis and being compelied to attack workers’
standards of living. Their strategy is based
on the survival of the West Bengal govern-
ment, so they have no national perspectives
worth the name, which explains ther
collapse elsewhere.

Only 1n Bombay was there a conscious
working ¢lass reaction as one of the city’s six
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cast Betrut and Mount Lebanon.

Until Lebanon’s cconomy begins (o ex-
pand there is little chance of the sectanan
divide that separates workers being broken.
The prospects are bleak.m

Phil Marshall

seats was won by the maverick union lgader
[Datta Samant. He was clected on the votes of
textile workers, even though he hadled them
tor a terrible defeat with the loss of 65,000
jobs in the 18 month strike of 19%82-83.
Samant has set up an organisation called the
Workers' Front, which intends to tight the
local ¢lections later this year.

Although very militant when 1t comes to
wage struggles, Samant I1s an oppertunist
and outright reformist. The significance of
his victory is that it shows that many workers
in Bombay, the most important industrial
centre, still want to fight on class lines.

Left opportunities

This is crucial given the growth of
communalism over the past five years. The
working class 15 facing a number of
attacks—for the past year the coal industry
has been under a MacGregor-type attack
from the new coal indusiry boss, while
dozens of textile mills have been closed or
replaced by production from power looms
employing a few people in workshops on a
fifth of the factory wages, The Indian ruling
class has the same probiem as any other at
the present time—profitability can only be
secured by lowering the wage rate.

The working ¢lass has not been decisively
defeated. Some parts of industry are #x-
panding and workers there have the con-
fidence to fight,

The problem for the left i1s that almost all
the groups to the left of the CPI(M} are still
dominated by Maoist tdeas and do not
recognise the central role of the working
class in transforming society. Despite much
rhetoric about the ‘Leading role of the
working class’, whenit comes down to it they
all lock to a class alliance to make the
revolution.

This means that in practice they end up
trailing refornmusts hke Samant at the best, or
very nasty ruling class politicians like Jarnail
Singh Bhindranwale at worst.

Samant at this moment represents the
workers® will to fight but has no answer to
the constant problems that workers’
face—even day-to-day ones like what to do
with productivity deals. A revolutionary or-
ganisation does just that sert of thing and
given the fight that’s sull left in the working
class in Bombay and other centres 1t 1s
possible 1o builld a small revoiutioary
organisation.

Rajiv has no magic sclution to the crisis
and in eighteen months the ruling class fac-
tions in the Congress {I} will be at each
other’s throats again, The communalists will
certainly be trying to build themselves n
such a situation of ruling class crisis and the
revolutionaries need 10 build an  or-
ganisation in the working class to meet this
threat. The problem i1s that the odds at the
moment are against it. W
Barry Pavier




BRAZIL

THE election of Tancredo Neves as Presi-
dent of Brazil marks the efficial end of nearly
21 years of military rule. He will assume
office on 15 March as the candidate of the
opposition, having triumphed over the
government candidate, Paulo Maluf, by the
margin of 480 to 180 votes in the electoral
college made up of those elecied in the 1982

general election. Neves announced:

*The whole of my economic policy will be
subordinated to the social duty of a return
to growth and a creation of jobs...[ have
come to bring about change. Real. effect-
ive, courageous and irreversible change...
The national reconstruction imphes the
return of the working class to political
life. Together, we can make this country
into a great nation.’

If you think this is almost too good to be
true, you would be right, Far from being the
candidate of the opposition, the new
President of Brazil received the backing of
the entire mititary command, the bankers,
the IMF, the leading ministers of the former
military regime and even ex-President
Geisel, one of the key figures of the years of
torture and repression. kn 1979 he was the
founder of the Popular Party, a fromt
organisation for dissatisfied members of the
military regime, who wanted an alternative
to the official ruling party, the Socal
Democrats (PDS).

For the men who really rule Brazil, Neves
was the obvious candidate. His ability to
deliver the main opposition nmbrella group,

Gelsal supporied Neves

Neves ‘new democracy’

the Brazilian Democratic Movement
(PM DB} guaranteed the prospect of a peace-
ful transition.

Once Neves had offered sufficient pro-
mises that there would be no attempts at
bringing the military to book for the crimes
of the dictatorship, the way became clear for
a large group of key government backers
from the North East of Brazil to apparently
change sides.

The governors of states such as Bahia and
Pernambuco, notorions for a4 combination
of official patronage and mtimidation of

ovponents, suddenly proclaimed themselves
on the side of democracy. Neves' bandwagorn

became irresistible. Maluf, whose name 15 a
byword for corruption in Brazil, was always
unpopular with the bankers and the IMF [or
his right-wing populism and general un-
reliability. He was cast into the wilderness,
The ruling party split, and Neves, the ‘con-
ciliator’ was given the blessing of all those
people who really matter in Brazil, as well as
the uninhibited support of most of the left,
gathered under the umbrella of the PMDB.

There was one exception. The Workers’
Party (PT)—which 1s itself an umbrella
group, including all sorts of elements of the
Christian Left, communists, and Trotsky:st
fragments—took a decision to refrain from
backing Neves. The pressure to support him
was enormous (three PT congressmen did so
anyway) and the party even held a referen-
dum {with a secret ballot) to resolve the
15508,

The reasons for abstention were cledr,
First, the electoral college was a device to
stave off direct popular ¢lections until 1987.
The system prevented any attempt to even
put demands on a presidential candidate.
Secondly, it became steadily more obvious
that Neves was in fact one of two ruling class
candidates—and eventually the favoured
one. Despite the rhetoric of his election
speeches, the Neves policy will rest primarily
on agreeinga form of social contract with the
right wing, state-sponsored unions.
Whatever this means in the short term, 1n the
long run it can only mean an attack on the
wages and conditions of the best organised
sectors of the Brazilian working class,

Economic Crisis

There has been a drastic decline in hiving
standards since the 1982 elections. Real
wages have been cut by 13 percent.
Unemployment—the official figure-—rose
by 224 percent in 1984, The foreign debt has
risen to around $!00 billion. Some $12
billion of interest payments fall due this year,
roughly equal to Brazil's trade surplus.

But the ruling class has weathered s
problems quite well. It has avoided huge up-
heavals by a combination of ‘legal’ and
illega! repression, ranging from the seques-
tration of militant unicnsin Sac Paulo to the
murder of strikers and peasant organiscrs by
the police.
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At the same ume the government made
occasional concessions on the wages tront,
allowing the right wing union leaders to hold
onto their supporters, at a time when an
opposition movement might have seized
control,

This happened in the mid-1970s when a
rank and file movement led by Lula {now
president of the Workers” Party) won control
of the key engineering union in the main
industrial suburbs of Sao Paulo, and subse-
quently in parts of the oil industry and
elsewhere.

This movement, which still exists, presents
the ruling class with a real dilemma. [i
cannot be simply ignored. Physical
repression 15 not on the cards. The in-
dependent unions have their strongest bases
in the key interpatonal firms—Volkswagen,
Ford, Mercedes, Saab-Scania etc—which
are generally willing 10 make concessions on
pay and trade union organisation, because
Brazilian wages are still fantastically low by
international standards and because produc-
tivity 1s very high.

Inevitably these concessions became tar-
gets for workers in other firms—lending
greater credibility to independent union or-
ganisation and militancy.

However, the problems now posed for
socialists in Brazil are even more $€rious.

Workers Expectations

The PT, and by extension the most
militant part of the working class, might
easily be isolated. The approach adopted by
Neves and PMDB will undoubtediy be o
make concessions and do deals with the
established labour leaders who stll
dominate most of the trade union move-
ment. And up 1ill now, Lula and s co-
thinkers on the left have always either ab-
stained from struggle within the right wing
unions or shown themselves vulnerable to
appeals for trade union umty from the lop
down.

Workers' expectations of Neves are
certain to be high. Itis equally hikely that the
new regime will look to some obvious social
reforms—for example, housing
projects—which will balh provide social
reforms and improve the guality of life for
some. {n the meantime, a wage/price pact
modelled on the Spanish version of the social
contract, the Moncloa Pact, 1s almost cer-
tainly being drawn up even now.

This will present those in the PT—and the
larpe number of rank and file miitants out-
side it—with all the problems ol putting clear
demands on the Neves government and try-
ing Lo get its working class supporters to take
action to secure such demands.

The petential base for such united front
wark certainly exists. In the 1982 clections,
the PT secured 1,144,000 votes in the state of
Sao Paulo, compared to the PMDB's
5,030,000—and in Sao Paule itself 569,000
compared 1o the PMDB's 1929000, The
difficulties are first, the PT is not a cohesive
force {let alone a disciplined party) and,
sccandly, that there is a division between the
militant svndicalist approach of the PT-
influenced unions and the electoral and
propagandist approach of the PT itself.m
Dave Beecham
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POLAND

Solidarity kept alive

THE TRIAL 1n Torun of four secret police-
men charged with the brutal killing of rebe!
priest Father Popicluszko has highlighted
the class divistons in Poland.

FPoland’s ruling bureaucrats are split into
iwo main factions. The dominant ruling
group under General Jaruzelski believe that
greater econcomic links with the West will
alleviate the crisis at home. While they
squeeze workers for more productivity they
hope 10 channel resistance into harmless
official institutions. The traditionalist
hardliners are for tougher repression at
home and more reliance on ties with the
Eastern Bloc countries.

The tral 1tself has received huge publicity
inside Poland. Extensive television reports
are shown dailly, The aim is to keep the
‘death squaddists’ in the police apparatus in
theck and 10 show workers that Jaruzelskiis
trying to get rid of the ‘rotten apples’.

The harsh economic fact of life the
bureaucrats face is the massive international
debt. In the middle of January the 17
Western creditor governments agreed to
reschedule Poland’s debts for 1982-84. Some
estimates say this will add $10 billion to the
current debt to Western banks of $28 billion.

At the same time Jaruzelski has achieved
nis ambition of joirung the IMF. By next year
he will be able to start borrowing from the
fund. Already teams of IMF adwisers are
flying in. Doubtless they will want to put an
end to the state of affairs where incomes are
currently rising by 24 percent and prices by
16.5 percent {on official estirmates).

The murder of Popieluszko has caused a
hiccup in relations with the Church. Captain
Piotrowski, the most semior of the secret
poiice on trial was in charge of monitoring
the activities of radical priests.

State and church

The regime generally has had an improved
relationship with the Church hwerarchy and
has allowed the building of new churches.
Rightly it sees the Church as a safety valve
for workers® anger. What drove some senior
bureasucrat to order Popieluszko's murder
was the fact that some priests are preaching
sermons which encourage resistance.

Here we should be clear abaut gur attitude
to the Church in Poland, Many socialists in
Britain believe that the close connection
between the Catholicism of Polish workers
and their resistance makes that resistance
sornehow anti-sccialist.

The churches allow workers to get
together in huge numbers. Radical priests
like Father Jankowski of Gdansk regularly
address thousands of workers. The mood of
resistance encouraged by their sermons can
only help workers to organise. What's
important isn’t the particular religion the
workers believe in but the very act of meeting
together under ctherwise illegal conditions.
If the SWP were in Poland we would have to
instruct our members to go to church once a
week.

There has been no mass strike wave since
Sohdarity was forced underground in
December 1981, It is difficult to get anidea of
the frequency of strikes. There are reports of
short economic strikes which are settled
quickly one way or the other at a local level.
Political strikes still occur like the fifteen
minute stoppage over Popieluszke’s murder
by Polmo workers in Krosno last October,
Sometimes the police intervene directly. At
the PaFaWag plant in Wroclaw, which
produces rallway carriages, ten workers were
dismissed last September. They were
reinstated after a strike but sacked again
after the police had paid visits to both
management and workers.

Solidarity has been kept alive by a core of
thousands of militants. They organise on the
basis of {wo types of actuvity—"self-help’ and
the production of propaganda.

Forexample, in the giant Nowa Huta steel
plant near Krakow which employs 30,000
workers, the Solidanty underground paper
Tygodnik Mazowsze stated last year that
between 4,000 and 4300 workers were
payitig into a clandestine social aid tund.

Collection cards and stamps were
organised. Anonymous and group
membership was introduced for those who
were worried about the dlegality. Solidarity
papers were read by workers cither
individually in secret, or in groups openly,
depending on the foreman.

Solidarity radio  stations  broadcast

Solidarity ——
with
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sporadically from various towns. They often
use a television frequency. People open their
windows and encourage their neighbours 1o
turn on the ielly. _

Inter-factory committees stili exist. These
are really meetings between the activists
from different plants, For inslance one was
set up last year for the northern ports of
Odansk, (sdymia, Szczecin and Swinoujscie.
[taimns tomeet cvery three months, It was the
Warsaw inter-factory commitiee MRKS that
sent an open letter to Arthur Scargill last
summer asking for his recognition of
Solidarity and suppoerting the British miners
strike. Sumilarly the radie station We Wil
Wir broadcast fraternal greetings and a
message of solidarity last June from the
Underground Provisional Co-ordinating
Committee of Solidarity. This is in contrast
to the Poiish government which has been
supplying Britain with coal throughout
the strike.

Apart from Lech Walesa the figureheads

of the movement are the TKK (Provisional
Co-ordinating Committee) which issues
periodic calls for action and staternents in
the press and radie. The leaders from KOR
(Commuttee for Workers Defence) and
Solidarity such as Jacek Kuron and Andrze|
Gwiazda, who were amnestied last July, arc
still active in organising resistance.

Puppet unions

As g counterforce to Solidarity the state
sel up the Z0Zs (factory level unions) two
vears ago. They are the old official unions of
pre-Solidanty days under another name.
The government claims 4 million members
(out of a total workforce of 12 million).

Whatever the true figure it must be pretty
high since all kinds of benefits such as
nurscry places and holiday provisions accrue
to members. Schdarity 15 officially opposed
fo these umons, But somenimes, like in
szezecin for example, militants have been
active in the ZOZs—quite correctly, since
the tactic gives the opportunity to address
workers and focus grievances. This tactic
necds 10 be encouraged especially since the
LOZs are supposed to be allowed io
negotiate wages and conditions it the end of
the year.

Politically only ttny handfuls of people are
tarmhar with revoluticnary politics. The
statements of leading Selidarity thinkers are
characterised by an intellectual dead end but
an mexhaustible optimism of the will.
Crwiazda said last year that in the 16 months
of Solidarity’s legal existence he continually
stressed (he need for independent
decentralised workers' organisation since he
knew that the regime could not tolerate
Solidarity for long. No hint of the possibility
of a4 revolutionary minority leading their
workmates to advance beyond the system.

But the rcgime’s insofuble problem is its
complete lack ot a social base bevond the
poelice and the upper reaches of the
burcaucracy. This explains why a Stlinist
trained soldier hke Jaruzelski can seem
hiberal to Western pundits. The only solution
from their point of vicw would be a
significant economic revival. The stagnation
of world capitalism will not allow that to
happen.m
Andy Lebrowski




WHAT THE PAPERS SAY

RUPERT Murdoch’s Sun presents a con-
siderable prohlem for socialists. On the one
hand it is viciousty anti-trade union, overtly
sexist and often racist and vet at the same
time it is read by more blacks, more women
and more trade union members than any
other dailv paper. How does it accomplish
this conjuring trick?

When socialists ook at the Sun we al-
most invariably concentrate our attention
en the paper’s political commentary, but
this in fact misunderstands the way that it
works. It is not the Swn's vicious Tory
populism that attracts its readers. Ratherit
is the paper’s particular brand of escapism,
its distinctive view of the world that
attracts them and then makes them avail-
able as an audience for the paper’'s offen-
sive against the trade unions and the left.

While the most vicious propaganda has
been spewed out throughout the miners’
strike, for most of the time the paper has
been dominated by *human interest’ stories
and sport. It has hcadlined the theft of
Ronnie Kray's wedding suit, the social life
of Samantha Fox, the Page 3 Girl of the
Year, the marriage of Coronation Street’s
Julie Goodvear to a3 millionaire, the Cross-
rouds secrets of Ronnie Allen and Suoe
Lioyd and even the attempt of a drunken
VIP *to bed' Thatcher.

It is this journalism that pulls in the
readers, and the paper’s political
comments are kept subordinate to it n
terms of space and also in terms of the way
they are staged. This makes them all the
more effective and all the more damaging,

Fun, money, sex

The Sun does not report the real world at
all. Unemployment, poverty, cuts in educa-
tion and the health service, racism,
wimen's oppression, mass starvation i
Africa, the nuclear arms race are all ex-
cluded from its papes. Instead. day alter
day, the Sun presents its distinctive view of
the world, a view that completely sup-
presses the harsh, bleak reality of
Thatcher’s Britain.

As far as the Su# is concerned, Britain
under the Tories is a sizzling place of fun,
money, glamour, scandal, success,
eptimism, opportunity and of course, sex.
The class nature of society is made invisible
and instead we have displayed hefore us an
escapist spectacle of the rich and tamous at
play.

You too can join their ranks by either
sheer luck { Sun bingo winners) talent {{oot-
hallers, snooker plavers and rock stars) or
physical attributes (Page 3 girls). The anly
time for example, that the Sur has had a
good word for a striking miner was when

Scabs, sex
and success

Glyn Deere of Askern colliery won
£128.000 on the pools. His decision to con-
tinue striking and to carry on picketing (‘1f
I [eft the picket line now I'd feel like a
scab’) was completely swallowed up by the
way that his pools win was used as a vin-
dication of Thatcher’s Britain: even strik-
ing miners can prosper in this land of
opportunity, was the message!

The Sun’s world is a world of oppor-
tunity and it is up to the individual to make
the best of it. Collective endeavour and
solidarity, indeed even the most basic
elements of social conscience are abolished
in favour of the possessive individual who
finds fulfilment by always putting Mo 1
first.

The view lends itself ideally to the task of
elevating the scab into a modern folk hero
which is probably the Sun’s most damaging
hlow against the working class. Solidarity
with vour workmates becomes a crime,
while scabbing becomes a2 heroic virtue.
Instead of the scab skulking ashamed and
despised in the shadows along with the
other vermin. he can now step out into the
full glare of the Sun as a bold champion of
individual freedom, of the right to betray
vour workmates for your own advantage.

There is no actual political debate in the
paper. Instead, the Sus champions its
myihical Britain ol promise and eppor-
tumity and attacks the trade unions and the
left for being its enemies, in Thatcher’s
words, ‘the enemy within’,. Britain is a won-
derful place and these people want to ruin
it. If only the enemy within could be
smashed then everything would be alright.

Arthur Scargill and the miners, Benn,
Heffer and the Labour Left, the rail
unions, teachers, the SWP, even the in-
offensive Neil Kinnock are all subjected to
campaigns of lies, innuendoes, smears and
abuse for threatening to bring down this
wonderful nation of ours. Thatcher’srole in
this pseudo-populist melodrama is to
appear as Britain's defender.

The sustained viciousness of the Sun's
campaign against the trade unions and the
left has to be seen to be believed.
Occasionally picking up the paper gives
something of its flavour, but only by sub-
jecting vourself to it for a prolonged period
can vou really appreciate how savage, how
vindictive and how cumulative its daily dis-
charge of poison really is.

Throughout the miners’ strike the San
has personalised the dispute in an effort to
make Arthur Scargifl Public Enemy No 1.
No effort has been spared to blacken him
and to whip up hatred of him. He is often
likened to Hitler and his every move, his
every word is twisted and turned against
him. Scargill’s admirable letter to the
father of Christopher Hyman, a young im-
prisoned miner, praising his son as a hero
and promising that there will be no settle-
ment without an amnesty for men sacked
by the NCB becomes ‘SCARGILL'S
SHOCK LETTER" that *proves he backs
the men of violence’. The Sun's reporters
are like perverted alchemists busy turning
gold inio lead.

If Scargill helped on old lady across the
road, the Sur headline would be
‘SCARGILL HOLDS LUP THE
TRAFFILC® and he would be castigated lor
intimidating motorists. On one occaston,
the Sun, of all papers, had the nerve to print
an editorial aitacking Scargill for his
spelling!

Class war

The first signs that the strike was in
danger brought the Sun out in its full splen-
dour with triumphant headiines of
‘MAGGIE HAS SCARGILL BY THE
THROAT and ‘MAGGIE MOVYES IM
FOR THE KILL'. Where a Labour paper
like the Mirror preaches class collabora-
tion, the Sun preaches class war. There is
no place in the Swn for recognition of the
iremendous hereic struggle waped by the
miners against the NCB, the police, the
courts and the media, enduring immense
suffering and hardship (o save jobs. Instead
the miners must be smashed as a ‘Tearful
example', whatever the cost, with the Sun
acting as cheerleader. ‘We should thank the
Lord and take the victory as the beginning
of a new dawn—no longer under the yoke of
trade union tyranny’', editorialised the Sun
positively droeling at the prespect of a
Thatcher victory.

In the worst traditions of vellow scab
journalism, an intrepid Sur reporter,
Richard Ellis even claimed to have in-
filirated the SWP for ‘five terrifying
weeks’, In g style obviously horrowed from
boys’ adventure comics he tried to turn the
considerable efforts of our party to assist
the miners in their struggle into yet another
stick to beat them with. Once again gold is
turned into lead.

What are the implications of the Sun’s
continued success for the class struggle?
The paper pedals a fantasy view of Britain
from which it then makes its attacks on the
left. Its success is a particularly unsavoury
consequence of demoralisation.

In this sense, the Sun is a jackal
newspaper. Like the jackal it is only really
dangerous when its victim is already
wounded and weakened; restore the
victim's strength and vitality and the jackal
soon slinks away like the cur that itis. Let’s
hope that day won't be too long in
coming m
John Newsinger
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Sections of the
Labour left have
been involvedin a
process of
theoretical clari-
fication. Here,
Gareth Jenkins
looks at some
recent writings
that have been
published by
major figures on
Labour’s left wing.
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¢ more perceptive on the Labour left

have recogmsed tor some time that ihe
disastrous collapse of the Labour vote n

the 1983 General Election calls for some
fundamental rethinking about socialist politics.

The sombre recognition that all is not well on
the left s reflected in two books; one, a series of
articies by different contributors, entitled The
Future of the Left and edited by James Curran,
(founder-editor of New Socigfist), the other, two
long interviews with Ken Livingstone by Tarig
All, who himscelf provides a lengthy introduction.

What nearlyall the writers acknowledge i1s that
the Labour Party was not simply knocked off
course as the result of cxceptional circumstances
(such as the Falklands War, the hostiiity of the
media or the ferocity of internal debate). At the
back of their minds 15 the fear that the Labour
Party may never again command sufficient
support to form a government on its own.
Socialism (as they understand it) may therefore
disappear trom the agenda for power.

But because they see themselves commtied to
socilalist change, thev are at pains to resist the
obvious right-wing conclusions that flow from
this fear—that the party will either have to mowve
(o the centre, by dropping any wild left-wing
talk, or have to enter a coahition with the Alliance
parties, This second conclusion has been pushed
by Eurocommunists (who even envisage a
coalitton including Heathite Tories) and given
intellectual credibility by the mvth of the
‘disappearing working class’, an i1dea largely
assoclated with the CP historian, Eric
Hobsbawm.,

Much of what 1s.good 1n Curran’s book is the
demolition job done on the Hobsbawm thesis by
such contributors as Richard Hyman and John
Westergaard.

It 15 obviously the case that as the
requirements of capitaltsm alter, so too does the
occupdational structure of the working class. A
massive expansion in white collar
cmplovment—Ilocal government, welfare
agencies, technology—is one such consequence.
though the effect on the social composition of the
working  class  should not be exaggerated
(Westergaard points out that the proportion of
manual workers among ‘economically active’
mcen remained constant at 635 between 1971 and
1981).

Il docs not follow, however, that these new
white collar employees necessarily cease 10 be as
working class in their conditions or expectations
as their manual counterparts. Westergaard
suggests the distinction 1s misleading and pomts
out that most white collar jobs arcjustas routing
and subject to management control as biue collar
jobs. For the vast majority theyarenotarouteto
middle class status.

Despite the fact that some white collar jobs
involve the same Kind of power over other wage
carncrs as middle management has in industry, i#
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The Left’s dilemma

prisciple there 18 no reason why a typist n 3
borough housing department should identify
with the Director of Housing {just because both
huppen to be 1n NALGO), anymore than an
assembly hine worker in a car factory should
identify with his personnel manager.

In any case, thc shift in occupauonal
composition 15 3 long standing trend and was
more dramatic in the 60s than in the 705, If it 15
the cause of the unpopularity of soctalist politics,
then 1t becomes impossible to explain why
Labour held oftice longer in the 6{0s than in the
705 .

S0 the decline in support for Labour cannot be
ascribed to the idea thatits traditional ideology is
now a distinctly minonity  affair. That
presupposes some Golden Age (the 45 to '51
government) in which a homogenous working
class voted Labour as a whole. In fact, as Gareth
Stedman Jones points out, one third of the
working class has never voted Labour; and in any
case the reasons for voting Labour have no
intrinsic connection with socialist ideas.

o there 15 no reason for toning down
socialist politics. But the minority appeal
of socialist 1deas, even 1n their Labour
Party form, must still be faced. 1t cannot
be wished away on the highly unrealistc
assumption (sometimes peddled by Benn and the
cntrist left)y that disillusionment with Labour's
past record means workers are turning in
massive numbers to radical alternatives—or
would do it only a ‘bold socialist programme’
were olfered them.

This realism mecans that occasionally some of
the contributors gel close to the handle of the
solution. For example, like ourselves, they
understand that the basis of the Tory victory was
in the failure of the Wilson and Callaghan
governments to deliver any significant reforms,
coupled with their attacks on workers™ living
standards, and culminating in Dems Healey’s
adoption of monetarist policies and the Labour
leaders’ denunciation cof the health workers
during the ‘winter of discontent” ot 1978/9.

Perhaps more cruciallv, some contributors,
notably Hyman, recognise that disilfusion with
[.abour was also a conscquence of the growing
gap between union leaderships and the rank and
file, a process acceleraled by the spread of
burcaucratically imposed closed shop
agreements 1n the 70s,

That element 1s overstated; the decay ol shap
steward organisation, that followed on from the
greater part played by officials in negotiating and
implementing settlements, 18 more mpoctant,
But cither way, the gap allowed Thatcher to
appeal over the heads of trade union leaders and

exploit  the disatfection of many ordinary
members.
This explanation also eftecuvely disposes of
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the myth that Thatcherism 1s some fundamernt-
ally new type ol ‘popular’ authoritarianism,
demanding a new, broad alliance (Hobsbawm’s
argument). As Anthony Barnett emphasises in a
rumbustious picce, Thatcher 1s strong because of
the wecaknesses on our side. A return to the Kind
of conscensus pohitics which bred those weak-
nesses 1s therctore no answer.

But having got close to the handle of the
solution, the Labour left fails to grasp . If
rebwlding rank and lile confidence 15 essential,
then what are the Labour left’s proposals? [t1s at
this point that one 1s struck at the yawning gap
between the best of their analysis and the
meagreness of what they propose. Quite often
the solution for the Labour Party reads like a
school report — must try harder in future — or 1s
couched In terms of vague appeals for a new
socialist vision.

Nevertheless, there are specific proposals on
which the Labour lett pin their hopes, and which
require examining, The first is the idea of putting
together a ncw coalition as an alternative bothito
traditional Labourism and to Hobsbawmism.

The argument goes like this. The Labour
Party, as Stedman Jones puts it, is one, ‘whose
appeal was pitched to white male organised
workers'. Now, however, new needs have arisen;
‘democratic questions’, in the words of Stuart
Hall, *which affect us as citizens rather than class
subjects, 1ssues of personal and sexual politics
which influence the structures of our everyday
ltfe.” In consequence, a new soclal
alllance—appcealing to the women’s movement,
blacks, gays, environmentalisis, the anti-nuclear
movement, the unemployed, and 50 on—must be
put together. In that wav a new majority for
Labour can be torged.

ow, while 1t 1s true that socialists 1gnore
these questians at their peril, 1t 1$ not true
that all these elements necessarily pull in
the same direction. Stuart Hall sees the
difficulty when he asks;
‘Could we develop such a programme on the
basis of the current division between waged
and unwaged? Or without addressing the
contradiction between the defence of the
working conditions of the emploved and the
need of the unemploved for jobs? Could we
retain the leap-frogging between high and
low-paid  workers on which the whole
economistic trade union strategy of the 1960s
and 1970s depended, or attempt to construct a
political alliance between the two extremes
without disturbing the divisions between
black and white or men and women”
Divisions within the working class are of
course a very real abstacle. But what is Stuart
Hall implying, if not openly stating? [t 15, surely,
that those who have some power to alter their
conditions  collectively, because they are
organised at the point of production, should
make concessions to those who haven't. It is a
conviction that ties in with the Labour left’s
pervasive (it rarely articulated} assumption
about trade unions.
And that is that there is something wrong with
trade umon ssruggfe hecause trade unions are

defensive, sectional organisations geared to
getting the best out of capitalism rather than
overthrowing it,

Now, there 15 a grain of 1ruth in all this:
militancy 18n’t automatically linked to a socialist
perspective (we have all come across the ‘good’
shop steward who 1s a racist). But what the
Labour left often fail to see is that, while socialist
consclousness does not arise spontancously out
of trade union struggle, unless there /s struggle
{even very sectional struggle) socialist ideas
stand hittle chance of wide acceptance.

To come back, then, to Stuart Hall's question.
While it s true that ‘economistic’ struggle in
detence of ‘privilege’ (a dubicus concept} will not
guarantee that other—very necessary—broader
questions of social need are taken up, there is
absohitely no way in which they will be mereiy by
socialists asking the ‘privileged’ to ‘moderate’
the defence of their sectional interests. All that
does 15 1increase disillusion with sociaiist ideas.

This is precisely what we see when left-wing
councillors attack town hall unions as ‘anti-
socialist’, when those unions are forced to fight
them and the effects of Tory cuts in local
government expenditure because the councillors
won’t resist such cuts.

The key te putting together the coalition Hail
talks about is whether the struggle of thosc
whose power strikes at the heart of capitalism
(the extraction of surplus profit) opens up the
possibility of more gencral struggle by all those
oppressed by the bourgecis order. We should
hardly need reminding that it was the crucial
activity of ‘privileged’ male engincers in St
Petersburg which made the Bolshevik revolution
possible, and that it was the Bolshevik revolution
which made the anti-war struggle successful as
well as ensuring that women could realise many
ot their demands.

he crucial fatlure of the l.abour leftin this

respect is that, while they are not altog-

ether hostile to struggle at the point of

production, they are convinced that
another superior wav—which supersedes that
kind of struggle—is open for the advance of
socialist demands. And that 15 via  state
institutions, at national and tocal level. Which
brings us to the second concern of the Labour
left’s thinking: how can these institutions be
made to conform to socialist principles?

They take for granted the hostility of the state
machine. Experience has shown them something
which traditional Labourism preferred toignore:
that being ‘in power’ conters no pewer to
implement even the most modest of demands,
least of all when the system 1s in deep crisis.

They have also learnt sumething clse: that
state ownership of industry is not perceived by
the mass of ordinary pcople as any real gainin
the quality of life, and that to call it socialism s to
bring the term into disrepute {something
Thatcher has once again  very effectively
exploied).

That undoubtedly 15 an advance on the
traditional Labour left wview, which simply
assumed that utopia would f{otlow from the
nationahisation of the means of production. But
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what then tellows? Untortunately, very little,

For the Labour left are extremely reluctant to
give up the view that the existing state machine
can be used for scocialist advance. In Curran’s
book there are some tortuous and highly obscure
attempts to define the state in such a way as to
avoid two conclusions, The first is the
revoelutionary conclusion that the bourgeois
state must be smashed and replaced by a
workers™ state. The second (s the reformist
conclusion, which they know has proved to be a
failure. The first they find crude, and about the
second theyv have a guilty conscience.

But as to what the siate 15, we are left none the
wiser. Nor 15 1t clear whether the practical
consequences of their arguments add up to a
great deal. So, for example, Held and Keane tell
us that we need the ‘protective, redistributive and
contlict-med:ating tunctions of the state’; at the
same time, ‘a muitiplicity of organisattons—
whether sell-managed enterprises, housing co-
operatives, retuges for battered women,
independent communications media or health
centres—must increase their powers to keep their
political ‘representatives’ under control.’

How the state can be compelled to be
protective or conflict-mediating (socialist
policemen?) is not spelled ount. Nor 1s there any
indication of how the very desirable *multiplicity
of organisations’ can constitute an effective
challenge to what capitalism forces the vast
majority to put up with: the boss, imadeguate
council or private housing, the viclence of daily
life, the monopoly of information and the
bureaucratic nature of welfare.

All we are offered 15 the forlorn hope of
‘establishing the sovereignty of Parliament over
the state’—which 1s precisely what other Labour
befts recognise 18 where every Labour
government has come unstuck,

f the state at national level seems a bit

remote, then the use ol the local state

seems te offer new vistas of socialist

advance. Massey, Segal and Wainwright
attempt to persuade us of this by referring to the
experience of left-led Labour authorities. So too
does Ken Livingstone in his interviews with
Tariqg Al.

With the best will in the world,ithas to be said
that such experiments as decentralisation of
council services, the setting up of ethnic momtor-
ing, women's, and police committecs, and the
creation ol economuc policy units, have done
virtually nothing to improve the lot of women or
blacks, or to halt the increase in unemployment.

Persuading workers to set up co-operatives
based on alternative plans, instead ol {ighting to
defend jobs, has often merely delayed
redundancies and n the process demoralised the
workiorce.

According 1o Tarig Al, Livingstone is ‘the
most gifted representative of the new Labour
leit.” That 1s probably true. But putting as:de all
the limitattons of usimg the local state we have
Just discussed, and the ambiguous attitude that
occasionally peeps out when Livingstone is
discussing white collar workers, there i1s one
factor that Al overlooks -— and that is

Livingstone’s softhess towards Kinnock.

What 1s perhaps more astonishing 1s Ali's own
blindness to Livingstone on this, But then Al1 s
guilty of making much more of the Labour left
current around Benn and Livingstone than his
often correct analysis of the general situation
warrants. One is reminded of how the Fourth
International used to build up figures like Mao
or Fidel into unconscious marxists. Alt seems to
be repeating the same tactic with Livingstone.

Tariq Aliis, of course, in a rather odd position.
Technically he’s not even a member of the
Labour left—the party leadership won’t let him
in. That in itself speaks volumes about who’s
really calling the shots inside the Labour Party.

The ambivalence of the Labour left towards
the state should not reallv surprise us. Nor
should Livingstone's softness towards Kinnock.

Since working class struggle is not of the
essence, but only an extra-parliamentary activity
designed to put pressure where 1t really counts,
vou will find vourself forced sooner or later to
sacrifice it in order not to interrupt the process of
harnessing *pubiic opinion’.

At the end of the day, the problem lies in the
very nature of the Labour Party itself. If the
overriding aim—whatever the subsidiary
ones—is to get a majority in Parliament, you are
bound to see the existing state machine as vour
major field of operation. And as the pressure
mounts to maximise electoral support, vou will
also be forced to soften vour criticism of the
centre and even the right.

The tragedy of the Labour teft is that however
far it wanders away from traditional Labourism
to explore radical alternatives (often, as at
present, under the impact of working class
struggle), it is tied through its inability to severiis
links with the Labour Party and bound to be
tugged back into line. If working class struggle
ebbs, the old parliamentary priorities will
reassert themselves as the only practical way
forward. The speed of return will be uneven. But
the fact that even the hardest of the hard left, like
Livingstone, is unwilling to face up to the reality
of Kinnock, tells us a lot.

At the end of his introduction, Tarig Al says:
‘Only an unredeemable sectarian could argue
that the emergence of this left 1s a roadblock on
the path to socialism.” Sadly, one has to disagree.
Of course revolutionaries welcome any break
inside the Labour Party with the dreadtul
consensus policies of the centre and right, and
the revival of serious discussion about socialism.

But in the final analysis the idea that radical
change can come through parliament, and
through the existing state institutions which the
Labour Party is wedded to, 1s a barrier to
socialist advance. For that you need something
which appears more remote but whichis ineffect
the only practical way forward: an independent
revolutionary party.

The Future of the Left,
Ed James Curran
Blackweall, £4.95

Who's Afraid of Margaret Thatcher?
Tarig Ali and Ken Livingstone
Verso, £2.95
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urreril arguments inside and around
the Communist Party show little sign
of abating. Central to those arguments is
the role of 1he working class. The
Eurocommunist wing has adopted the mantle of
the historian Eric Hobsbawm, who has argued
that the traditional working class 1s no longer a
powerful force. Alliances therefore have to be
formed with other social forces outside of the
working class, and far beyond the ranks of its
traditional party, the Labour Party.

Apart from Hobsbawm, one of the most
influgntial proponents of the Eurocommumst
argument is the journalist Beatnix Campbell. She
attempts to structure a theory which draws from
Hobsbawm in its rejection of working class
struggle, but which in particular 15 a massive
attack on working class men (especially those 1n
trade unions).

She argues that there has been a change in the
balance of forces both inside and outside the
working class movement. In parucular she uses
the experience of the women's movement ds an
instrument with which to beat the unions, andthe
female half of the working class as a prop to back
up her arguments. |

She sees the traditional working class move-
ment not only as a movement in dechine, but one
which jealously guards its power and privilege
over the rest of us in “the broad sociabist move-
ment’. Not only mustit be consigned toaposition
of much less importance. it actually has to be
fought, Beatrix Campbell wants to replace it by
developing a serics of alliances which subjugate
traditional industrial workers {who she believes
are all white and male) into their rightful place.

These alliances would nvolve the dilferent
movements—women, peace, gays, the movement
around the GLC, and other political parties as
well, What she spells out is 3 move away tromthe
Labour Party, not to the left, but towards the
right—to the SDP, the Liberals and the anti-
Thatcher Tories. This 15 gquite clear in her debate
withKen Livingstone, published inthe December
Marxism Today, when she rejects the "deeply seet-
arian project’ of wanting to build ‘a broad
democratic ailiance with at 1ts heart theindustnal
working class, meaning ts industrnial  core
(meaning men).”

Women workers
Victims
of the

class struggle?

Instead she favours:

"Alliances [which] arc political processes

which transform the constituent parts in their

cncounter with each other. They are political
dialogues in which the constituent parts
becomce both collective agents for change and
also the subjects of change.”
What all the movements who would constitute
these alliances have In common 1s:

‘..that they have been excluded from the
means of organisation, the machinery ol
politics, by the men’s movement which has hi-
jacked the labour movement. Our problem 1s
that capital has scized themeans of production
ang the men’™s movement has scized the means
of organisaton.’

Nowhere 15 this more trug, argues Beatrix
Campbell, than in the case of women. And not
only have thev been excluded trom organisation
by men. Mcn—and working class men in par-
ticular, becausc they draw mostof her irce—are to
blume for women's inferior position throughout
the structures and nstitutions of capualist
SOCiety.

Wonien's inequality today., she says, stems
from an alliance between capital and patriarchy
which has given men matenal advantages over
women dating back to the beginning of the
working class movement. This hasled to the con-
tinued domination of men over women. Male
privileges are enshrined in the system. At the
centre of this privilege is the family wage. Men
oppose equal pay for women becausc 1t under-
mines the family wage and so threatens ther
privilege.

t the hcart of her arguments lie a set of
assumptions that working class men have
nothing to gain and a lot tolose from any
advances mn women’s position, ket alone
women's liberation. Consequently they will resist
any Improvements i women's hves.

itis certainly true that the family today s at the
heart ol women's oppression. But it developed
Not as 4 conspiracy (o maintain a bastion of male
chauvinism, but because ol the real threat 1o the
working class family in the early decades of the
19th century.

Capitalism destroved the okd teudal family.

Secialist Worker Review February 1985

Lindsey German
takes a critical
look at some
arguments about
women and
socialism which
have gained
popularity in
recent years.
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Eric Hobsbawm:
turning his back on the
working class?
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Women were no longer dependent on their hus-
band or father for subsistecnce, but could earn
their own {admuttedly pitiful) hving on the
market. Workers were pulled into the cities, into
the factory system and thereforec into the wages
system. This entailed vast amounts of human
disruption and miserv—and onc of 11s effects was
the break up of the old family. Oftenlittle cmerged

in its place. | ‘ |
Workers feared that the working class family

itself could disappear. In this situation, a stable
family where children could be cared tor properiy
became something that workers aspired to, 45 a
means of bettening their living condinons and

protecting future gencrations. The move towards

what most people think of todayas the traditional
family coincided with a number of other things.

Firstly the mass working class movement of
Chartism had been defeated. Secondly British
capitalism was beginning to boom, and British
capitalism itself was changing 1ts needs to cope
with this expansion. It no longer simply needed an
unskilled work force which would work until 1t
dropped, but increasingly nceded workers with
certain skills and knowledge which the existing
working class had little opportunity to attatn.

In one respect Beatrix Campbell 15 night. The
interests of the capitalist class and the working
class coincided. But men and women workers
both percetved the change as in thetrinterests, The
1dea of the ‘family wage’ as a means of supporting
the whole family became accepted in the latter
half of the 19th century.

he family wage was meant to cover the

cost both of fecding and maintaining the

worker, and the cost of hiswifeandtamily

as well. Atleastthat was the theory. Butit
was always a myth (a myth which Beatrix
Campbell does nothing to dispel).

[n reality probably only about ten percent of
the working class—skilled workers and
artisans—ever received a family wage. The mass
of workers like dockers and miners carned very
low wages, often on a casual basis. Their children
often worked, and their wives woulddoallsortsof
work (often in the home to fit with childcare), to
supplement their income and bring 1t up to a
genuine ‘family wage’. Today the family wage s
even less of a reality—families whohavetorelyon
the man’s wage alonc arc consistently among the
poorest.

So much for the major privilege that men are
supposed to receive from therr “histornic com-
nromise’ with capital. Yet this is onc of the central
arguments put forward as evidence that men have
material interest in women's oppression. It just
doesn’t begin to hold watcr.

However the argument about the family 1sn’t
just historical. If 1t was only a small minority who
received the family wage, it was also this miinority
who dominated the idcas inside the working class.

This was truc on a whole range of questions.
They consolidated the craft umons which
excluded all women and unskilled men (onlychal-
lenged in the late 1880s by the new unions which
were open to unskilled, immigrants and women

on an ecqual basis). They identified with the
expanding British empire, their 1deas expressing
themselves through nationalism, chauvinism and
Orangeism. They accepted bourgeois values of
moraiity and the family. The re-establishment of
the family and the ideas which went withit, werea
great setback for women.

That period to some extent shaped the working
class, in the sense that the dominant ideas of the
movement became those of reformism. Although
these ideas 1cok many forms they all accepted the
idea that society should be transformed through
1ts existing institutions, [t1s thisdea which under-
pins the unions and the Labour Party today.

Beatrix Campbell wanistoaccept mostofthese
reformist arguments, but to distance herself from
the reformists on the guestion of women. But the
failure to question womnen’s role was not, and 18
not, scparate from the failure to challenge the
whole basis of society.

So by locating the problem of women's role in
the family in the ideas of ‘patriarchy’—in the 1deas
of men themselves, Beatrix Campbell provides a
convenient cover for other reformist ideas.
Because the arguments are posed as all men gain-
ing a material benefit from all women, she saves
herself from having to make any political distine-
tion between different groups of men and their
1deas.

erlack ofclassanalysisand heraccomod-
ation to reformism lead her not just to
inadequate conclusions but to reaction-
ary ones. Her determination to ditch the
‘men’s movement® leads hertotrytoditchsome of
the most etfective forms of trade union organ-
isation. If men and women workers” interests are
opposed then they cannot fight over the same

1$s1es or (n the same way. _ o
If women are to have more than their existing

meagre share, then men will have to give up their
‘privileges’.

‘The biggest obstacle...1s not finding the neces-
sarv resources, but persuading men to relin-
quish their privileges. Chiefly this meansgiving
up their privilege to absent themselves from
unpaid work and monopolise jobs that are
skilled and higher paid, If women are toshare
domestic labour equally with men, then men
will have to increase their time spent on unpaid
work. If women are toincrease the level of their
carnings 1o the point where they match men’s,
then men’s earnings will inevitably decline 1n
relation to women’s. If women are to occupy
skiiled higher paid jobs in equal numbers with
men, there are bound to be fewer of those jobs
available to men.’

Her solutions to the problemof male‘privitege’
would bring joy to the hearts of many a TUC
bureaucrat, because she assumes and relies onthe
passivity of women workers. She argues for a
feminist incomes policy which would restrict
men’s wages in favour of women. She argues that
women are not interested in overtime or higher
wages, but predominantly in shorter hours and
better conditions. And she believes that trad-
itional lorms of struggle are not appropriate {o
WOITIC 1!

‘...the kinds of jobs women do.. hardly lend

Sacialist Worker Review February 1933
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themselves to the simple strategem of with-

drawal of labour. In some instances, strike

action saves resources for emplovers and
alienates consumers.’

The logic of her arguments can be seen in her
attitude to strikes. In 1982 she wrote a carping
article on the womens page of the Guardian (a
paper not noted for its sympathetic coverage of
stritkes) about the hospital workers (then in the
middie of a mammoth dispute over pay) and
scorning the 1dea that the miners would support
their struggle—which they did. And in her recent
book Wigan Pier Revisited, published embarrass-
ingly at the beginning of the miners’ strike, she
argues that ‘the socialist movement in Britain has
been swept off its feet by the magic of masculinity,
muscle and machinery. And in its star system the
accolades go to the miners.” ‘Miners are men’s
love objects.” It’s hard to tell whether her attitude
is more condescending to the miners or to the
sociatist movement.

None of the arguments about how women can
improve their conditions stand up to any scrutiny
cither. A feminist incomes policy would have the
reverse effect to the one she argues, Thatisforone
simple reason—women don’t get low wapes as a
result of men getting higher ones.

On the contrary, when wages in general
increase in real terms, so do those of women.

And men and women workers and their wages

canonly be seen overall as part of the family, Itis

in this context that we can explain the fact that
men on average work far more overtime than
women. Women do not have some mystical aver-
sion to working longer hours at work (after all
they work very long hours at home), Rather the
sttucture of their work fits in with childcare, and
even if it doesn’t their rates of pay are usually less
than those of men. In the context of the existing
family, it is therefore logical for the bulk of over-
time to be done by the men. Most overtime is
worked by married men with young children (a
time when the familyis notoriously atits poorest).
It is a result of the fact that far from most men
having a ‘family wage’, the basic wage of most
workers doesn’t anywhere near cover the cost of

reproduction of the family. | ]
Campbell's proposais amount to more of the

same system which has oppressed women: reform
of the unions, even though they are ‘patriarchal’;
giving mothers an independent income; increas-
ing child benefit at the expense of the male wage;
teducing working time so that men can help with
the housework; state and employer funded child-
care. To win these reforms for the majority of
working class women would take the sort of
political action and revolutionarychange that she
quite explicitly rejects. So her demands are
reduced to those achievable by only a minority of
upwardly mobile women. They do nothing io
fundamentally alter the balance of wealth and
power in capitalist society.

Beatrnix Campbell argues what reformists have
been arguing for decades. Far from her reforms
being radical, they are notable onlyfor theirlimit-
ations. Her feminismisinthe tradition of the early
British feminists, who blamed the problems of
working class women on working class men, and
therefore never attempted to do more than patch

up the system.

11 the experience of women workersin the
last twenty years leads towards a com-
pletely different analysis from the one she
puts forward. Instead of the workingclass
disappearing, women have become part of the
working class as never before. That has changed
the structure of the working class in all sorts of
ways—Dbut {o dismiss women workers as without
economic power,or simplyhitting at consumersis
quite wrong.

Far from findingtotally new forms of struggle,
women have begun to struggle using the power
that they possess as workers—the power to with-
draw their iabour and so hit their employer
economicaily, This 15 something Beatrix
Campbell disputes:;

*Women’s trade unionism and the expansion
of the public service sector demands new
modes of militancy, and a critique of thecult of
macho militancy which carefesslyassumes that
what was good for engineering toolroom
workers is good for home helps, nurses and
school dinner ladies.”

But many of those groups (and teachers, civil
servants, clerical workers) have used the ‘old
modes of militancy’ to great effect.

The problem is that the militancy of women
over the last 15 years has come up all too often
against a brick wall. Negotiation, arbitration, the
patronising dominationof theirdisputesbyunion
officials have all at different times beenbarriers to
taking the fight forward. Overcoming the
passivity that exists means arguing that the small
geconomicstruggles of women workerscanlead to
much wider political struggle.

In this process do women’s interests lie with
men? Sometimes it certainly doesn’t appear so.
There are plenty of examples of male chauvinism
inside the working class movement. A recent one
1s the Fords equal pay dispute, where union
leaders used the excuse that men wouldn’t back
the women, in order to settle for less than could
have been won. Inthosesituations women haveto

fight alone—often against men.
But there are also many examples of classsolid-

arity between thesexes: the miners’ wives support,
the hospital workers, some of the early equal pay
strikes. There is one simple reason why: when
workers are forced to fight as part of a class,
against the class which exploits them, theytendto
avercome the divisions among them.

The history of men and women workers bears
this out. When there is an upturn in c¢lass
struggle—the 18805 with the new unions, the
strikes of 1910 to 1914, the late sixties and earty
seventiecs—then the needs of the ¢lass struggle do
unite men and women in fighting,

Far from it being in men’s interests to hold that
fight back, it will bein the interests of women and
men to fight. To pretend that men have some
interests tn holding back, or that women have to
tread a different path, leads to precisely the sorts
of alliances that Beatrix Campbell puts forward.
And those alliances aren’t about ‘reforming the
men’s movement” as she claims. Theyare abouta
full retreat from any notion of class struggle, in
favour of a particularly rotten sort of reformism.

Socialist Worker Review Febmary 1985

19



INTERVIEW

Keep on keeping on

John Rees interviews the rock band, the
Redskins, Martin Hewes, Chris Dean,
Nick King.

JR: A recent article in Socfalist Worker
argued that the band was bound toe sell out as it
hecame more successful. But the fate of many
ol the political bands that came out of punk
was to split up rather than sell out.

C('f): The bands that started off with all the
big nowse politics—hke the Pistols and the
{lustt—all the smash the system stuff, did
cond to disappear or virtually disappear. But
Hiere dare other people—Iike the Specials, the
. oar Elvis Costello whao, if you're looking
ditherr politics, are more explicitly socialist
andd are sull around.

JR: Was your single Keep On Keepin' On a
difficult song to write because it’s a song which
savs there have been defeats, that there are
prabicms in the movement and yet it's still
worth lighting? Why did you write a song like
ural when even the best of the Clash songs were
and of NMaoist sloganeering, Sten Guns in
Nriphesbridge, and all that, diverced from
readity?

{1 For me, writing that song comes out of
the tast three vears of reading Sociafist
Warker and that means vou don't come out
with a scng which would be flying in the face
al everything you see around you, like asong
which talked about *‘Sten Guns 1n
Knightsbridge’.

JR: Would the end of the miners’ strike leave
vou out on a4 limb? Your audience wouldn't
make the same connections that they did
during the strike and so you'd appear as just
another  shock-horror, the-enemy-are-your-
darems, Sex Pisiols type of band,

C U b thart situation we are obviously going
Suve to g0 hack to songs which contain
anwe ot an argument, more analvsis of
wlit's yoing on. Saying to people, ‘there is
et e another fight, we've got to wait
.ot not going to appear overnight.’
. 1o be more of an analysis of why
nave to stick at it, why people have
zinc Lo wdlt and why people have got o pre-
puare Lor the tuture,
The problem with the Clash was that it
woosleveT Twalit’, it was always go outand do
« 1t's all there, all you have to do s go
D erab 1t and 1t's yours. Mainly be-
v onever had any Kind of collective
cwperence w look to. It was always the in-
~vidual expenence of people—Ilike how they
pteked up on the people in Nicaragua, the
rebels there., Buc it was always a rebel thing,
mudividual acts of terrorism or whatever was
iovery strong theme always running through
their songs, It was only at times that they
tulked about things collectively but it was
NUVET 1T 4 SITONE Sense, It was never a point
il was put to the front.
¢4 1 think it will mean coming down to
small spectfics in the same way that the Party
will have to. You know, you think back to
Laurence Scotts and at the time you thought,

20

‘yeah!"—but actually it was pretty miserable
and depressing. But it is a very small mirror
image of something that might happen or
something like the miners’ strike that you
can't foresee. But in years like that, before
the miners’ strike——in the same way as the
Party—you look to something which isn’t
fantastically awesomely, gob-stoppingly
mega—Ilike the Barking hospital workers.
It'll be a similar thing with the band if the
miners are beaten.

JR: Do you find those songs more difficult to
write?

CD: Of course i1's harder, Rock and roll
trades on big noise and big 1ssues and every-
thing has got to be big. Obvipusly something
ltke the miners’ strike is perfect for the agit-
prop element of rock™n'roll. We will have to
try and home 1n on the hittle struggles. But,
because vou aren’t writing a pamphlet on the
state of the working class in 1985 —beaten,
demoralised or whatever—it effects what
you write but it doesn't completely deter-
nmine it. And that’s a problem if you like. It
was part of the criticism 1n Sociglist Worker
that rock’n'reli is out on a limb and it’s very
easy to slip away. Inevitably, there are all
sorts of things which pull you off. They gre
there. You've got to recognise it. [It's
ridicilous 1o say they're not there, because
they are. The argument is about whether you
can survive all the pulls on you,

JR: How difficult is it for yeu to stay in touch?

MH: | really don’t see the peint in writing a
song which 1s critical of anything unless you
get the point right. Youcandothat ifyvouare
in the Labour Party—very easilv—but not if
you are a revolutionary; vou've got (o be
nght. It we're not in touch, we're not going
i bg able 1o do that. But inevitably because
ot the nature of the job, it still means we are
going to be pulled away. It just means more
work keeping in touch—making sure that
you sit down and read the paper each week;
making sure that you sece other party
members whether it’s at branch level or
socially; making sure you keep in touch with
what the organisation is actually doing and
what the state of the class 1s. If you don’t
know that, you can’t make the criticism.

CD: Well, you can make it ...
MH: But it’s wrong.

CD: Yeah, gomng in another direction alto-
gether. [t would be quite easy, mixing in
certain lefty circles in rock'n’roli, to think
that the muiners are still steaming it it’sall the
way and the rest of it. You'd come out saying
the next single is going to be not just Keep On
Keepin’® On but Here We Go! or Here We
Come—We've grrived! It 1sn’t that we're fan-
tastically clever people—anymore than any-
one 1n the Party 18—it's just that vou have
information; there 15 some dialogue and dis-
cussion with members who are miners, so
that vou are aware of the reality of the
sityation. The problem is that it makes for
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very depressing songs!

JR: What are you going to do about those pulls
oa you? If you work at Longbridge you have no
choice; you either sit at home and watch
Coronation Street or you stand up and fight.
And what helps you stand up and fight is an
organisation which is peared to your situation.

CD: It's obviously very much divorced from
the situation a1 Longbridge. Here 1t's all up
in the air, arguments over artistic things. No
Longbnidge worker has 10 go in and argue
about the aesthetics of producing the panel
of & car. If you're just knocking out rivets,
then vou Just knock out rivets: there™s not
any great debate about whether it's a good
rivet, witl it be a successful rivet, do we have
to hype this rivet?

MH: Being a rock star and a revolutionary
becomes incompatible whenthe life of a rock
star dictates that you no longer are actually
involved 1n the activities.

JR: In other words, you live a contradiction.

CD: There is a bit of a parallel with Paul
Feot. You are in a job which squeezes vou
away bur all the ume you are trying to
scramble back to get ideas to use in that
slightly divorced position. There s a
criticism which says that you shouldn’t do it
at all; that if you are a revolutionary the
place to be 15 in a workplace and nowhere
elsc. Rock and roll 15 trivial so the Redskins
are a complete waste of time,

MH: The point is: I'm a musician—it's our
medium for putting across revolutionary
politics, we haven't got another medium,

C: Icanbringalongtenietiers which all say
‘tell me more about the SWP’, or bring
letters which say ‘I've joined the SWP be-
cause of hearing you'. Butit is not something
that you can quantfy in the same way that
the branch could say *We've recruited five
people because of taking our ideas into a cer-
tain workplace or because of selling the
paper or whatever. It isn’t that direct.

What was that thing that Trotsky says
about art being the wagon behind the army?
[t's really good. About the theatre groups
that used to entertain the troops with
agitprop art in the evenings. Trotsky was
making a pomnt about art; art follows on, it’s
not art that changes things bul come the
night time it spurs people on. I think you can
do more than that, but an clement of the
Redskins is keeping the spirits up. A morale
thing—keep your head up.

JR: Is there a different way of dealing with
political issues? For instance, the Jam's
Smithers-Jones. 1t isn’'t a song which stands
back and looks at the gioba) balance of class
forces and comments on it. It looks at an
archetypal white collar worker who vou follow
theough the day, going inte work on the train
and then he gets the sack and the refrain is:
“You're just like them’, just like all the people
you are trying to get one up on, that you are
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The Redskins—Nick, Martin and Chris

trying to pet above, It looks at a political thing
throngh the cves of an individual—is that a
way of avoiding having to make every song an
analvsis of the balance of class forces?

NK: That's one way of doing 1t
COD: 'm not very good at it—that's the truth.

JR: It must be a tough thing to do.

CD: Not necessarnily, ['m just not very adepl
at doing 1t.

NK: The main thing to avowd 15 10 Keep
repeating again and again: *“There's only one
way to win ... solidarity, etc, cte,” Tt's gong to
wear thin single alter single.

MH: Only it it doesn’t bear any relation o
the way things are changing. Butthere'sonly
some point In pulting out singles that do
bear relation to what's happening outside.
And il that 1s what 1s happening, then that's
what is happenring, then that’s what you've
got to relate to. You can interpret it m

ditferent ways, but ultimately if the fact is
that people have got 1o tryand keep lighting,

have got to build some small struggle, 1if

that's the way people are fighting, then that's
what you've gol Lo relate to.

CD: Thereare a miltion and one things which
all retlect that basic thing: they are incontrol

and we're not, That's the bottom line. Yes b
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you just did songs saying that all the tme 1t
would be incredibly boring and people
would just.switch off. So it’s a matter of
finding all the manifestations and all the
fittle examples of that and picking on the
specifics as song writing malenal, But they
all relate back 1o that basic thing that there's
onc class who've got power and one thi
hasmn'(.

JR: 1 remember Trevor Griffiths saying that
one of the criticisms that was levelled at him
was that anything that appeared on prime time
televiston, broken up every 15 minutes hy
adverts, was seen as simply soap opera, It
might bhe left wing soap, hut, no matier what
political points you try and make, the form
destroved the content, What about that? Isn't
anything yom put out on a 3 minute single
going to get submerged? People bop to it but the
ideas don’t get across, end of story.

C'): The problem you Face 15 not that you
can't make any number of points 1n soap
opera of on records, 1U's Just that night wing
propaganda  sits much more coni-
fortably—you can take 1t 50 edsy because 1r's
what you get all the ume. The problem with
left wing propaganda is thatit sits oddly, 1
sits there all right, and 105 stll vahid, but 1
does sit oddly,

ML I you're putting propaganda across,
vou've got to do it well, otherwise, 1t docsn’™t
stand up. If you don’t pul your point acrass
well i fatls flat on ats Cace, like we did on the
Tube, gewting a striking minetr on. In the
studio we got 4 greal reaction but on the TV
it looked stupid.

JR: To be effective, the left wing have to be far
better artists,

CD: You've pot 1o be Al plus whether you
write, or work lor TV, or whatever, There
arc so many batthes 1o get vour stutl out ona
record, n a book, on TV,

JR: Is there a left movement in rock at the
moment, in the saume way that there was with
punk?

0 There's no great movement hike there
was, but the one thing that there has beenis
the miners” strike, That has pulled i all sorts
of hands who didn’c start off saving: "We're
political.” 1t it hadn't been for the mimnery’
strike 1t would certaml]y have been much
casier for Paul Weller to go down the path ol
just singing about Italian loafers. Now,
Because of the miners’” strike, he's domg 4
number of benefits and written that Couneil
Collective Song and thuat has switched hig
path quite dramatically. The manifesto for
the Style Council, if there was one. never
inctuded being a naughty, radical,
Bolshevik, rock’n'roll band—] think that
was pretty low down on the hst,

But somchow the miners’ strike has pulled
that aspect from out of them, It's pulled
people like Bronsk: Beat, who, no doubt
would have been quite happy to sing about
being gay—which s good. but not nearly
enough—it's pulled them 1nto domnyg pay
benefits for the miners and 1fs even pulled 1n
bloody Wham! although I'm dubious about
that. [t’s pulled 10 all sorts of other bands.

If you're asking v there some great leht
movement, then: no. But the miners’ strike
has artificially manufactured one for a while.
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EVEN among cxperienced revolutionaries
the idea of *‘changing the line” can lcave a bad
taste 1n the mouth. Memories of the teeble
shifts and changes of the different Com-

munist Parties 1o 110 in with the needs of

Stahin’s Russia, combined with the bizaree
decturations of some of the smaller revol-
utionary sccts, have helped bury the under-
standing that ‘changing the line” 15 Fund-
amental ta serious revolutionary practice,

In & famous blast in the April Theses,
Lemin attacked.

‘those old Bolsheviks who more than
once have playved so regrettable a role
the history of our Party by remterating
tormuias  senselessly learned by role
instead of studyving the specific teatures
of the new and living reality.’

Every attempt by revolutionaries to come

to terms with the unexpected complexity of

some  unforscen  or
development leadx
contuscd arguments
readjustment. Lemin saw the history of the
Bolshevik  Party as a series ol sharp
arguments, followed by sharp changes in
practice as the Bolsheviks tried to adjust 1o
changed circumstances. Writing about the
period  after  the defeat of the 1905
revolution, Lenin noted,
"Of all the defeated opposition and
revolutionary  parties, the Bolsheviks
effected the most orderdy retreat, with the
Teast loss to their army, witl its core best
preserved, with the least sigmificant splits
(1in point of depth and incurability), with
the least demoralisation, and in the best
condition to resume work on the broadesi
scale and in the most correct and
energetic manner. The Bolsheviks
achieved this because they ruthlessly
exposed and expelled the revolutonary
phrase mongers, those who (id not wish
1o understund that one had to retreat,
that one had to know how to retreat, and
that one had absolutely to learn how to
work legally in the most reactionary of
patliaments. 1n the most reactionary of
trade union, co-operative and insurance
societies and similar organisations.’
Strategy and tactics 1s about the attempts
by revolutionaries to constantly rcorganise
themselves to face up to the changes in the
¢luss struggle. 1n that sense there is nothing
difficult about it. The Party as understood by
Lenin is involved in the day to day struggles
ot workers both in order to win the eventual
night to lead the whole of the working class
and because the idcas of workers change as s
result of their experiences at work, in the

only hall cxpected
automatically to

22

Strategy and tactics

and periods of

unicn and so on.

Clearly the activity of the Party — the
propaganda in 118 press, the rmmediate
slogans and demands raised by the members
— has to reflect the conditions and problems
faced by workers and must at the same time
take on, develop and challenge the 1deas
through which workers interpret their
SItuAatiomn.

This 18 straighttorward enough. 50 is the
basic notion that workers’ consciousness 1s
profoundly atfected by changes in the
economy. The way in which this works is the
first major complication, Trotsky recognised
that there is no straightforward relationship
between slumps and rsing consclousness.
He argued that penods ot boom can increase
confidence (o fight, periods of depression
can weaken and demorahise. But there are no
rules. The opposite can be the case just as
well.

Trotsky and lenin saw the early
Congresses of the Third International as a
training ground in sfrategy and tactics. The
newly formed mass Commumst Parties of
Europe — created from the splits of the old
mass Social Democratic parties at the end of
the First World War — lacked a mature
leadership or cadre. Questions which Lemin
thought had becn resolved vears before [or
the Bolsheviks came up again and again in
new forms.

Learning to retreat
Inthe immediate aftermath of the war, the
guestion of strategy and tactics didn’t seem

to have much importance. [nashort space of

time 1t seemed 4ds if the old order in Europe
would succumb  to the first great
revolutionary wave. The Kaiser abdwicated,
revolution i Germany established a
republic, the Hapsburg monarchy which had
controlled most of middle Europe for nearly
400 years collapsed and republicstollowed in
Austri, Czechoslovakia and Hungary.
The need to turn and retreat to keep in
tune with the changes in workers’
consciousness hardly seemed critical in the
enormous  expltosion of 1919, In 192]
Trotsky explained that in 1919
‘Many ot us expected, some more others
less, that the spontaneous onset of the
workers would overthrow the
bourgeoisie in the near future. And as a
madtter of lact this onset wias truly
colossal. The number of casualties was
very large. But the bourgeolsie was able
to  withstand  this inttial onset and
precisely for this reason regained 15 class
self confidence... It became increasingly
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clear that the working class was in need of
a more complex revolutionary strategy...’
The pewly formed Commumst Parties,
formed of hundreds of thousands ol young
workers who really wanted to fight, now had
to learn to retreat, to work with the same
reformist and cenirist leaders thev had so

recently abandoned. | |
At the time of a straight offensive against

capitalism the reformist and centrist leaders
of the old socialist parties stood in the way of
an advancing working class. In the period of
partial retreat and defence, from the end of
1920, many thousands of workers looked to
the old parties and leaders. Co-operation
with these workers against the newly
confident and attacking bourgeoisie became
necessary and led to the development of the
policy of the United Front.

In a short space of time the tactics of the
Third International upderwent a complete
change. There was nothing cynical aboul
this. The principles of the Internationai
remained the samc. The change in tactics
fiowed from the necd to win the mass of
workers to the struggle to overthrow
capitalism at atime when the character of the
struggle had changed. The working class was
being forcad back, the capitalist ¢lass was on
the attack, the old reformist parties had been
temporarily strengthened.

Tactics for defence

En Britain the falure of the enormous
working class offensive of 1919 and 1920 led
to a ruling class offensive, aided by the
beginnings of mass unemployment. By 1922
the Commumst Party ot GGreat Britain was in
the throes of a {(completely correct)
campaign called Back to the Untons, and
atop the Retreat,

But these changes were not accepted
withoul argament. Lenin explained that the
Bolshevik Party had 15 years of experience
of the most vanied kind 1o prepare itself for
the test of 1917, Thesc new Communist
Partres had a year or two. In 1921 Trotsky
was defending himsell against charges that
he was leading the right wing.

Lenin and Trotsky took on the argument
that a short sharp otfensive against the old
capitalist order was not the immediate
question and that new tactics for defence had
to be developed. For the new Communist
Parties this was very hard to accept. The
retreat  from the notion of immediate
insurrection seemed to be a betraval of
principle. In fact it was nothing ot the kind.
No question of principle wits involved.,

The essenual problem was toaccept thata
rigid adherence to tundamental principles
doesn’t mecan inflexibility of tactics. Too
often revolutionaries contuse tactics and
principles, and ¢nd up unablc to make the
necessary shifts and changes to sty 1n tune
with the changes in struggle.

There are unchanpging prnciples, for
revolutionary  Marxists, which  can be
summed up as foltows, First, the
cmancipation of the working ¢lass can only
be the act of the working class itself. Second,
the emancipation of the working class means
the destruction of the capualist state
machine and s replacement by the
institutions of a workers state. Third, the
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upevenness within the working class can
only be overcome by the creation ot a
revolutionary party of hundreds of
thousands of workers who have broken with
the ‘prevailing ideas 1 society’. Fourth,
workers' consciousness 15 transformed
through the class struggle and therefore the
revolutionary party must itself be involved in
and attempting to lcad that dav to day

struggle.

Questions about whether i1t 18 correct or
not to call for a gencral strike, or a united
front, or a specilic publication, or to rais¢ a
particular slogan, aren’t matters ot general
principle. Such questions might of course
reflect or hide real issues ol principle. But the
butk of argument within a rcvolutionary
party 15 about the applicability of a
parhicular tactic at a particilar pointintime.

That meuans starting with the state of the
class struggle. accepting that there 1s no
uniform development over time. The
struggle goes up and down, workers retreal
and advance,

Any attempt 1o come to terms with the
level of confidence and combativity in the
working class has 1o start with an ctfort 1o
understand the economic ciIrcumstlances
which are forcing workers 1o light. Even
crude figures of the number of strikes, or
days lost, aren’t by themselves that helpful,
Are the strikes offensive or delensive? Are
the workers on the whole winning or losing?
[n the balance between offensive and
defensive strikes {(and there 1s always a
balance at some point) 1s there a shilt
towards one ¢xtreme or the other? How far
do the strikes cause workers to generalise —
nsell a guestion to do with whether the
stnkes are on the whole viclorious or
defeated?

But even a cilear understanding about the
generai features of the class struggle aren’t

sufftcient when it comes to the problem of
day to dav tactics. Revolutionanes can reach
an understanding of the general direction of
the class struggle and therefore of the general
direction of events without being
particularty clear about what 1t means
tactically, Tndeed tactics can both flow from
the general strategy and at the same time cut
across or briefly contradict or appear to
contradict that strategy.

There are 1wo reusons tor the compli-
cations involved with tactics — the first is the
unevenness between different groups of
workers and therefore the lack of umiformity
in how they will fight. The most advanced
sections can understand the need to retreat
while a less advanced group can go blindly
forward. Sometimes being blind helps and
unexpected victories turn the struggle round.
But equally the history of the working class is
riddled with mad adventurism caused bv a
failure to assess the reality ot the struggle.

Size is the key

The lack of umiformity means that to an
extent any general strategic analysis of what
is possible contains within it a straitjacket
effect, unless there 15 a recogmtion of the
need for the maximum flexibility within the
overall approach.

But there is a second probiem. No serious
revolutionary organisation c¢an soclve
problems of strategy and tactics unless it
recognises that the size of the party is Key,
not in determining tihe direction of the
struggle most of the time, but in determining
what can be done and what should be
dttempted by the party iselt,

Put like that it seems obvious enough. In
practice very many of the problems which
revolutionary organisations (whether mass
partics or small organisations like the SWP)

have suffered from come from a mis-
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estimation not so much of the level of
combativity in the class but of the influence
or potential influence of the revolutionary
forces. Because something needs 10 be done
objectively in terms of the overallinterests of
the class, it doesn’t follow that we can do it
ourselves. In the SWP this often shows 1tself
in a misunderstanding about how ({ was
possible for an organisation as small and
lacking in roots as the SWP to launch and
sustain the Ant1 Nazi League.

One of the earliest and most short hived
manifestations of the downturn was the
growth of fascist organisations on the fringe
of the working ¢lass in the mid 1970s. The
ANL grew out of our recognition of the need
to combat this, but it was only possible for us
to sustain such a large, broad organisation,
because of very particular and specific
arcumstances. The essence of the success of
the ANL was not the very efficient and
impressive  technical operation — the
posters, leaflets, carnivals etc. Instead the
nature of the issue made it possible for us to
involve sections of the Labour Left in a way
that isn't possible on more contentious
issues, The threat of fascism unites across the
organisations of the working class. The ANL
was never respectable but its ciout within the
left was considerable. The very successful
technical operation was possible because
politically such an operation was possible.

Unfortunately sheer hard work, or
technical efficiency, or financial resources,
don’t by themselves mean very much.
[nstead the base the Party has among
organised workers both in terms of numbers
and nfluence affects n a direct and
immediate way what tactics are reahistic and
what aren’t.

Over the National Front, the SWFP had an
influence far greater than its size because of
the issue. Most of the time this 1sn’t the case.
As Secialist Werker Review argues each issue
a general Stop the Retreat movement 1s now
required to reverse the successes of the Tory
government. For the SWP 1o see that it 1s
needed is not the same as to be able to launch
it. We are not the CPGB of 1922, with the
authority of the 3rd International, the
Russian Revolution and five years of
intensive domestic class struggle behind us.

Instead our options are lirnited by the level
and nature of the class struggle in Britain and
by the small size and weak influence of
revolutionary forces in Britain. But even
within that general framework we shall have
to learn to make a further retreat in the
coming months in terms of the slogans we
raise, the arguments we make and the ways
in which we operate. The options aren’t very
great.

Many groups of revelutionaries over the
years have tried to avoid facing the reality
around them. In the short periods of rapid
advance this ts enough of a problem — the
capitalist class gives up nothing without a
fight, without manoeuvring, without
working out how to retreat the better to
attack in the future. But when it 1s necessary
to retreat natural reluctance combines with
practical difficulties and inexperience. Sharp
argument 15 inevitable and healthy, Indeed
effective strategy and tactics isn’t possible
withom frequent vigorous debate. ®

Pete Clark
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[ STARTED workimgat Yarrows eight vears
APIY

[n some ways it was caster Lhan usual be-
cause I'd been active in EETPU rrade union
work as an SWP member in the previous
vears and therctore koew quite a lew ot the
best sparks in the yvard, Thev also Knew me,
<0 [ wasn’t goimg o e

At that tume the vard was basicallv run by
Eabaur Party peonle, The Commumist Puvty
had guite a lot of influcnce, but didn’t hold
any positions. In the first vear 1 was the
Communist  Party, through various
machinations. who blocked me from be-
coming a shop steward. The many hghts |
had with them. however, cspecially 1 my
department, gave me credibiliny and even-
wally made my clection possible. It was
always possible toargue it the shop mectings
about small isswes like overtime, and by
being scen (o he the one who was willing o
Gake the company on averany msue, however
smalbl, (something the P members would
never dod the men gor 1o know vou. Also
inpaortant was (e constiant argmng with in-
dividuals about poliaeal issues, espectally on
things ke unien demoe ey i the depart-
et but also on more generalissues which.
am an SWE member vou wereactualivable to
carry through with some ability, Asitturned
outl, the wsue | became shop steward over
wils o campaign Lo a roti mght-siutt which
up untif then had been Bixed.

The other important Tactor was selling
Sociefise Worker., T manaped to bulld up
quite a large sale—at its hetghe T was selling
between 3t and 35 The crucie] dung was al-

=

Peter Porteous worked for eight years at Yarrows shipyard on
Clydeside. He talks of his experiences prior to his recent victimisation

A shipyard worker’s story

wavs to be seen with the paper, 1o be seen
reading the paper, and to talk to guys hold-
ing the paper. Also, of course, it was impor-
tant {0 try to sell the paper to anyone who
agrecd with you on the union 1ssues, to dig
thenm out and get them to buy it even it you
knew that they'd never come to a mecting or
think ol joming.

Those guys are still there and it was anim-
portant breakthrough because people would
sce them with the S# and that was then
recognised. Fven if people didn't buy the
paper, I'd still talk and argue with them as
the tdeas would then be around and more
people would back you.

Much harder to argue

My clection as shop steward coimncded
with rhe start of nationalisation. Evervone
wis for 11, We argued at the time that it
wouldn't be a panacea for all ills and that 1t
wouldn't really be any different working lor
the state. The Labour Party and the CP es-
peciatly were all for it. The main arguments
were over parity across the yards, Needless
to say. seven vears later the gaps are still
there with those who were on the highest
rates still on them. The one big difference 1s
thut about 40,040 jobs have gone.

The whole experience ot nationalisation
has affected people's attitudes towards 1t 50
that now 1t is much casier for the Tories to
come along and say that privatisation 15 the
answer, and much harder for us to argue
agalnst il

Another consequence of nationalisation

INTERNATIONAL
SOCIALISM X 25
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was the introduction of nationgl bargaining
which destroyed overnight the abihity of
shop stewards (o negotiate wage rates and
took a lot of power away from the shop
stewards' movement, The navoenal oflicers
set up an advisory body with delegatey which
wus 50 big and powerless that it hecame ob-
vious thal it could do nething. [t was quitc an
cye-opener to the delegates who saw that
even if one yard did call for and get some
action. it would crumbie through lack of
support, like the Rob Caledon dispurc.

After the 1979 Blackpool Agrecment.
which promised to save yards from closure i
exchange for voluntary redundancies, wage
negotiations got longer and longer. This lett
the vard open to general politica! attacks be-
cause everyone took 4 step back. especially
when the Tories were volted in.

1t got a little better Jater on as there were
various things going on 10 the yard,
espeeially around the Health and Satety
legislation. T became chairman ot the Health
and Salety Commitice and found mysclt
spending a good 80 to 80 percent of my time
on union work.

I was also involved at this time 1n the
EETPU Rank and File group. We were
having shipyard workers’ mectings which
were linked with other yards in the arca. We
also put out bulletins but. Lo be quite honest,
there was no way all this work could hiave
been described as successful. The hest mect-
ing we ever had drew 18 people, but in the
end we were just talking to ourselves. The
bulietins, however, were always well
received., Yarrow Worker was something
people gueued up to take.

Later we had a lew strikes over dis-
ciplinary matters which we tended to wan.
These were, however, just skirmishes and
didn't really atfect the workers who saw no
tungible results, especially in their pockets.
This, along with the constant meetings the
stewards had with management, led 10 a
demoralisation and a loss of taith in the shop
stewards’ movement. It was worse at other
vards because Yarrows was at least quuite well
organised,

From the beginning it was known that |
was a member of the SWP. Management
knew, as in 1877 1 stood as a parhamentary
candidate. There was never any Overt move
by them to do anythingabout it, But itmeant
that [ had to keep my nose very, very clean, a
thing that applies to all militants. The only

discipline I got was when | first started, tor
talking too much, After that [ was never
caught doing anything. Afterwards, discip-
linary actions were always lor union matters.
Time keeping, the work, sick leave and soon
were always perfect. You must never give
management the excuse o do vou tor some-
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thing stupid. If they're going 1o get vou, then
the stakes must be high. In my case, when it
came, they were very high.

Actually, the worst attacks came from the
joint shop stewards’ committee when the
bulletins were coming in. They threatened to
suspend mc. In the end I had to say that al-
though I agreed with the leaflets, and told the
people writing them what was going on, It
wasn't actually me who wrote them. Up until
nationalisation we were always telling the
shop stewards what we should be doing.
After, it was much more difficult, especially
over local action when everything was being
negottated nationally. S0 we had to pick on
tiny issucs which meant that there was less
apportunity to criticise the stewards and lgss
pomt to our bulicting,

Throughout, especiaily 1n the difficult
perinds, we relied heavily on the branch for
discussing things through. Now we put in
SWP bulletins which are good for getting the
ideas into the yard without putting our
members nside on the spol.

Resigning as steward

Inthelast wage round and the Phase 5 deal
we mounted a big campaign. I was a steward
and argued that we shouldn’t accept even if
Yarrow had te go it alone. The argument was
good and correct, but the thing in the end fell
apart and with that the stewards feltapart. If
we'd tought, we probably wouldn't have
won, but we would have gained something
—at least a vard agrcement. Instead, moenths
nf campaigning led to nothing but
demoralisation,

At the final meeting on the deal the shop
stewards had decided to recommend it. For
me [0 argue against this at the final mass
meeting, [ had 1o resign as shop steward as
vou can’t pul 4 minorty posifion to a meat-
g as a steward. [ did, and at the meeting
carricd about a third of the workers; but the
outcome was @ deteal,

Itwis, [ think, the right thing to do at the
time, though subsequently 1 made a mistake,
It I'd stood at the next meeting, | would pro-
bably have been re-clected as the sparks were
solidly behind me, But atthe ume there was a
lot of talk in the SWP about the dangers of
the takmg of positons leading to bureau-
cratisatton. Along with me being a bit fed up,
I decided not (o bother. | kept selling papers
and keptarguing with people, and decided to
se¢ whal would happen in general before | re-
stood.

Later, my personal circumstances made
me feel that T wouldn’t have time to do the
job properly, so at the next AGM 1 didn’t
stand. This was definiteiy a mistake because
Fthink that if I"d taken the position then they
couldn’t have victimised me as they later did.
Another reason for making the mistake was
that because my cnthusiasm had taken a bit
of a dive through the lost wage deal and the
lack of fight in the workforce, I'd lost touch
with the network of comrades and the con-
stant discussion and so Jost contact with the
theoretical framework from which to make
decisions.

By this time the mass meetings had be-
come horrendous  attairs. The convenor
resigned and was replaced by someone who
really couldn’t carry any arguments. It's very

important for any steward to know how to
argue with management. It’s no good just
saying ‘'no, no, ne'. If you haven't got con-
fidence In what you're saying management
cun knock away your confidence and you
end up messing the members around. This
happened with the stewards who then
became scared of going to mass meetings be-
cause the guys on the floor could shout them
down. This was one ot the main reasons for
the lack of support for the miners on the day
of action,

A large SWP meeling inspired me to get
stuck 1nto the job of building support for the
miners, | set up a miners’ support group by
digging out all the old CND and ANL lists
and so on and getting everyone together.
Some of the stewards responded quite well
and took on some of the responsibilities. 70
people came to the first meeting at which we
raised a lot of money, Every week we raised a
tew hundred pounds by collections in my
department. Every other week we collected
around different shops, and there was a
collection at the gate which raised £8300. All
this meant more contact with more people
which meant that the paper sale went up
again to about 25 after a low of about 12,
This along with food collections, raffles,
dances and so on raised my enthusiasm,.

Since the summer holidays management
had been trying it on and we knew that there
were going te be little fights, The main issue
was washing up time. The convenor and
stewards made an awful deal which we

decided to oppose. We began campaigning
among the departments that we had to do
something about it and at least have a mass
meeting. This was opposed by the
committee 50 1 raised the issuein *any other
business’ and got a very good reception with
a unammous vote (o return 1o the old
washing up times from that evening.

That night everyone went off at the old

‘time, and the next day, I was hauled up and

charged with assault, disobeying orders and
a stream of other things. 1 wenl to the
stewards, the department walked cut, and |
was sent home. Scon the vard walked out
and decided at a mass meeting to stop work
untill I was reinstated. The result of my
hearing was my dismissal.

Picketing was to start on Monday but the
stewards hadn’t oerganised anything soin the
end there were only the pickets who I'd
organisced. It was now rcally clear whata dis-
advantage it was that [ wasn't able to go to
the stewards’ meetings. Anvyway, with the
Confederation™s advice to call it off the
stewards decided te go for another mass
meeting, arguing that it would reinforce the
strike and frighten management. We argued
against this, saying that we should organise a
mass picket through leafletting ctc, and then
have a mass meeting. The stewards went
ahead with the meeting with the additional
bonus ot deciding that I shouidn't be on the
picket line. The vote was lost 2:1, and | was
out of a job.

!
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LOOKING BACK

Uplifting thoughts for
the downturn

TIMES are bad: the consolation is they have
been worse. In periods of despondency we
can comfort ourselves in the knowledge that
we will never have to bear what Karl Marx
had to endure. He developed the basic
principles of socialism in the 1840s. In a
letter 1o F A Sorge writlen in 1872, he con-
fessed that no British person had yet under-

stood his ideas.
The 30 lean vears that followed the 1848

revoluiions did not arise because Marx was
politically lazy, cxpressed himself wihout
clarity or was inept. Rather it happened
because, to most people, the world seemed to
be walking in the opposite direction to Marx,

Capitalism had cntered into a long period

of rapid expansion, of rising living standards |

and lessening class tension. In other words,
Marx found himself funclioning in the most
profound and prolonged downturn ever ex-
perienced by the socialist movement.

That is why he laboured so hard, spent so
many years and ruined s health writing Das
Capitel. In an important sense, his great
work is an impressive compliment (0
capitalism. [t is a grudging recognition of 1ts
stability and durability., If 1t had been
obvious the collapse of the system was
imminent, then it would not have been
necessary to go to such extraordinary lengths
to prove it possessed inherent inmer
contradictions. 1t was the fact that the over-
whelming majority of people regarded the
existing system as natural, inevilable and
everiasting that spurred mm on to puncture,
at least theoretically, the balloon of over-
weaning self-conflidence,

Ideas and reality

Assuredly, today nobody will have to
repeat Marx’s Hercutlean etforts. Now there is
almost universal acceptance that capitalism
is crisis-ridden. Even those who fondly
believe Reagan or Thatcher have the answer
to present economic ills, do not consider we
are on the threshold of an era of tranquility
and progress. The certainty of stability
which prevailed in Marx's day has vanished.
The system feels unsure of itself, under
threat.

This, in my opinion, lustrates highly
significant philosophical truth. one that
gives us grounds for gptimism: correct ideas
do not mergly move reality, but reality moves
towards corgect idecas, thereby giving the
ideas an added power, Expressed like that it
may seem rather obscure. Solet me illustrate
it by taking a couple of quotations from
Marx, plucked aimest at random.

The first is the well-known ending (o the
Communisi Manifesto *“Workers ol the world
unite'. When considered in its historical con-
text, this initially seems to be a wildly im-
practical utterance. Forin 1348, infive of the
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six continents, the working class was either
infinitesimally small or non-cxistent. The
vast majority of Africans and Asians would
not have agreed with the Manifesto even if
they had possessed the ability (which they
did nmot) to read it. Their experiences and
problems found no connection with 1t
pages.

As for the sixth continent— Europe—the
position there was only slightly better. Large
tracts remained stuck in rural backwardness.
Britain, the most economically developed,
has correctly been termed ‘the first industrial
nation’. Yet the Britain of 1848 was hardly
promising. Its working class was still small
and 1nmature.

The Chartist movement constituted the
vanguard of the class. For several years, one
of the main preoccupations of this prol-
etarian vanguard had been the Chartist Land
Plan, an impractical scheme to turn back the
economic ciock. It had visions of resettling
factory workers back on the land, giving
them two acres and a cow. Is it realistic 1o
think a socialist society could be built by
people still bankering after private owner-
ship, the dream of returming to a peasant
past?

Nevertheless, all this did not and does not
invalidate Marx. His thought was essentially
dialectical, seeing things in terms of being
and becoming. He accurately discerned the
trends. What has happened since simply con-
firms his judgement. There has been the
growth of the international ¢conomy, en-
meshing people throughout the world,
making their destiny mutually inter-
dependent. Simultancously, multinational
companies have emerged. As a result, all
have become imprisoned in the same ex-
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ploitive relationships. Conseguently, unlike
137 years ago, the same basic problems exist
internationatly—and can only be solved
internationally.

What is equally vital tor that solunion, a
working class has grown up throughout all
six coniinents. This means, forexample, that
a country like South Korea, which had no
working class in 1848, now has one that 1s
bigger than the British working class was 1n
848, Today, theretore, Marx’s writings have
relevance to the predicament of the typical
Korean, a wage labourer like most people in
other industrialised countries. No longer do
they have to remain  mysterious and
incomprehensible to him; his own liberation
depends on a realisation of the truth of the
final sentence in the Manifesto.

But before the erroneous conclusion 1s
reached that everyone can sit back and leave
it all to the red mole of history, burrowing
away and undermining capitalism’s founda-
tions. lel me turn to the second guotation.

Advance and decay

In 1856, the People’s Paper celebrated its
fourth anniversary with a public meeting.
James Watson, a veteran Chartist from
Newcastle, made the first speech. It was
along traditional lines: knowledge 1s power;
the People’s Faper spreads knowledge;
therefore, the Peeple’'s Paper 1s good,

Sitting next 1o Watson on the platform
was a strange, bearded character, who spoke
with a strong foreign accent. A newspaper
report described him as *Dr Carl Marx, the
well-known German emigré’, and his
message was somewhat different. Mercifully
Marx did not mention the obscure Hegehan
principle of the interpenetration of opposites
ahhough it underlay his remarks. He
described what he thought were the essential
features of existing soclety:

‘On the one hand, there have started 1ntoe
life industrial and scientific forces, which
no epoch of the former human history
had ever suspected. On the other hand,
there exist symptoms of decay, far sur-
passing the horrers recorded in the latter
time of the Roman Empire. In our days
evervthing seems pregnant with 1ts
contrary.’

Today, paradoxically, we can understand
what Marx meant better than Marx did
himself, In 1856 he could not have foreseen
the creation of H-bombs, laser weapouns, star
wars, the restriction ol food output
while millions starve. Ewven if, by some
magical means, he had predicted these
things, none of his audience would have
believed him. They would have considered
him insane, a prospective inmate tor Dr
Tuke's lunatic asylum, where Charust leader
Feargus O'Connor had been put. But we,
having hindsight, can see that the social
system is insane, not Karl Marx, His
prophecy looms as an ever-more menacing
warning so long as cupitalism survives,

But political and ideological forces are
operating, sometimes subterrancously, to
undermine the established order.
Accompanying the growth of a working
class throughout the world has gone mdus-
trial strife and manifestations of political dis-
content in places which were unknown or
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quiescent 25, 50, 100 years ago. These
struggles require socialist theory and
practice, and as we have already seen,
Marxist theory has gained in power as the
world more ¢losely approximates to it.
Consequently, when a crisis eventually
detonates mass discontent—as it inevitably
will—then it will be much more widespread,
much more profound than it was after the
October Revolution of 1917 in Russia.

Prior to the October Revolution, it is
worth recalling there also had been a
political downturn. The crushing of the 1905
Revolution had left Russian  socialists
demoralised and excecdingly weak. Some of
them went in tor the craze of (rod-seeking,
Most just dropped out of activily, By 1910, in
Moscow the Bolsheviks had been reduced to
eight members, seven of whom were police
Spies.

[tis interesting to compare the attitudes of
Lenin and Trotsky to the downturn. Trotsky
was the optimist, He had developed his
theory of permanent revelution. This gave
mm conflidence. [rrespective of Tsarism's
apparent power and invineibility, his analy-
sis revealed conclusively its downfall was
ultimately tnevitable. In exile, he always had
s bags halt-packed, expecting a call to
resume his chairmanship of the Petrograd
Soviet.

By contrast, Lenin was much more the
pessimist. Only a few weeks before the
February Revolution of 1917, ironically he
wold a meeting of young Swiss socialists he
did not expect to see socialism in his lifetime,
His economic analysis was nol as accurate as

Trotsky's. Nevertheless, in one respect he
was much more correct. He liked to guote
the great Russian novelist, Telstoy, who had
Oonce seen a man squatting in a doorway
making strange gestures, At first glance he
seemed to be a madman. Then on closer
inspection, Tolstoy discovered the man was
doing a perfectly sensible thing—sharpening
a knife on a stene,

To an outsider, the heated arguments,
factional struggles, splits that convulsed the
Russian left in the {5 vears before 1917 must
have seemed like a particuiarly severe form
of insanity. Yet, Lenin realised this was a
necessary process, the sharpening of the
revolutionary knife upon a stone. Without
Bolshevism, the mass discontemt would
eventualily be dissipated: Bolshevism was the
vital murder weapon that struck the fatal
blow to the old system.

Optimism and realism

In my opinion, this has an impoertant
Icsson for us today. What we must combine.
15 the optimism of Trotsky with the organisa-
tional realism of Lenin,

Locking back on 43 years of political
activity, I see the socialist movement today
has a bigger and harder core but less flesh
than it did in my youth. Then a deep-seated
anger existed among manyv sections of the
British working class determined, after the
sacrifices of the war, not to return to the dole
qucues and hopelessness of the Thirties. Qur
message Lthen reached receptive ears. In 1945
I remember meeting an old age pensioner,
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Dai Thomas of Merthyr, who sold 312 copies
of the Socialist Leader each week. The
Trotskyists, roughly 400 strong, got rid of as
many as 20,000 copies of their fortnightly
Socialist Appeal. Even the most dedicated
comrade new would not achieve the same
restlt. The reason is the periphery has
shrunk.

However, it would be wrong to look at
those 43 years negatively. In wvarious
respects, considerable progress has been
made. Today there is a much greater store of
knowledge and experience. The theoretical
level s generally higher. Also, organisa-
tionally there has been progress. The
Independent Labour Party, the largest body
on the left, had a membership in 1945 of less
than 3,000, While some of them were revolu-
tionarics, like the group around Reg Groves
and Hugo Ddewar, at the same time there
were many more who believed in the pariia-
mentary road. In fact, the ILP had sunk in
the swamp of centrism, equidistant between
reform and revolution, As for the Trotsky-
ists, dedicated and good comrades, although
wrong on a number of important points,
they had a size of less than a tenth of the
present day SWP.

50, in these circumstances, 1 do not con-
sider that there is any reason to be dis-
hcartened. As Marx wrote in Capiralr ‘New
forces and new passions spring up in the
bosom of society.” The downturn will not
contintte forever. And, when the upturn
comes, socialists will be betier placed than
ever before to achieve their objective ®
Raymond Challinor
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WRITERS REVIEWED

Charlotte Bronte

A DEVOUT Anglican and a Tory, Charlotte
Bronte’s greatest hero was the Duke of
Wellington. However, despite this, her
novels not only reflect but also powerfully
attack many aspects of the society she lived
IT1.
Jane Evre, Shirley and Villetie, her major
novels, were all written between 1846 and
1852, at a tune when both Britain and
Europe were experiencing huge economic
and political mstability. _

Europe was swept by revolution in 1848,
while Britain, despite its growing industral
and political power, was still subject to cycles
of boom and slump.

Chartism, the first mass working class
movement to put forward political demands
revived at this time, and as a consequence,
fear of populardiscontent was strong among
the government and middle classes.

It is in Shirley that Charlotte Bronté
responds most directly to this situation.

However, to distance her treatment of it, she
goes back to the early years of the century,

when the government’s ‘Orders in Counci!’
had effectively stopped trade, so as to
weaken Napeleon’s hold on the continent,

This had resulted in mass unemployment
and poverty in England, particularly as it
coincided with the intreduction of new
machinery in the factories, which led to
‘Luddism’, the spontaneous outbreak of
machine smashing.

Charlotte Bronté's attitude to Luddism,
and, by mmplication mass working class
movements generally, isvery ambivalent. On
onc hand she sees them as essentially passive,
and led by ‘agitators’, dangerous and un-
stable revolutionanes acting out of self
interest, and often linked to Methodism or
other non-contormist religious sects.

Thus the crowd of men attacking Moore's
mill are *riocters, a disorganised mob’, and
their leaders *strangers; emissanes from the
large towns'.

Capitalist inhumanity

To a very large extent she takes refuge in
the conspiracy theory, rather than admit to
the potentiality of mass action. Thus she can
admit that many of the men involved are
fundamentally decent and patriotic, but she
believes have been misied and, like William
Farren, will see the error of their ways and
"will neither be patronised nor misled for no
man’s pleasure” in the future.

However, she can clearly see both the con-
tradictions and tnhumanity Inherent 1n the
developing capitalist system. Though she
whilewashes the mill owner Robert Moore,
in the interests of the romantic elements in
the novel, yet she sees him as fundamentally
selfish. Take this extract trom Shiriey.

‘All men, taken singly, are more or less

selfish; and taken in bodies they are in-

tensely so. The British merchant 15 no
¢xcepuon to this: the mercantile classes

Hlustrate it strikingly. These classes think
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too exclusively of making money.’

Here she uses this to condemn a lack of
correct patriotic feeling;, but the dilemma
which Moore expresses acutely sums up the
imperative to make a prefit, compete and
stay ahead of other manufacturers:

‘1 will convey the best machinery mven-

tors can furnish ... suppose that building

was a ruin ... would that stop invention or
exhaust science? ... Another and better

gig mill would rise on the ruins of this,

and perhaps a more enterprising owner

come.’

He goes on to point out that, even if the
men are partly or completely laid off now,
the result of destroying the mill would be
more certain starvation for them.

Charlotte Bronté never really comes to
terms with the problem, and herc she par-
tially blames him as much for being harsh as
for anything else. Nevertheless a deep
uneasiness remains that men and women,
who are as she sees it content 1o work and
Hve humbly, should be treated inhumanely,
and made to suffer by people who call them-
selves Christians.

Indeed some of her most biting irony and
scorn is reserved for attacking those people
and institutions whose moral and Christian
facades hide exploitation and hypocrisy.
Perhaps the most famous s Mr
Brocklehurst, the benelactor of Lowood, the
charity school where Jane Evre Is sent:

“ “0Oh, madam, when vou put bread and

cheese instead of burnt porridge nto

these children’s mouths, vou may indeed
feed their vile bodies, but you litite think
how you starve their immortai souls!™’

Meanwhile he is making a fat protit out of
starving them; and the irony 1s heightened by
the arnval ot his well-dressed danghters,

One of Charlotte Brontg’s central
copcerns 15 the oppression of women, and
Jane Eyre is very typical of the positien
many women found themselves in at the
time, including Charlotte Bronté herself, She
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had no experience of the conditions in which
working class women lived, worked and had
children, and her few references to them,
such as Grace, William Farren's wife, tend to
be patronising.

Where she excelled was in the portrayal of
women who lacked the means to support
themselves or to get married, (which re-
quired money) and were thus obliged by
their material position to work—and this al-
most invanably meant 1in a school, or as a
governess—or to rematn totally dependent
on relatives.

Master and servant
In these conditions, as Jane, and Lucy
Snowe 1n Vifleire discover, women wcre
powerless and open to all kinds of humilia-
tion. Jane at Thornfield, in whait she admiis
were good conditions, is publicly discussed
and insulted:
““Tant pis'” said her ladyship. “1 hope it
may do her pood”, Then 1n a lower tone,
but still loud enough for me to hear, I
noticed her; [ am a judge of physionomy,
and in hers [ see all the faults of her

*r 1

class™,

This develops into a discussion ot why
tutors and governesses should not he
allowed ‘the liberty of falling in love with
each other’ as it 1s ‘disruptive, leading (o
insolence’: Any acknowledgement of them
as human beings gives them a dangerous and
uncontrollable autonomy. Morcover this
vision of the woman, and the governess,
poisans relationships, by inevitably intro-
ducing the master/servant dimension 1nto
them.

Rochester’s feeling about Jane ot instance
are very one-sided, and he is clearly prepared
to manipulate and deceive her into ‘marrying’
him when his wife is stili ahve—and necces-
sarilv 1o accept his given attitudes to divorce
and marnage.

The governess theme, and the continuing
debate on Lhe alternatives open to everncom-
paratively privileged women obsesses
Charlotte Bronté. The only solutions she can
suggest are essentially individual and
private, and generaily suggest that marriage,
if it 15 not entered into for social or financial
purposes, is possibly the best solution open
to women al that time, though interestingly,
in her last novel Viffette, she deliberately
blocks this on the last page. leaving Lucy
alone, but secure.

Nonetheless, she had a very clear under-
standing of the options open to women at the
time: and also of how sociely operated on
them, so that where Jane rebels, Mrs Pryor
and Caroline Helstone are victiims, Caroline,
for example, with no occupation and few
marriage prospects turns to acts of charnty,
and suffers great depression and psycho-
somatic illness.

Charlotle  Bronté’s novels present a
fascinating view of British society in the early
Victorian period, and while not under-
standing the nature of the explowaton, and
how to fight it, give a very serious considera-
tion to the contradictions and inhumanities
of the developing capitalist system, and to
the position of women in ¢, ®
Jane Bassett
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ABORTION AND CONTRACEPTION

JUST betore Chnistmas mother-of-ten
Victoria Gillick won a significant victory m
the courts lor right wing moralism. Thiee
appeal judges overturned the 1974 govern-
ment guidelines for doctors which upheld
their right 1o give confidenuial contraceptive
and abortion advice and treatment to under-
sixieens without the consent of their parents.

The ruling spells fear and misery for
thousands of voung women. Aldready clinics
arc reporting abandoned appointments and
distraught phone calls from girls terafied
that doctors will tell tales 1o their parents.
Miny of them are caught inintolerable traps
of incest and tamily violence.

One woman 1n charge of’a tamily planning
clinic told the (ruardivn:

‘I won't tell you what our thoughts about

Mrs Gillick have been these last few

weeks, except to say that all the staft here

have been devastated by the amount of
human misery this judgement 15 causing

.. We're all having to work ternibly long

hours to cope with the deluge of phone

calls and wisits trom badly Irnightened
under-sixteens who teel abandoned and
terribly confused.’

Some | 7.000 voung women under sixteen
are on the Pill, possibly one third without
parental conscnt, Since the guidelines for
dactors overturned by the Gillick judgement
came into force, the conception rate among
under-sixteens has fallen dramatically.

The Brittsh Medical Association has de-
nounced the ruling. But meanwhile doctors
are left to puzzle out the exact meamng of
‘advice” and ‘emergency’. Some are willing to
continue as belore. Other clinwcs are pres-
cnibing just one month’s supply of the Pill
and sending girls away to talk to their
parents. One clinic on Mersevside has put a
notice 1n the waiting room which says:

‘Under Sixteens—Qver Sixteens

Do not be afraid to consult the doctors

here. All consultations are private and

confidenual.’

Brook Advisory Centres In London are
continuing to provide a full counselling ser-
vice, but are not prescribing contraceptives.
Their doctors are giving the ‘morning after
pill when they believe the girl’s circum-
stances constilule an emergency.

Bur overall, the inevitable result will be
unwanted pregnancies and a rise 1n the
number of under-age abortions.

A shock verdict

The Department of Health and Soecil
Security is appealing against the Gillick
judgement und the case will go to the Law
Lords within the next couple ol months,

The appeal court verdict niust come as 4
shock (o muny. Three times duning the
seventies organisations like the Socety for
the Protection of the Unborn Child have
sponsored privite members’ bills aimed at
overturning the 1967 Abortuon Act. Buach
time. despite busing in nuns and Catholic

An attempt to tum the tide

schoolchildren o £l out demonstirations,
they failled miserably.

In 1982 a bureaucratic manocuvre
tightened up regulations governing abortion
clinics so that aboruons could not be per-
formed on the same premises as advice was
given. But the ruling made littie real
difference to the availability of abortion.

The National Health Service does nol pro-
vide an adequate service to meet the needs of
all women wanting their pregnancies
terminated. The provision varies widely
from area to area and the wanting lists are
jong. But the NHS has never provided an
adequate service, whateverthe medical need,;
its inadequacies are not restricted to abor-
tion. Private chnics compensate for NHS
failings at not too exorbitant cost.

So., despite the antics of SPUC, mn 1985,
abortion is as widely available in Britain as it
ever has been since the original Aborfion Act
came inte force in 1967, Up to now the
vicious proponcnts of right wing moralism
have remaimed a marginal forge.

Moral majority

The sttuation in the United States 1s very
differcnt. The so-called ‘moral majonty” has
flourished under Ronald Reagan's
presidency. Tt forms a significant part ol his
popular base.

The day after being sworn in for his second
term, Reagan broadcast a special message of
encouragement to a group of anti-abortion
campaigners as they assembled to march on
the supreme court.

These hate-mongers have been hard at
work in recent months, bombing more than
30 abortion clinics and harassing women 4s
they arrive for consultations.

In Britain, no real equivalent of the ‘moral
majority” exists. The Gillick ruling 1s not the
result of any kind of mass pressure. It is
essentially a maverick judgement on the part
of three geriatrics in the appeal court, which
could easily be overturned by their geriatric
counterparts in the House of Lords.

The ruling in no way has the approval of

Women’s liberation
—two traditions

Class struggie and women’s
liberation— 1640 to the present day

Tony Clift
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the establishment i generab. The BMA has
spoken out against it, and the DHSS wil, be
arguing 1n court for a return to the status
que. Even within the cabinet, Thutcher iy
said to be alone in supporting (hllick.
Commuon sense—the sense of the ruling
cliass, as Gramsel remarked—has been slow
1o take on the mantle of the recession. Unem-
ployment has sapped confidence and pushed
the political mood rightwards. Thatche nism
stands for marriage and tamily, law, order
and Christianmy. Yer in many ways morality
lingers behind, unwiling to abandon the
trappings of liberation acquired over a
decade ago. ldeas abour sexn and relation-
ships which some tound shocking i the early
sevenlies are now simply part ot lite,

New campaigns

The Gillick ruling i1s the first real adempt
to turn the tide by rewriting the taw, It wil
boost the confidence of organisations hke
SPUC and Lile. There are already signs that
they have new campaigns in omind.

MPs were recently shown a film called The
Sifent Screamn which purpors to show via a
scannetr what happens when an abortion
takes place. Ancmotive commentary clamms
that the (oetus moves about 10 ¢scape the
implements and thalt its mouth opens to form
a ‘silent seream’,

Yet neither piece of independent action1s
possible at such an carly age. No doubt ano-
abortionists will be trving to gt other show-
ings for this miserable and frandulent trash,

Then there 15 bEnoch Poweli's Unborn
Child {Protection) Bill which had its first
reading at the beginning of February, The
Bill focuses on banning embryo research, but
many fear 1t has inplications tor abarnon as
well, The col and ‘morning atter” pill would
also be atfected. Sponsors of the Bill mclude
James White, Bernard Braine and Gerard
Vaughan—all anti-aboruonists from way
back. Also the Conservative MP  lar
Gainsborough and Horncastle, Edward
Leigh, is currently attempting to reduce spli
further the currcnl restriclions on abortion.

In other words, the hllick judgement may
signal the beginnmngs of a new and serious
attack on aboruon and contraceptive rights.
Fncouraged by Thatcher, the “moral
majority’ might { aally be showing its ugly
face.

We had better be ready to fight, m
Jane LUre-Smith

W



Reviews

A striker’s manual

STRIKE: How to fight, how to win
by John Mcllroy
Pluro Presy £5.95

SUCCESS they say breeds success,
Surely this maxim 15 never more
true than when workers struggle
against their employers. Every
winning or losing achon by workers,
whether big or senall, contributes to
the overall success or {zilure of the
entire working class.

Obviously the bigger the
action—Iike the present miners'
strike—the greater the effect. Con-
versely the smaller the action—hke
Lhe strike by cleaners at the local
hospital in Barking—the smaller
the effect.

Ask any trade unionist with an
cunce of experience to draw up a
balance sheet of success and failure
owver these last few years, and they'll
tell vou {if they're honest) how
effective the employers and the state
have become when confronting
organised labour,

In fact, a measure of their success
i5 1n the fewer days {ost in strikes
compared with, say, the seventies.
How many strikes have you won
L teely?

Clearly the more struggles we
lose the less confident in ourselves
we become, the more we look to
others outside {(trade union bureau-
crats Labour politicians) to do our
job for us. And as if to compound
our sense of failure we become
addicted to these con-men who
catole and connive 1o make deals or
run to ACAS at a time when the
gmployers and their state are inno
moad to deal. And like all addicts, as
nur habit grows so our chance of
solving the problems we  face
dtminishes. How can we break out
of this Cawch-227

There arg wwo major problems
socialists have o deal with; the first
15 political, the second 1s organis-
ational. They are separate prob-
lems, but in many ways inter-
connected,

First, the political. Unless and
until we are able to win the
argumenl with workers that you
can't solve the problems of an
ageng capualism {(falling  profit
rates and low investment leading to
rising unemployment by de-
manning etc) then the employers
are going Lo cantinue to have it ajl
their own way. On the arganisa-
tional level, until workers ¢an be
persuaded that fighting for your job
or striking for mgher wages in-
volves more than just walking cut-
side the gate, then again we are in
troubie.

This book Sirike by John
Mcliroy makes an extremely

valuable contnpbution ¢on  the
organisational level to pro-
fessionalise the appreach that
warkers must bave when engaging
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in industnial acaon, Sa it is more
than welcome,

Mcliroy takes for granted that in
a class divided society struggles
between labour and capital are
bound to occur, In a system of
winners and fosers, vou have latake
sides —there 15 no rtoom for
neutrals. He sides with the workers,
Throughoul the history of class
strugele workers are potentially the
most powerful class yet they havea
tendency to lose, How can workcers
realise their full potential? How can
they win?

Strike shows how “professional
the government and cmplovers
have become when confronting the
working class. How they make a
study of strikes and workers’ or-
ganisations 10 order to  win.
Mcllrov's conclusion is  that
workers have to do the same of they
are ever to turn the tables.

There are chapters covering
strike  orpanmisalion; ocoupations,

financing strikes; solidanty: picket-
g, management tacties: the law, n
fact everything we in the SWP arc
diwdys going on about,

[t's not merely a good read, it's a
sirtker’s manuat, A tool, if you like
which placed in the nght hands can
become a weapon in the class war
mare powerful than the bomb, But
what we have here is a powerful
bomb without a delivery system,
somchow we muost become that
delivery svstem,

We can start by getting this haok
on branch bookstalls, We mustalso
gncourage trade uniomsts o read 1t
Branches could have a serigs of
cducational meetings around
different chapters of the book,
mviting trade unionists (o take part
in the discussion. And the pub-
lishers could help by lowering the
price!

1 have only one small criticism to
make. There w no chapter on the
rode and malernial base of the scll-

Esoteric insights

Evervday Life
Agnes Heller
Rouriedge & Kevan Poul

OSCAR Wide once said that the
Americans and the English were
separated by ‘the barner of a
common language’. Had Wilde
read Lveryday Life, he might weli
have come to the conclusion that
‘barrier’ was an inadeguate word (o
describe the obstacles put Iin the
reader’s path by the book’s
languagse.

The author, Agnes Heller, 15 of
course not American but
Hungarian and the book has been
rranslated from the Hungarian.
Perhaps it is the wranslation that is
te blame, but 1think not. 1t s more
hikely to be the product ofb thal
increasingly obtuse and obscure
debate within academic Marxism
whose only audiecnce 15 the self-
conlamed and self-congratutatory
communily ol Sogial Science
departments.

We should nat expect difficult or
unfamiliar subjects to be analysed
without the use of specialised terms
or concepts. Marx's own writings
used a great many of them: surplus
value, alienation, capital. Neither
should we necessarily expect every
wtiter to explainin every book they
write the meaning of the specialised
terms of the discipline in which they
work (although many  ongnal
writers manage to do this with no
damage 1 the complexity of
sophistication of the 1deas which
they want 1o express),

What we dohavea right to expect
15 Lhat whole books which claim to
remain ‘faithful o the spint of

Marx® do, at least, make the mean-
ing of what they are arguing clear. 1
this is done then the meaning of
specilic terms also becomes clear
from their context. This book does
not and, therefore, risks 2iving
theorctical writing 4 bad name,

All this should not be too much
of a surprise. In a society where the
division of labour rules every aspect
of life, mental labour 15 divorced
from every uther aspect of lite and is
neatly corralled in academic an-
stitutions. But even academic hilv 1s
nol unmaoved by the social con-
vulsions outside its swalls, or the
theories—hike Marxism—produced
by these struggles. The result s
rarilicd, esoteric, tragmented
retlections of the real sirugeles and
real problems,

This 15 a shame, because these
ideas, and mdecd (his book, can
nrovide interesting theoretical 1n-
sights which {({or better or worsed
aflfect the politucal acuwiues of
groups, indiaduals ang orgonisa-
nons. Fhis was troe of the relauon-
ship, for lnstance, between the
Althusserian school and the Fure-
communist political current.

A shame in general then, and 4
shame 1o the case of this particular
book, since its intention s both
vialuable and. as a serious
theoretical project, unusual. It aims
o examine the fabno of people’s
everyday eaperience ol life, those
habituwal tradirional responses ot
family [1fe, home hile, personal and
cmotional experience. It locks tor
the interaction between the (n-
dividual and the socal, both For the
FQIMLA .'rll'll.'.'l ThE medns [0 L'I'l.i:iﬂgﬂ
social tabrig,
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out  merchants, the trade unton
bureaucrats. Still T'm witling 1o bet
money that the publishers
suggested this be omitred purcly on
commuerclal grounds. They prob-
ably hope that some sections of the
official trade union machine will
take bulk eorders. However
Mellroy's  accent 15 always on
warkers' Do-lt-Yourself, so % a
srnail criticism.

There you have 11, This is an
absolutely topical book which uses
the experience of workers to pass on
all that1s good interms of organisa-
tien. All 1 needs 18 an audience.

Fimally can you imagine some-
time o the (hopefully not-too-
distant) future when ipstead of
demoralisation and cynicism
workers wil have regained their
confidence Lo go on the olfensive,
Such a time only the really obd larts
can remember from the distant past
{1 doo’t remember it myselft). This is
the time they call the upturn. Well
when that really happens again,
then Siike can play an important
role. 10s up 10 you.m
Eddie Prevost

This 15 an cowrprise lor which
Marx gave a structure in his theory
of class consciousness and how it
changes.

‘The tireless propugandacarried
on by these proletarians, their
daily discussions among them-
selves (In communist clubs),
sutficientty prove how little they
themselves want 1o remain ~'4s
af old™ and how lutle they 1n
general want people to remain
“as of old™ ... they know (oo
well that only under changed
circumstances will they cease 1o
be “as of old™, and they are
determined to change these cir-
cumslances at the first oppor-
tunity, In revolutionary aclivity
the changing of oneself comn-
cides with  the changing of
circumstances.”

Marx poinls away friom cons-
ctousness rasie and  lowards
practical activity as the starting
point for changed ideas. But this s
anly a bare outline, Readers of
Soctalist Worker Review will un-
doubtedly have met miners, miners”
wives and girlfriends plus many
supporters of  the miners whose
ideas and patterns of e have been
altered by the strupple.

But many will also know that the
imitations of the  struggle—its
delensive nature, lack ol rank and
ide action—has set himis 10 how
swvslematically and to what degree
the ideas of the partiwcipants have
altered. Smilarly, many guestions
about how the parterns of evervday
life reinforce conservative ideds and
the Dty of lestyle politics are
areay where the bhook offers only
fragmentary insights,
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The massive phatoscophical height
froom which the book stares down at
poor benighted specks of humanity
stumbling through our cverviday
lives, unaware that thev can only be
fully “theorised™ by the use of a
speciie version ol the paradigm of
phjectification’, means thut any
precise hovtorieal analysis s
mtssing, 1n abandoning the method
of Marx, Heller has abandoned
Marx’s belief "that the revolution is
neosssary ool only  becioase  the
rufing class cannotbe overthrown in
any olher wiy, bt also because the
class overthrowrmg it can only n a

revadutton succeed in ridding irselt

af alt the old crap and become litted
L Found society ancw.’

Once that hehiet has gone. the
need 1O examie e precise con-
ditions under which shilts in class
consciousness and paterns of lite
are changed vanishes and the road
1o retreat into high abstraction is
open, looking at every day lefe re-
quires the most conerete of concrete
analyses. What we have here 15 3
rmost abstract analvsis of a concrete
situation. W

John Rees

Looking for a plan

The Great Evolution Mystery
Gordon Rattray Tavior
Abacuy £3.95

WHEN Darwin's baook The Origin
of Species by Meany af Notural
Sefecting appeared 1o 1839 it pro-
voked a violent reaction, e had
gathered detailed evidence 1o show
that evolution had taken place, and
that it was not the unfolding of o
Dhvine Plun tut a result of chance
Lvenis,

The reaswn why hits work caused
such a Tuss was because 1l was seen
by some as striking at the roots of
soclety. Socicly was based on the
oppression of the many by a small
privileged ¢lass, and it was very con-
venletit to believe thut the world
was Just as God had made 11 and
never chanped,

“I'he rich man 1o his castle, the
por man at his gate: God made
then high and lowly and ordered
lhetr estate.”

Darwin's wdea was that the his-
Lery of all bie, including humanity,
was one of constant wpheaval.
Changes were shaped not by Gad,
but by the matenal conditions in
which orpanisims lownd themselves.
Thiz was scen as a threat to ruling
class wdeology.

OF course wavs were found to
distart the theary and lessen the
threat. "Survival ol the htlest” was
wsed o Justity capitalrism, and today
anylthing trom war to women's
appression s <nid 10 be written tn
par  genes.  But the theory ol
evolution s stll seen as dangerous
by many.

There are lwo main aspects to the
theory. One s that chanpe gccurs at
all (the tact of evolution). The
weipht of evidence from  fossilks
alane 15 encugh (o win apy togical
argument  with creationists,  The
ather aspedt iy that the changes are
due to chance (the mechamsm of
evolullon)y. This aspect 15 much
eas1er o attack, and this bhook
altempts o prove that it s wrong,

Tavlor tries tao show  the
unfolding of some directed plan in
evolution. T dontt know if this was
tor wleological reasons or stmply
because 1t was i comborting thought

{Tavlor was dying as he wrote the
book ) but either way he fails.

The modern theory of evolution
af adaptation by natural selection
can be outlined using the example
af the peppered moth. Onginally,
thus moth was commonly white, the
information to make white colour
being coded by genes. The moth
rested on teecs with light-coloured
bark, and the birds which ate them
found them hard 1o spot.
{iccasionally  there would be a
mutation of the genes {(a mistake)
resulling in a dark body colour, but
adults carrying the muration would
be easily spotied and eaten,

With the coming of the industrial
revoluucn the trees” bark became
dirty  and dark—the moths’
environment changed, Now dark
maoths were less likely (o be spotted
and eaten, and lved (o produce
more ofHspring than the white ones,
Sinec the dilterence in colour had »
genetic basis this was passed on,
and gradually dark moths became
COMMOon,

This i 8 simplified versiaon but
the basic elements are there, Trans
are only passed on if they have a
genetic basis. Dillerent (raits arisc
by chance. by mutation of genes, A
particuiar trait may be advan-
tagerus 1N ONe envircnmenl andg
selected for. and disadvantageous
it another and selected against,

The maoths did not “decide”™ to
become dark, nar did the durkening
of the trees cause the mutation 1o
arse. Because mutations are just
random mistakes most are either
harmtul or insignificant, butl a few
useful oncs arise among billions of
individuals and over bhillions of
YEATS.

Tavlor's main method of attack
an this theory 1s W come up with
hundreds of examples of evolution
and express amazement that they
could have  happened through
nitural selection, Phrases like it
stratns the imagination’, ‘credubity
atls”, “past belief” and ‘the whole
thing s atterly improbable’ bitrer
the papes. Yery olten he finds it
hard to onderstand because he
Joesn't understand  evolutionury
iheary,

Charies Darwin

One typical example is his n-
abilily to  understand  why, if
bacteria are so perfectly adapted to
thewr niches {lifestyles) thuat they
have persisted for billions of years,
anvthing else has bothered o
cvolve. Evalution proceeds not only
by one species supplanting another
in A4 particular mche, but also by a
new type bomg able W explot a
different niche,

Tuke meta! tolerance 1n plants.
Naon-telerant secds fall on an area
of lcad mine waste, are posoned
and tail to grow. Jome mutations
already present in the population
ullow atfew seeds to survivethe lead,
and they flourish and mudtiply 1noa
wav they were unable to doin com-
petition with the non-tolerant type,
You can now end up with two
specics  in two  different  niches
where before there was only one.
cach free o iollow therr own
different evolovonary  path—anid
noet hecause some seeds decided to
hecome ITIETHI tolerant.

Another example s his question:
i mammals are supenior 1o reptiles
why didn®t they take over sooner?

And b large body size was advan-
tageous in dinosaurs, why did small
mammals evalve? Larly mammals
werchn't superiorn’ to dinosaurs but
unly different, and could exploit the
unaceapied niche ol small body size
due 1o theu particular adaptations,
When the dinosaurs disappeared
the mummals rapidly evolved large
forms, though  we  were  nearly
beaten 1o 10 by 12 foob high ands,

Tavlor's account 1s httered with
mistakes, contradictions amd mis-
representglions which would take
the whole al the Review ta counler.
Having disposed of the theory ol
natural selection with the ‘final
crushing proot” “that evolution 1s
directed hecause organmisms become
more complicated iwhat about the
evirlution  of parasites?) he then
proposes his theors,
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This 1% that there 15 a tlow of

information from the environment
to the penes, This interacts with self-
Jdesign on the part of the genes to
make uselul pene structures, which
may be held back until later, Thus
when mammals *decided’ to return
to water, wchthyosaur genes for
thppers were  activated (though
mammals are not descended from
ichthyasaurs).

How all this might work s not
suggested. nor 1s any real evidence
given for 1it. The conclusion s that
cvolution s procgeding 1n  the
dircction of perfection according to
some internal plan. However we
can do away with the unfashiconable
word “divine” and call 1t instead the
result of some 45 vet unexplaingd
law of nature,

The pity of it is that in some ways
Taylor has a point, There are large
areas of evolutionary theory that
stull present mysteries: the origin of
tife, and of species (surprisingly
snough'y; how the ege becomes the
adult; why did sex evolve) how did
VAoUs  large scale extinchions
accur?! And just how important is
natural selectton compared to
totally random gencuce fluctvations?

The details of evolutionary
theary are inleresting m themselves
and the gaps and uncertainties of
the theory make 1t cven more
exciting, There 1s plenty of room for
books such as Gould's Ever Smmee
Darwin which look at some af them.
In that sense Tavlar's book s tas-
cinating if vou can sgparate the
wheat troom the chaff

Tavlor also has a point when he
says it doesn't do to become too
dogmatic and complacent. Evolu-
uonary theory is cantinually having
to be updated, and mavbe the heart
of it will be found lackmg some day.
But he has ziven us no treason (o
discard matertal explanations in
favour of a mystical one, even if it i1s
dressed up in scientific language. @

Margaret Willis

31



|Reviews

The poverty of philosophy

I'reletarian Philosophers
Fonmathan Ree
Ervtord Diniversity Press, £1500

THIS book looks at the develop-
ment of Marxist education, and
more speciiically at Marxism and
philosophy, in the British working
class movement in the early half of
this contury, A new generation of
working class activists were eager o
discuss Marxist and  syndicalist
ideas. A smaller, determined, self-
taupght minority were prepared to
devore hours of study to a philo-
sophy  that would provide a
guarantee to their politics.

The “Plebs Leapue” set up alter a
revolt at the ‘“official” Ruskin
College in 1911, organised Marxist
sducational classes and used Joseph
[Dictzgen, a mneteenth  century
mystical anti-capitalist philo-
sopher, as their core matenal.

This tradition underwent  a
dechne in the 1920's. The Commu-
nist Party was now the main educa-
tional source for Marxism and Joe
Stalin was the headmaster of thai
school,

This work covers an arca that has
been better investigated 10 grealet
Jepth by Mclnotvre in A Profetarian
Scivace, andd frankly adds very Little
te that stady.

The victim’s

The Rat Pit

Patrick MacGill

Celthan £3.95

THE Rat Pit 1s 2 women's lodging
house 1n Glasgow where ‘the un-
lortunate, the sick and work-weary
congregate under the same roof,
and forger the troubles of a
miserable existence in strong drink,
the solace of the sorrowtul, or n
heavy stupor, the slumber of the
tenlworn,” But this is not the end of
the jeurney for the main character,
Narah REvan.

Her story begins as a ¢child in
[Dnpegal on the north west coast of
Ireland. She knits socks for a penny
farthiing & pair as outwork, 4 mem-
her of 4 peasant community which
15 being destraved by the new sacial
relations being browght about by
the expansion of capital. Nor is it
salely the community that s
destroved but, almost. each
mdividual; twisted, torn, beaten,
morally and phvsicaliy and
scattered away all over the world.

Apainst this story, representative
of what happened to millins in
Ireland {and 1s sull happening to
millions ol other peasatiis across
the world today) appears the other
side. The landlord, the factory
ovener, Lhe professional classes, all
descrbed with a burning venom
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Tonathan Ree adopts a position
not dissimilar to that of the carly
British Marxist propagandists. He
favours a divorce between Marust
education and political praciice. He
prefers the early CP paper The
Comptunist as a more ‘intellectual
and cultured paper’, to the more
activist-inclined Werkers Weekly
that replaced 1it. It 1s worthwhile
noting that the editor said in his
autohiography that ' Fhe Cortprunist
way  addressed wholly o middle
class intellectuals.” That sheds some
light on the general tone this book
lakes towards Marxism, philosophy
and education,

Ree wants to dismiss Marxism's
contnbution to philosophy. He
argues that dialectical materialism
was cither incomprehensible to the
working class activists or just a set
of dogmas. This is only under-
standable f vou grasp the way
Stalinism so distorted Marxism that
it became the ideology of a ruling
class and was used to justify the
barbaritics of that regime. For
worke rs wanting to understand the
world, Stalinist “diarnat’ wasa setof
laws to be learnt like a catechism,
and laws that had little ot no applic-
alion to practical activity,

Put wvery simply, dialectical
materialism shows how history s
made and people’srole m making 1t.

tale

(particularly the Church) that
comes from the author's own
participation in that violent exodus.

Norah passes from sock knitting
through seasonal potato picking in
Scotland 1o factory work and
linally to prostitution, all in grind-
ing and brutalising poverty, shared
with all her co-warkers,

There 1 no romanticism but
ncither isitdespairing, Theauthor's
affection for the main characters,
his hate for the cxploiters and their
agenls and his  descriptions of
personal sohdarity and love show
that although for capital they may
be only units of labour to be used,
their humanity is not destrayed.

There are no ‘solulions' or even
ghimmers of one, in the book first
published 1n {906, and which was
writien out of the direct personal
experience of the author. But these
are the workers that only a few
vears later were participating in the
massive. long and determined strike
in Ireland, led by Larkin and
Cannolly just before the first World
War.

This s a gripping read that 1
could hardly put down. Ii you
weren't given one for Christmas,
buy onc or order it from the library
— vou wan't regret 1t, B

[an Wall

History is a process and a develop-
ment of contradictions. Capitalism
has its own contradictions and
creates 1ts own nepation io the
working class. Stalin, or s
philosophical lackeys, went further
and garbled this into the ‘laws of
nature’,

For Ree, any critique of
philosophy that uses terms like
“idealism” or *vulgar materialism’ is
a sectarian diversion. So he can’t
explain the political Bsues behind
the marxist debates over
philosophy. What 15 more. by

abandoning any commitment to the
critical revolutionary dimension of
Marsism  he talls back on the
following view of philosophy:
‘Phiiosophy belongs with those
distinctive moments when you
feel alone in the universe and
ipng ot an expheit clear set of
principles justifying vour
values, your beliets and your
existence In a sort of un-
answerable cosmic manifesto.”
The less said about this meta-
physical nonsense the better, It
certainly does a disservice to the
Niphiting spmrit of the proletanan
philosophers. @

Stephenr Philip

A medieval mystery

The Name of the Rose
Llimberto kEco
Freaaor £2.95

THIS IS the most unlikely best
seller of the decade. True, it 15 a
detective novel with lots of pgory
murders, hidden treasure and a
dramatic climax. bul it 15 a detective
story selin a Benedictine monastery
in 1327, True, it is trapnslated from
the lealian into aracy English thatas
easy to redd, but large chunks of it
remain in untranslated Laun. True,
it has some good jokes, but it also
has theological speeches some
pages long. True, it is written by a
tamous writer, but Umberto Eco s
famous as a professor of semiotics
rather than as a rival to Ed McBain.

In fact it is the input from
semiotics that has made the book a
smash hit. “Semiotics?™ [ hbear
readers groan, “What the hell 1s
that? Well, dear readers, you have
practised 1t all vour poltical life
without knowing vou were doing it
Semiotics is about working out
what signs mean and how they
work,

Every time you have had a row
about that girlie calendar in the
olfice you have argued about
setniotics: the pictures are one sort
of sign. Every Lime you have hissed
the right-winger who 1nsists on
saying “Chairman’ to the woman
running the branch meeting you
have been doing the same thing.
wimidy are s1ens, oo,

In a detective story the clues arc
signs: think how Sherlock Holmes
works out some ancredible bio-
graphy from the state of someone’s
shoes. The lascination of this book
tor many readers 15 that it 15 anend-
less series of clues. not only about
whodunnit bur also about what the
haok 18 about, and about other
books and about how books are
written and almost everything else,

That lets Eco wnte not just about
solving his mystery but also abomt
the medieval view of precious
stones, the history of the papacy,
medicinal herbs and heresy,
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particularly heresy and 1ts ilinks
with popular revolt. There 15 some-
thing 1 it for almost evervone,
including most of the readers of this
magazine,

Of course, those who like their
books nice and simple with coodics
and baddics and a clear cluss line on
the last page will probably find this
all a bit boring, particularly ax they
wil! find 1t dfficull 10 work ouot
what the book is abour.

Eco would argue that all books,
not just his, are by definition about
themselves 1f they are about any-
thing at all. That 15 a reactionary
posttion which leads, in the end. to
acceptance of the stars guo be-
cause, since you can’t read, write. or
speak about it with any certainty,
you can't hope to change the world
the way vou wish either. On this
account, the best we can do1s to say
what we think the book is about

What Eco seems to have thought
the book was about, at lgast at one
point, was the way in which abstract
theoretical speculation, like his
brand of semionics, can lead In-
directly to political viclence, Like
the Italian Red Brigades. That is
why the detective hero 15 an English
empiricist called de Baskerville who
has no truck with such wild con-
tinental notions. Onthe other hand,
he may just have beensaying that to
boost the book to an Anglo-
American audience and the real
meating might fie in the disaster
that the solution 1o the crnime
CaUsEs,

What I think it will mean forusis
first of all a good read held together
by an excellent delective puzele, But
it will also give us insight into how
any closed elite, and 1n particular
any ruling ¢lass, rots from within
and perverts even its own original
intentions, Finatly, 1t will tell us
somelbing  about chuorch  and
spciety inthe period when the towns
were starting Lo disrupt the fabric of
feudal society and something about
the motives for popuiar revolt in
that peniod. All i all, good
entertainment. g

Colin Sparks
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Nationalist illusions

Citizens and Comrades: Socialism
in 2 World of Nation States

Brian Jenkins and CGunter
Minnerup

FPluto Presy £4.95

Red Brotherhood at War:
Indochina since the Fall of Saigon
Grant Evans and Kelvin Rowley
Ferso £4.95%

ITHAS become almost a common-
place among left-wing intelleciuals
thar one of Marxism's chief theo-
retical and political faitures has lain
in its inability o come 1o terms with
the phenomenon of nationalism.

I it were truc that Marxism is un-
able to account for nanonalism, this
would indeed be a very senous criti-
cisrm. We live, as Brian Jenkins and
Gunter Minnerup put i, in "2 world
of marion states’ whose conflicts
often overnide and obscure those of
class. The cexperience of 1he
Falklands War should be enough to
rermnind us al the ideological power
of nationalism. Does Marosm
realty have little Lo say on the sub-
rect?

So the authors of Cemrades and
Citizens, two Labour Party aca-
demics, believe. The revolutionary
sucialist tradition has taken, they
argue, (oo negalive a stance
towards nationahsm, identifying it
with essentially hourgeois interests,
Marxism has [ailed torecogmise the
profoundly democratic tmpulse
that lies at the heart ol nationalism®,
and which is reflected today bothin
the vancus Third World hiberation
movements and in the nanonalist
revivals 1n the advanced capitalist
states {ET A, the IR A, the SNP ete).

In particular Marxists have not
drawn a pecessary

*distinction between the
“bourgeos’ nature of nation-
alism as the historico-
ideological limitation of a
revolutionary democratic pro-
gramme, and as the articulation
of the political and economic
interests of the hourgeaisie.”

Natianahsm s one version of the
trmpulse lowards self-derermination
constitutive of socialism itselt. In
the epoch of the great bourpeois
revolutions 1n Furope the bour-
geisie were able 1o assume Lhe
mantlke af nrationalism. Sub-
sequently, however, “the cconomic
and politcal interests of mature
capitalism became divorced from
the nation and democracy, while
the struggle For the emancipation of
mankind increasingly shed the
historico-ideological limitations of
the age of bourgeois revelution.”’

Unfortunately, Marxisim  has
failed to recogmse what Jenkins
and Minnerup regard as  the
revalutionary potential of national-
sm. Marx and Engels, for example,
judged ‘every political gqueshon
from the supranational viewpoint

of the overriding interests of his-
torical  progress’. This  ‘cosmo-
politan’ approach was reinforced
by the experience of the First World
War, which encouraged revo-
lJutionary soclalists o 1dentfy
nationalism with capitalism in ils
most  barbarous and destructive
forms.

Jenkins and Minnerup want to
free nationalism from this
associanan.

*For lar from being the dark
source of most maodern evil, the
nation state actually represents
the pinnacle of human achieve-
ment in the field of polincal
emancipation.’
It is the chiet instrument thraugh
which people can obtain control of
their lives, a fundamenitally democ-
ratic form.

| imagine that many readers’ re-
action Lo my teport of {itizens and
Camrades will be that the authors
do not use the word ‘nationahism’ in
the normal way. How can the
nationalisms implicated 1 hoth
warld wars be regarded as “one
possible expression of the demo-
cratic impulse’?

The answer seems to bethat there
are different forms of nanonalism,
mce and nasty ones, Jenkins and
Minnerup reserve the word
‘nattonalism’ for the movemenls
they like (national liberation
struggles etc). The ones they don't,
which lack ‘the democratic-
egalitanian and universalist spirit of
{nice} nationalism’, are dismissed as
‘chauvinism®™ and ‘racism’— gufie
different matters. Nice nationalism
turns aut, in the cxceedingly dull
last chapter of the book, to be iden-
tical with left Labourism.

It isn't clear whether one is sup-
posed to take these scholastic gyvra-
tions as more than rather thin incel-
lectual cover for a retreat by ex-
revolutionaries into  the Labour
Party {Minnerup lor one is a former
supporter of the *Fourth
Internaticnal’). The auvthors offer a
perfectly reasonable formal defim-
tion of nationalism as

‘a political movement and
idenlogy  dedicated 1o estab-
lishing...a national state which
will gmite all individuals shaning
a particular set of c¢rnileria of
nationahty. under a common
reglme based on the notion of
popular sovereeniy’.

Nationatism is thus inseparable
from the nation state. But such a
state cannol be ‘universal’. Tts exis-
tence depends upon its control of a
particular territory and population.

More than that—the nation state
exists, not in the singular burin the
plural, as one of a sysfem of com-
peting nation states. The history of
Europe—and now of the world,
since the state system has extended
itself’ to the entre globe 1n the
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course of the present century—has

been one of wars punctuated by
armed peace such as the present

one.

The imternationalisim 2i the great
Marxisis was not ‘rootless cos-
mopolitanism’ {Jenkins and
Minnerup to their eternal shame ac-
tually use this phrase, coined by
Stalin in hiscampaigns against Tews
and Left Oppositionists), It sprang
from their understanding that the
system  of rival states, having
emerged in the era of the transition
from feudalism to capitalism
froughly 1450-1815), had become
bound up with capitalism in s
developed imperialist farm, The
tendency noted by Bukharin for
private corporations and the state
tor form a single national capital 15
an essential feature of con-
temporary capitalism. [t means that
capitalism can be fought only as a
world system, by the internationat
working class.

It does not follow, as Bukhann
helieved during the ultra-left phase
of his career, that aff nationalist
movements were therefore ir-
redeemably reactionary. The as-
niration by colonial peoples for
their gwn nation state brought them
into conflict with the imperialist
centres and tended to undermine
the overall stability of the system,
An anti-imperialist workers’ move-
ment consequenily has, as Lenin
argued, the duy of supporting
national liberation struggles.

But such movements, when
succesful, assume all the repressive
and competitive features of estab-
lished states, Of nowhere has this
been more evident than of
Indochina since the final eviction of
'S impenalism in 1975, The death
of two million Cambodians at the
hands of Pol Pot and Vietnam’s wars
with Cambodia and China have
blackened the name both of social-

ism and revolutionary nationalism.
Characteristically, Jenkins and

Minnerup include anty ane
anodyne reference to Cambodia—
presumably because Pol Pot bas
been incladed out of their idio-
syncratic view of nationalism. Itis a
relief to turn to the meticulous and
scholarly study of post-1973
Indochina by two  Australian
rocialists, Grant Evans and Kelvin
Rowley.

Evans and Rowley are not purely
neutral observers. I'heir jJudgements
on the vartous regional conflicts in-
cline generally towards Vietnam.
What 1s refreshing, however, about
their analysis is 1ts cool realism;

‘Communism did not come to
power in Indochina as a party of
working-class socialism, bul as
the radical wing of the
nationalist reaction to colonial
rule, as a movement of middle-
class and peasant nationaiism.’

Socialist Worker Review February 1985

(hiven  that the I[ndochinese
Communist Parties represented
‘nationalism painted red’, 0 was
hardly surprising that, once n
power, they should act as ruthless
defenders of their respective
national interests, even against edch
other;

‘W here the sovergigniy ol the
nation-state 15 the overriding
principle oi interoatianal
politics, its corodlary is infer-
national anarchy. Insuch asit-
ation, the basic rules of state-
craft are those of power politics,
And when Communists  win
puower In the course of
nationalist revelutions, it Is
these rules that regulate re-
lations between them—the
security of the stite Lakes prece-
dence over ideulomeal purity,”

As an account of nationalism—
as legitimating both the struggle for
hberation trom outside control and
domestic repression and military
competition—DEvans’s and
Rowley's book 1s far superior to
Tenkins™s and Minnerup’s.

Evans and Ruowley have a far
more realistic view of nationalism.
But, hike Jenkins and Minncerup,
they do oot believe that it serves
class interests;  ‘state  power s
actually used to <reate pohitweal
communities, and 1w delend them
against external atlack, irrespective
of the class nature ot the state” In
other words, the nation state 15 a
pneuiral pohitical lorm. capable of
serving socialist as well as capitalist
A s

The source ot this revisicen of the
Marxist theoty ot the state lies (n the
authors” beliet that countries such
as Victnam are in some sense ‘post-
capitalist societies”. If this belict 15
true, then i1t follows (hat, since
nationalism flourishes in the
‘Communist”™ states, prting them
against each ather, it cannot be a
vehicle of bourgeals interests alone,

Matters, however, assume 4 ver'y
different aspect once we see that the
contlicts hetween nution states, tar
lrom being autonomous ol the
capitalist mode of production, are
one of the main mechanisms through
which its central imperative of com-
petitive accumulation 1s enforced
on every country. It 15 the ‘inter-
national anarchy’, whose regional
forms in Indochira Fvans and
Rowley describe, which helps to ex-
plain  why countrivs such  as
Vietnam are not socialist but state
capitalist. To understand
nattonalism s to begin to under-
stand modern capitalism.

Evans and Rowley, inidentifying
the former with milirvary and ter-
ritorial rivalries, are 4l least on the
right track. Jenkins's and
Minnerup's third-rate  theorising
condemns them to the world of fan-
tasy rather than that of senous
political analysis.®

Alex Callinicos
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“CLASSE struggle is the key to the
interprelstion of the cducational
needs of the workers.” JT Murphy,
Apnl 1923, Andy Miles guotes
Murphy in his article in the current
issuc obf ffistory Workshop.
Unfortunately, 1t i not the class
strugele which runs throuph the
contributions to the Journal. Thisis
hustory with the motor lett out—for
most of the contributors, workers’
lives and struggles are merely the
subject matter for their studies.
Miles on ‘Workers Education:

Models in Political Economy
Michael Barratt Brown
Penguin £3.95

THIS book covers an enormous
number of topics, 1t tries to deal
with several theories about
capitalism; with contemporary
political and social movements in
the west; with secial structure in the
East and the Third World. It also
tries 1o offer a vision of the future
and how to get there. Unfortunately
the author is not up to the immense
task.

The book is constructed as a
series of 'models”: a Marxist model,
a Keynesian model, a Soviet model,
a Chinese model, and so on. As
Barratt Brown says, it has become
‘tashionable’ to talk about models.

He claims that a model 5 a
summary of the essential relation-
ship in a society. One trouble with
this is that it means that one term
“madel’ is used very loosely to cover
a varicty of quite different things.

The Keyvnesian model’, for in-
slance, 15 a theoretical attempt to
understand the capitalist economy,
while the *Chinese model’ 1s the
real, material and empirical, way in
which the Chinese economy has
evolved since 1949, OGne *model”
exists In the mind and 1s used to
justily palicies, the other is the real
cxpericnce of Chinese history. They
are not the same sort of thing at all.

the Communist Party and the Plebs
League in the 19205 15 at least inter-
esting, to anyone with some back-
ground knowledge, as asidelight on
his subject. The sime may be sad of
Ian Thackeray on the helief in
popish plots under Cromwell and
Mick Reed on what he terms a
‘peasantry’ in 19th century
Engtand. Even these essays suffer
from an academic insularity—they
are rich in sources and references (at

times several pages), short on
context and dynamic,
Elsewhere, Gareth Steadman

Jones tells us that Marx never
understood  Britain {yawn), and
Jack Jones (the bureaucrat)
reminisces about ‘A Liverpool

Soccialist Education®. This latter is,
amazingly, the only essay to
mention workers' ollective orpan-
isation in any detail, albett through
the rose-tinted spectacies of a
retired auther of Social Contracts.

Patricia Tsurumi on women in
the textile industry m  Japan
presents some interesting material
on the rise of Japanese capitalismin
an inconclusive way, while Stuart
Cosgrove on ‘the Loot-Suit and
Style  Warfure’ 5 insubstantal
romanticism which belongs in the
face. Pieces on the Labour
Publishing Company of the inter-
war years and on RH Tawney {from
a Christian Socialist standpoini)
wili be of use only to those inter-
ested in ‘labour histery” for its own
sake,

Throughout, there is a tendency
to buoild up detail without context,

Not the model book

To call both ‘moedels’ obscures that.

But even within theory itself, the
idea of a model is wrong. Bourgeois
ecoriomists try to build models of
the world in order to picture it more
accurately. They try to mirror it in
equation. They think that the more
gquations they use the better their
model wil| be,

Marxists try to do something
quite different. We do not believe
that the surface appearance of the
world is its true reality, We look for
the laws of motion underlying the
surface.

We begin from abstractions like
‘value' and ‘exploitation’ and move
on Lo more complex concepts like
unemployment, slumps and ex-
change rates, This is the only way to
avord traps like the belief that wages
are a fair payment fora dav's work,
and other surface appearances of
capitalist economics.

The book explains classical and
Kenysian economics very well and
mounts a scathing attack on both
the theory and practice of
Thatcher’s monetarism,

The author’s sympathies lie with
the left of the Labour Party and he
believes that the recession whose
eftects he documents was caused by

Tory policy alone. The fact that the
rest of the world went through a
recession at the same time has bittle
importance for him.

His discussion of Matxism, while
sympathetic, shows just how
shallow the thinking of the Labour
left 1. He makes many errors, for
gxample, on the theory of value, on
absolute and relative surplus value
and on the rate of profit. His
account of the theory of cnsis is
both confused and confusing.

Most signilicantty, there is no
account of how the working class is
created by capital and tries toeman-
cipate itself from capital. This
gmission looms over the later parts
of the book.

The state capitalist countries also
give him problems. He has clearly
studied them guite closely and
quotes masses of facts and figures.
He criticises Stalinism ity the 1930s,
the corruption, represston, even the
‘exploitation of resources’. He
stresses how I 18 impossible 1o
achieve socialist abundance starting
from the productive base of China
or Yugoslavia alone. But at the
same time he claims these countries
are building socialism.

There is surely something

In defence of Hill

I WRITE in reply to Norah Carlin's
letter (SWER 17 i1n which she
criticises Christoher Hills’
Marxism; in fact she maintains that
il is not even a Marxist!

In order to substantiate this view
Ms Carlin has to resort to the rather
disreputable academic trick of
wresting a few lines from a longish

34

article, quoting them out of context
and thereby hanging an
interpretation of history on Hill
which cannot be supported by an
objective study of Hill’'s recent
work. This may be the way to score
the odd academie point or two but |
would not have thought that
socialist debate should be

conducted in this fashion.
Ms Carlin says that Hill's recent
work ‘throws consctous revolut-

ionary politics out of the window®.

This is nonsense and [ cannol
believe that any sericus student of
Hili's work could say this. Hillk's
study of the radicals who shifted the
New Model Army 1o the left in the

Socialist Worker Review February 1935

_ IReviews

to draw vignettes of proletarian—
and pre-proletarian—lite for thejr
own sake: and on the other hand to
see oLl history as that of the official
institiztions of the labour maove-
ment, and indeed of previous
labour fnstorians,

The first History Workshop
publication I read was on the
Burston school strike, Then, it fired
my imagination and | poured over it
alongside Vanguard, paper of the
Schools Actioa Union. The politics
of bath may have been dubious, but
at least they were abour activity,
Regrettably, readers of Sociagfist
Waorker Review will find little in the
current History Workshap of use or
interest—particularly at £5.95 It
seems that ‘socialist’ history has
ended up building its very own
ivory tower. il

Tim Sneller

seriously wrong with a book which
talks about Polish workers organ-
ising unions and refers to the build-
ing of sccialism in Poland.

When Barratt Brown comes to
talk about the way forward, he
icoks to the 'new models™

"The strength of the British
Labtour movement could lieina
new unity forged betwesn trade
uRion committees with
Workers' Plans at combine lavel
for socially useful production
and associations of tenants,
community development
groups, woimen's groups and
neighbourhood acticn groups,”

This 15 the weakness of the
reformist left spelt outin detail. The
major problem is not finding more
arguments about the necessity of
socialism but organising the anger
and the aspirations of workingclass
people for a fightback and for the
overthrow of capitalism. Tenants’
associations, visions of a befter
world, and all the rest are useful
additions, but they are not the main
task. That remains the building of a
genuine Tevolutionary workers’

party.m
Costas Lapavitsas

| Debate and letters

late 1640z and his study of the

Millenarian radicals of the
Commonwealth show that he
recognises bhoth the wvalue and

existence of ‘conscious revolutionary
politics' in the English Revolution.

The point that Hill makes is that
none of the revolutionaries who
made the English Revolution either
wanted, or benefitted from, the
society that emerged after their
efforts had f{orced their
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equivocating leaders to adopt i
more revolultonary stance.

Fven in 980 Hill halds the view
that the English Revalution had its
roots in the facl thut:

‘The social forces et leose by or
aeccompanying,  the rmise ol
Capitalism could na longer be
contained within the old
political framework ..’

I ali essentials this view 15 no
difterent e the view Hill held in
1949, a view My Carlin quoted with
apparent approval. What Hill does
Believe, and this could well be where
Ms Carlin confuses his position on
‘conscious revolutionary polities”,
is that:

‘Few indeed of the rank and file
of the New Model Army lought to
create @ warld safe tor capitahst
farmers and merchants to make
profits in.’

In holding this view T 1s not, as
Ms Carlin implies, striking out on a
revision of Marxist orthodoxy but s
following  a  traditional  Marxist
interpretation  of the English
Revolution. Engels, who Ms Carlin
wil| surely  accept as a Tairly
representative Marxst, once said
that:

‘Curiously enough i all three
great bourpeois risings the
peasantry furnishes the army
thait has to oo the Oghting, and
the peasantry 15 Just the class
that, the victary once gained, 18
most  surely  ruined by the

Too sectarian

CHRIS Harman's reivew of Polan™s
Lenin and the end of Politics (SWR
717 makes the suggeshion that
Polan's ant-working class politics
stem inevitably {rom his former
RCP/RCG alignment. While this
may well be the case. it scems 4 very
dubious way of charactensing these
or any other lefl groupmgs. Waould
11 be fair (o characterise the anti-
waorking class poliies of, say, a Gus
Macldonald or a Roger Rosewall ay
the mmevitable outcome of 1573WF
polines! Wewould say thatthese in-
dividuals, like Polan, have sold out
b capitalisn.

But at what point does that sell-
out take place? Chris Harman's
review has the ettect of suggesting
that it takes place immediately an
individual or group fcave the SWP,
Whatever other party they may at
first 100, their transtion mta fully-
fledped reactonaries 1s merely a
matler ol nme. During & period
when revolutionanes were drifting
imnter the relormist camp il was
clearly  essentiad 1o adentfy  ex-
revolutionaries as the brdge to
reformism (and beyond} Bur
must atso be said that there are
many ex-revalutionaries who are
still active soctalists, still victimised
by their employers For their beliefs.,

Clearly we should argue with
such  individuals about their

ceonomic ¢onsequences of thal
victory. A hundred yvears after
Cromwell the veomanry had
almost disappeared...had 1t not
heen for that yeomanry...the
bourgeoisie. alone would never
have fought the matler out Lo
the bitter end..’

The point is clear enough. There
were Inany ‘conscious revoln-
wnaries” about n the  Enghsh
Revolution, and Hill has newver
denicd this, but the final cutcome of

that revolution was not what these
people willed. This outcome was
determuned by the ‘structures,
fractures and penures of the society”’
rather than the desires ¢f the many
‘conscicus revolutionanes’ present
in mid sevenleenlh century
England.

To state as Hill does that: “The
outcome  of the revolution  was
something  which none of the

activists had willed™ 1s not 1o throw
conscious  revolutionary  polinies

How to fight ratecapping

I RATECAPFING 15 o be
suceessiully tought 1t would require
massive industrial action on the
part ol council workers and also
non-council workers in the
borough. However it is not enough
tey state what is needed we also have
o deal with problems of bow to get
there,

The fivst problem, one which
Alan Waters and Co in the January
Sociafiss Worker Review, sgem to
have discounted is the attitude of
the Labour Councils. We cannot
just ignore what the Labour
Councils do, because those council
workers who want o Light rate-
CAppIng as a4gainst those who don't,
are lonking to the Labour Councils
Lo give a lead,

reformist, cenlrist, or  SECLArMAn
palitics. We nught also pomnt oul
that their lack of political clarity
makes 1t easier for them to shde to-
wards accommodation  with
capitalism. Bul it 15 not helplul to
characterise everyone outside (he
SWP, even those who were once
inside, as all, polentiatly or actually.,
in league with capitalsm, Much
mare importantly, we will be
unlikely to attract those individuals
fresh o left-wing  pohucs, bt
conlused by the different organisa-
tons by this merhod  of  dis-
tinguishing oursebves.

In the present climate we should
place our dividing lne botween
those who are prepared to support
the nuners and Lhose who arent—
and grguc our polities with cvery-
une an the pro-miners’ camp, Most
of whom would no doubt despisc
such filth as Polan, MacDonald and
Rosewall as much as we do. Tt may
well be that the RCP, by campaign-
ing for a ballot are actively under-
mining the strike and should be ex-
cluded from the pro-mincrs’ camp,
but their motives cannol simply be
lumped together with Polan’s
motives Tor denouncing the whole
ol the lett, @

Steve Deverpux,
Lowestofl

This 15 really lfor two main
reasons—birstly, most militants
don®™ align themselves politically
with us but wath the Labour Party.
That means thar many of these who
work for the Labour Councils are
likely 1o have voted Labour, may
have canvassed for Labour, andina
few cases are councillors
themselves.

Thus the councils are nol seen as
just  like Tory Councids or as
‘ordinary employers’, bul are seen
to be there to defend and exiend the
standards und conditions of
workers 10 the baroughs. In the
fight against rate capping, they are
seen as allies not enemies. A fact
reinforced both by the rhetonic of
many left wing councillors and also
hy (he massive propaganda
campaign which the ratecapped
councils have waged apainst the
Tories” proposals.

The second main reason why
many militants look to the Labour
Coungils, 15 that the weakness ot
shopfloor organisations leads to the
same Kind of reliance on the council
to fight for you, as we have seen a
relianee on the trade umon bureau-
cracy in oumerous disputes {in-
cluding the minersy aver the tast few
yEealr's,

Illegal budget

Formally the rate-capped
bhoroughs are committed to a fight,
We have to make it clear what
actions they should be takimgilthey
are serious about this commiitment.
Thus the tirst thing they should do
s make 1t clear Lo their supporters
that they inlend o engage n the
bulding of confrontation that wil
he necessary Lo win by taking such
TTEdsUTeEs A%,

a) Passing an illegal budget, one
which docs not balance, but
provides for no cuts i johs or
Services, No rale rnises and no rent
Increases,

by Refusihg to collect the police
precept (as against the GLC and
IL.EA precepts) and withholding
INLCTESE PAYMICnTS,

ch Campuigning for industrial
action by  council cmplovecs,
Recent events make 1t highly un-
likely that the affected councils will
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right out of the window’ nor isit a
mechanical view of history,

[£ 15 sumply recogmising, as Marx
and Enpels recognised years ago,
that the problems of cuusation in
history  are complex  and  that
Marxist theory wves the historian a
liberating creative analytical ool
rather than a mechanical formula
which can be applied at will 1o uny
and all historical problems. |

Mark Bateman
Nelon and Colne Collese, Lancs

[ollow such a strategy— as outhned
by Gareth Jenkins in December's
Socialist Warker Review—which
puts ofl a confrontation and fudges
the issue.

At the same time, recent
decisions—such as not to ask coun-
cillors who refuse to break the law
I resign, {0 20 into negotiations
with Patrick Jenkin, and to follow
the Kinnock lead im not breaking
the law by Blunkert. Meacher and
NUPE offictal Tom Sawyer—
makces any controntation bertween
the Tories and the councils seem
unlikely.

In the event of the councils break-
Ing away, it is important that weare
able to show council workers wha
lonk (o the Labour Councils Lo
hight, that they could have taken on
the government. Otherwise we both
let them off the hook and reinforce
the bedwel that nothing can be dong
1 lake on the Tories.

Il the Labour Councils do back
away from a hght 1t will greatly
tessen the chances of a fighthack
irom the workloree. The cxperience
ot previcws campaigns hike Lathian
and Lambeth, where the council
promised to fight and then backed
away at the last moment, wias Lo
neuter any highthuck amongst the
worktorce. If this experience s
repedted, 1t1s unlikely that 11 will be
possihle to fight rate-capping “all at
once’ through setting a date and
gvervane coming out, What is more
likely 15 that the hght against rate-
capping will begin as individual
sections 4re attacked,

To prepare for thus will mean
both  building up  the sectional
arganisitions within the council
and al the same tme atempting (o
build ap links between sections—
for example mmviting speakers trom
dillecrent  secrions  and  differen
unions Lo address section mectings
about rate-capping,

The london Brdge poliey of
‘one out, all out’ 5 very wsciul 1n
giving a basws from which to argue
among ceunal workers. The more
sections which adopt such a policy
now the casier 1t will Be (o win soli-
darity when the sectional disputes
hreak aut.m

Paul Power
Morth T.ondon
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The fight for Florence

TOW  PFAK bhack
wirrkors” strugelos oo? Most people woenld
sov o prochaps 280 vears, to the Todustrad
Revoliwtmon cr just hefore i, But the exploita-
tieny of worrkers by capitatisr emplovers wis
net unkuown cven o the naddle ages, and
when v did ocour the workers often resisted
vigorouske, and cven came near o makmy
working clivss Tevollnions o ocgiston.

Ihe bigpest and, temporieils, the maost

ores 1he

sticcesstul worrhers” strugele of the nuddle
apes was Lhe revolt of the clothworkers m the
Halion ity ot Florence i 3780 Flerence 1.
nees ackiys o e mdustrial ity and w the
Bistors we are taneht at school o asoally
appears chielly as the ity of the Renatssaney
that produced famous figires ke Leonunda
Jio Viner and Moachiovellls But o ocenoury
buotore Lh I lorence
contry of woedlern cloth manutacture, oo
dlwo ol class strupele belween cloh workers

Roemsissiney wi~ L

drd ther vnplovers,
Yuring the Fourteenth ventury, the trev
crtt~men of the cleth indwstey o Flerence

ladd Do Toroed o the position ol wegae
carners by the poweriul o cmplosers”
dssotition,  Lhe Wool o Coedd. Manuaal
worhers were cxcluded trom membership ol
the cwild and torbrdden o purehose i
dteriads o sell therr proddacts toanyone but
thenr cmplover. Whale many crattsmen sl
waorhed ot bomie, the camplevers alsa van
Frge sarksTeps sohoere the soocl was sorted
o cardand,

The miass of morcasiialy ewplatied clath
waorrhers, i bath homes and  workshonoes,
were known as the Crompr (pronouneed
Clhismpedd,
sy and condimons by arganmsing strkes aned
secrel workersT associninesns, o the penalty

They respomded to worsening

for orginsome Cloth soorkers weis deatl, aasd
gooardder called Crore Brandimn was exvouted
e A4S boor Formilng an
worrhers with therr own rules and clecoed

Omscrci s of

alieers.
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Manual workers mthe cloth mdustre were
bunned from Toromng religious Prooeonities
or cven mathering n taverns, mocoase they
mishl tse Lhese Occlslons to argiinise.

But (e Ciompi got together nevertheloss,
and o oworker interrogiied aboutl g seoret
mecting just betore the rising of 1378 sind
that they discussed the harshness ot the
Wirol Goild™s pumshments for breach of s
vules, Tow pav in general, and the tace that
for a piece of work worth twelve shillings
they give cight,” tEaploimnon was telt as an
injustice long before 10 was andlvsed by
Mura,

L Julv 1378 the Clompil together with
cruftsnwen of other trades aud small shop-
keepers., rose wp aend threw cot flwe corrupt
aned taction=ridden government of e lead:
g Florentine  famlivs, and clected
popular commission o carry ol reforms.,

These reforms meluded three new gonlds o
proviousiy o excluded  Trom
arsanising — Jdyvers, tailors and the Crowpr,
Tl ¢ity wis now e he run by all the 24
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cutld s rather than the elte fow. and this
clteor wanve the vote oty povernment le
must wdult males. The conmmissian
pendaed all interest pavients oo the public
debt. which had ket many rich Flerenomes
Lnocondort,

Craftsmen wore trecd [tomthe restrictions
i buvioe and sellimg that had mamtamed
the emplosers” mwenepoly positoon, But 1
wils recognised that most workers would sull
be dependent en e big manuaraciarers for
waork, Sou o ammimunt guots of two thoausand
clotlrs o montlt wis nmpesed an each Large
ITRIE

SLL-

A o] carder, Michele Jdy Eando fone of

the chronielers reomarhed with horroethat e
aats the son ol o working wonmmn) led this
Sopatlar government. But power scems 1o
lave turned his head, and the more radeal
clothwarkers avoused Tnm of being more m-
terested o becoming o kmezhtond aeguiring

sttt ol armews than bt Turther retormes,

Pronme  Augost, many workshops pe-
maioed closed, as the emplovers had tett o
pather torees clsewhore, The new regime
began tn levy Foreed Toans (an old grievaney |
and 1o disarm the workers who Tad pot it in
power. Tnereasingly dissatisficd, the Ciompi
drosw together apain and Leuanched o last
ravolt against the moderate leaders ol the
Tulv reveluton, Thar Ehts i
called themsclves the "Taght Saimls ol the
Peaple of God™ and religious idea- probabiy
played an important part.

Herotical ideas such as cguality and
apustolic poverty had been pracched tor
sounie time in Florenee by groups such as the
Franciscan Spintuads, Some of the Spirituals
Pelicyed g coming “Thivd Age” wher pro-
porty would be abolished and the poorenjos
ltherty e cguality For a thowsand vears
viery prinntive edea of commurnsim, perhips,
hut one that terrtwd property owners.

But mansy of the supporters ol the Juls
revolution lad beer smadl property owners:
arLisans, shopheepers, and even wool coarders
wlne cmploved a dew others hMeanwlule,
Nty of the exploited wape carners would
have been satistied with the vpportumty o
acguire sl busanesaes themselves o

leaders

o

that hoving and sclling werg tree, and parnicr-
Poctieell 0110y gowarnnwent maore opern, Lhey,
oo, Teicreed o meore radical revolution.

Behind the Renaissance

Fhe bight Sants of the Crompn wery
defeated and their follesers massacrad
the reforming povernment they hiad helpod
fo Pl L posser—ustertuwantels ot ehe fast
b 1 bustory that thirs pattern seondd ocear,
Ao it most unsuecesstiid revodotioens, the
represslon wis muach bloodier than the reve-
ateon el Mony Cionnpidied. but thes had
Chemsclves excented only one person—the
public angman, wlie was stroang ap by hes
et

The reforming government strs s ed for
loss tha o more vears, but o 1382 the jull
Pk e ol the Tl class wis restored. Ol ol
this eaperience, the rrch citizens ol Florena
had learned impaortant Lessons, They stapped
tedrioe o dnelher apart m Liction frehts,
cotcentratad onoumby wmd cliass paaer,
anel Tearowd o sy thoere o proaases ol
aol Itesatoe. Sooabe Bobian Reoonssinee
Wi finally bern,

Beneathr the
Romissanes Florenee. whole werkitg cliess
gustrters  owere wiped oot Behond the
EOreengs  pHUTEINES  wommssteoed
weithhy padirans L extortion and misery,
for both patrons and paitnierswere mvalved
i eoneslonmdme and o Florenee durg the
Ronmalssionee a worker could hisve hos harsd
Gt oIt o o ment of debts T e stite as

ngihicent o paliaces of

4 owaork ol art o was the description g
mineteentb-century histoman goase 1o the
Florenting Republic—Oe et and rhe stane
were both prodoced by the deteat of the
Florentime workers.

Boeliod vuling class lostory dles the hisbhon
ol the working chass, ts deteat asowell s s
occisiednad] and all too boeel sictere-, B

“orah Carlin




