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The National Executive of the Labod
Labour Party have enunciated an altem
being pursued by the present Governmen

British nation. !,)
On the occasion of the third reading off Y

Bill in the House of Commons on Novemb
submitted, in the name of the British Labour
proposals for the settlement of the Irish '.
{a) That the British Army of Oceupation W
{b) That the question of Irish Government
Constituant Assembly slested on the
saniation by fres, squal, and secrst vg
{c) That the Constitution drawn up by #l
provided—
(1) It affords protection to minog)
(2) Prevents Ireland becominggd
to Brtain.
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Irish Labour supporl
Peace

These proposals, which repress ;
received the approval and endo < 3. i Labo
10, 1920, &= National Conferen it Irish Labour B
Tnion Congress unanimously afted a resolution decly
of the [nsh- Labour Movement its readiness to advocate the
of this P':Illl"'f s b':H'bH the fulfilment of Ireland's demand for
to choose and decide 1ts own form of Government,

The Nahiona! Conference assured the British work
realisation of the polley outlined would lead to goodwill Rnd fraternify
between Lthe two peoples.

THE GOVERNMENT'S POLICY IS NOT WELCOMED BY A SING
SECTION OF THE [RISH FEOPLE.

BRITISH LABOUR'S POLICY HAS BEEN ADOPTED BY JRIS
LABOUR AND WILL LEAD TO GOOQL L AND FRATEENE
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MITTERRAND&BENN: SEIZE THE TIME

When Francots Mitterrand was elected President of France on
10 May, hundreds of thousands of young people crowded inta
the Place de la Bastille to cheer. Only three days earlier in Bri-
tain, the Labour Party romped home winning over 1,1(K) seats
from the Tories in a local government election victory whose
resulrz were comparable to a 30 seat parliamentary majority in
a general election.

The two resulis can not be weighed in the same balance.
Mitterrand's victory represented an historic opening for the
French working class; an opportunity to smash through the
roadblock constituied by the Gaullist Fifth Bepubfic. As the
British press constantly reminded its readers, the local election
giins were simply what one would expect at mid-term under an
extremely unpopular Tory government.

Certain small features of both victaries have & symptomatic
significance for revolutionaries. Alain Krivine, the presidential
candidate of the Ligue Communisie Revolutionnairs, was
officially invited by the Socialist Pany (SP) 10 speak on the
platform of their victory rallv. And in Britain, the first major
public meeting addressed by Ken Livingstone, the new leader
ol the Greater London Council, was a rally organised by
Socialist Challenge, the newspaper sponsored by the Interna-
tional Marxist Group.

The fact is that revolutionary ideas and revolutionarics
themselves are more welcome in the ranks of most Social
Democratic parties in Eurape than they have been for decades.
There is & growing radicalism inside these parties and, in con-
trast io the 1930s, Britain is not an exception but in many
respects @ pace-setter.

A response (o U crisis

The prime factors underlying this development are the onset of
a generalised recession in the mid-19705 and the austerily
measures which have been the uniform response of the ruling
class. Tt is becoming increasingly clear that the scale of the pro-
blems faced by the working class today cannot be tackled by a
strategy based on industrial action alone.

The organisational strength of the workers' movement
built up over the vears and extended in a rapid burst of strug-
gle after 1968 in France, ltaly, Spain and Britain was sufficient
to stop a direct impaosition of the full cost of the crisis onto the
working class, Bul it was unable 1o cope with the political of-
fensive launched by the bourgeoisie, often with the support
and co-operation of the Labour bureaucrats, in the years that
followed.

In Portugal, the ‘democratic counterrevolution’
spearheaded by Antonio Soares’ Socialist Party pushed the
working class onto the defensive following the isolation of the
revolutionary vanguard following the desperate ‘coup” at-
tempt of November 1973,

The possibility of a government of the workers' parties was
blacked by the ‘Historic Compromise” in ltaly and delayed by
the Communist Party's sectarianism in France. In Spain the
class-collaborationist Moncloa Pact berween the leaders of the
trade unions and the government so weakened the workers'
movement that there are today more people unemployed than
there are organised in unions.

In Britain, the political momentum developed by the
miners’ sirike which toppled Heath was dissipated through the
defear of the lefi in the EEC referendum at the hands of an
unholy alliance of the Labour Party right and the bourgeois
parties. With Wilson and then Cuallaghan firmly in the saddle
the Labour government and the trade union bureaucrats join-
ed forces to impose their Social Contract which resulted, bet-
ween 1976 and 1978, in the most rapid decline in living stan-
dards this century. The election in 1979 of a parnicularly
‘ideclogical” right-wing Tory government led by Margaret
Thaicher marked the start of a second phase of the austerity

offensive of the capitalist class.

But despite these setbacks and the dramatic increase in
unemplovment throughout Western Europe in the last lew
years, the ability of the working class 1o resist the austerity
offensive has not heen decizively blunted. Evidence of this is
provided by the rumhling political crisis in Belgium, the coun-
v with Europe’s highest unemployment rate, where the
workers continue to fight in defence of the linking of wage
rises to inflation, the ‘shiding scale of wages', won in the 1961
General Strike. Weaknesses opening the way to poteniial
defeal have most often been seen in response (o explicitly
political attacks; a case in point is rhe timidness of the response
of the workers' organisations to the recent attempied coup in
Spain,

If Thaicher's victory marked the second stage of the
bourgenis offensive, then the election of Mitterrand represents
the first decisive expression of a second phase of working class
response. Having reached an impasse in purely industrial
struggle, the workers are increasingly looking 1o their irad-
jtional political partiecs demanding answers 1 rhe decp
economic and sociul problems they face. This development,
presaged by the growth of the Social Democratic and Com-
munist Parties since 1975 poses guestions revolutionaries have
not had to face for decades.

Revalutionaries and (he reformisl parlies

It was during the 1930s, a period of crisis of comparable depth
to today, that revolutionary Marxists were last faced with the
paradox of important new lavers of workers looking to the
historically bankrupt reformist parties of the Second and
Third Internationals for answers 1o their pressing problens,
Then, as now, historical precedents were not hard to find: the
Mensheviks and Social Revolutionaries had grown dramatical-
Iv following the February 1917 revolution in Russia as had the
German Social Democratic Pany after the revolutionary cx-
plasion of November 1918, The reformist parties, while unable
ta meet the needs of (he situation or even 1o grant reforms,
became a temporary refuge for the broad masses who were not
yei ready to turn to the small and unproven forces of the
revolutionary left

The appropriate tactics for revolutionaries proposed by
Trotsky under these circumstances have lost none of their
force today. In Germany, the Left Opposition fought for a
united front of the workers' parties against the rising threat of
Hitler's fascists, With tragic results, this appeal 1o the Com-
munist Parly and the Communist International fell upon deafl
ears finally convincing Trotsky of the need for a new Fourth
International. The tactic of the united front was again ad-
vocated by Trotsky in France between 1934 and 1936, Here he
argued that the revolutionaries could only take their place in
the united froml to ‘comiribute actively to revolutionary
regrouping’ and to ‘impregnate the united front with a revol-
utionary content® by ‘entering the Socialist Party’; this tactic
wis necessitated, he wrote, by the weakness of the French
Trowskyists of the Communist League which prevented them
becoming ‘the independent axis around which the proletarian
vanguard would crystallize.’ (Leon Trowsky, "The Way Out’,
Writings 1934-5, Pathfinder, 1971, pp 85-6).

Trotsky's advice was based on an assessment that the
leaders of the Soclalist Party (SFIO) would be unable 1o con-
trol their working class base and that the party would polarise
into a revolutionary majority wing and a wing of extreme reac-
tion grouped around the leadership: in effect, the SFIO would
undergo a temporary transformation into a centrist party.

Although the smallness of the Trotskyist forces was a pain-
fully similar characteristic, no such centrist transformation
was on the cards in the British Labour Party. The reserves of

British Imperialism damped the radicalisation of the working ;,
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class which was evident throughout the rest of Western Europe
and avoided any necessity for the ruling class to risk serious
sponsorship of fascist or bonapartist tendencies. Britain was
put of step and, despite some isolated conirary signs like the
dramatic growth of the Labour League of Youth to zome
30,000 in the mud-1930s, would remain so for a whole
historical perind.

Britpin joins the mainsiream

The post-war period saw something of a synchronisation of
developments inside the social democratic parties of Europe,
but & negative one as far as revolutionaries were concerned
The protracted boom provided unfavourable conditions for
the development of mass left wings inside these parties and
taken together with the weakness of the revolutionary Marxists
ensured that such lefi developments as did occur were of a
limited character. Substantial splits were rare. By the early
1960s, most West European social democraric parties had
shified decisively to the right dragging the leaders of their lelt
wings in their trail.

Such conditions prevailed in Britain as elsewhere. The long
boom meant that economic gains could be achieved through
purely industrial struggles in the workplace, The central {zader
of the Labour Party lefi, Aneurin Bevan, was not forced (o
take @ central stand in the mass struggle even in such notable
class confrontations as the 1954 Docks Strike. The Labour
Party did not call even the timid actions it does today o de-
fend workers® living standards and the unions did not provide
even token support for actions on political and social ques
lions.

Today, there are signs of & creeping “Evro-socialism’ ad-
vancing through Europe: the beginning of an influx into the
French SP before Mitterrand's election; a suffening of the left
in the German SPD in response to Schmidl’s sharp swing 1o
the right following the rise of Franz Josef Strauss; the beginn-
ing of similar developments in Sweden and even Norway with
the growth of the Socialist Yourh eurrent.

But it is indisputable that the most advanced developments
in social democracy today are thosz that are shaking the
Labour Party in Britain. Far from the unitary character of the
labour movement acting as a mute on working-class radicalis-
ation it is starting lo amplifv it. The polarisation in British
society is reflected day by day in the changing alliances and
recompasitions of the Labour Party.

The revolutionary lefi today is also in a numerically
stronger sitpation than in the 1930s. The correct decision in the
late 19605 (o oriemt to the radicalising youth outside the
Labour Party has brought inio existence comparatively
substantial — if still very small — independent organisations.
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But the revelutionary Marxists knew, and argued among their
new adherents, that they would need to turn again towards the
mass workers' parties and confront their leaderships along the
road to building mass revolutionary parties. In Britain this
task has now become an urgen! imperative.

The present impenalizt of fensive under the twin banners af
ausierity and remilitarisation poses the need for & united front
as urgently today as in the 1930s and in Brin this can only
mean joint action berween the Labour Purty and the unions.
But like their French counterparis i the 1930s (he British
revolutionaries of ioday can not expect the masses 1o
‘crystallise’ around their small organisations. Its increased
weight meuns that the revolutionary leli can, however, clfect
more rapid and dramatic results inside voday™s united from
than it could in the 1930s.

At the =ame lime the political and organisalional goals of
such work should be clearly defined. As Beon, and Devan
before him. realised the major ohsiacke 1o lefl advance inside
the Labour Party is the trade union bureaucracy., Despite the
conscions offorts of both (0 overcome the problem with
‘educationual” campaigns Benn's for depury leader and
Bevan's for parly (reasurer between |954-56 — neither propos-
ed orgumsing the fight inside the unlons,

The building of a new left wing in the unions based on
palicies of class struggle rather than class collaboration re
mains the key to both fighting the Tory government and over-
coming the road block of the Labourite bureaucracy. Such n
base, particularly in the large industrial unions, is the precon-
dition for seizing the openings that exist in fighting for socialist
policies,

Full-blooded involvement in campaigns like Benn's oo
deputy leader and the left’s fight to win the Grenter London
Council or the next general election, should not lead 1o any
iendency to play down dilferences between the Laboor Jeft’s
espousal of the ‘Alernative Economic Strategy’ and the
policies which will form the basis of a new lefl wing roday

Not only de the demands of the AFS not break with the
capitalist system they seek to reform, but the agency which it is
proposed to implement them is the capitalist state itsell. For
this reason it is still necessary to emphasise Lthe fact that Bean's
palitical programme has more in common with that of Denis
Healey than that of revolutionary Marxism,

Britain no longer lags behind the rest of Western Europe in
the developments in the labour movement. Great oppor-
tunitics are there for those who will take them. But only if
revolutionaries can dedicate the majority of their forces 1o the
fight inside the industrial unions and the Labour Parnty can
they hape to achieve the breakthroughs that are now objective-
ly possihle.
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LABOURS IRISH SPRING

BY GEOFF BELL

Ireland has dominated British politics in
recent weeks, Geoff Bell looks at the cracks
in Labour’s bipartisan policy.

In April 1919 1 R Clynes, a leading member of the Parliamen-
tary Labour Party, rose in the House of Commons Lo speak on
the guestion of Ireland, a couniry then in the mudsi of a ne-
tinnal revolution. He protested at the inaction of the coalition
government, at its failure to evolve a political solution capable
of restoring some legitimacy to British governance of Ireland.
Noting the success of the Sinn Fein party and the eclipse of the
constitutional road in  Irish mnationalism he protested:
‘Lawlessness is being encouraged by the government's neglect
of this troublesome subject’.

‘Troublesome subject’ Is one of those key phrases which
seem appropriate on most occasions when British governmenis
and parliamentary oppositions have tried to wrestle with
Ircland’s British problem. Il sugpests exasperation, frustra
tion, annoyance and an gverwhelming wish that Ireland could
somehow dizsappear and never again intrude mio Brniain's
domestic policy. It is a phrase for all zeazons, particularly the
spring of 1981, It especially summarises the feelings of Michael
Fool, leader of the British Labour Pary and as good a
parliamentarian as was J R Clynes, 62 years ago.

Michael Foot, Ireland and parliamentarianism have a re-
cent acquaintance, In July 1977 in his role as Leader of the
House of Commons, Foot negotiated a pact with the Official
Unionizts wherehy their MPs agreed to vole with the minority
Labour government. In return they received an increase in the
number of seais allocated to Northemn Ireland ai Westminsier,
the majority of which the Unionists, or other Loyalists, would
be likely to win.

At the time of the deal Jock Stallard resigned in profest asa
government assistant Whip, but there was no great revalt
among Labour's left wing. Such deals were the way things
happen ai Westminster, and though the Official Unionisis
were not particularly savoury allies, in the crisis situation the
government faced in the summer of 1977, beggars couldn't be
choosers.

Even at Westminster there are times when the conse-
guences have to ba bome for such squalid manoeuvring. When
the Labour government fell in March 1979 it did so because
two Irish MPs, Gerry Fitr, then leader of the Social
Democratic and Labour Party, and Frank Magoire, an in-
dependent Republican, abstained rom the vote of confidence.
Fiit's reason was the Labour/Unionist alliance, dead though it
then was, Maguire's was the government's policy in the H
Blocks in Long Kesh prison.

Although it was an Irish straw which finally broke the
Labour government's back, that government's [rish policy
hardly figured in most of the post mortems which followed the
Wilson/Callaghan years. Two examples, arguably the most
important of the left wing critiques, are Coates and Topham's
What Weni Wrong and Tony Benn's Argumenty Jfor
Socialism. The word ‘Ireland’ appeared in neither even though
it was Labour which phased out political status and introduweed
the Prevention of Terrorism Act.

Even when left-winger Arthur Scargill, president of the
Yorkshire National Union of Miners, launched a campaign to
dump Roy Mason as Barnsley's MP there is no evidence that
Mason's Irish despotism was highlighted.

By the starl of 1981 a trickle of interest in Ireland had ap-
peared in sections of the Labour left. In the pamphlet How o
Resafect Your MP Chris Mullin, the deputy editor of Tribune,
roundly atracked the entire Mason regime, and named two
Irish issues on which he advised constituency parties o check
the voting record of their MPs — the Prevention of Terrorism
Act and the Emergency Provisions Act,

By the time this pamphlé&t was produced Ireland was
already hitting the headlines, The first hunger strike ar the H
Blocks and Armagh had drawn aliention, in a way no Labour
MP had been prepared o do, Lo the nature of “justice’ in Mor-
thern lreland: the convevor belt of repression on which
suspects of ‘rerrorisr offences’ were arrested under special
legislation, guestioned under special rules, tried in special
courts, but denied special treatment once they had been
despaiched to prison

Labaur lefl wakes up (0 Ireland

Even before the first hunger strike there were indications that
the left in the Labour Party considered that Ireland now
merited their attention, Peter Hain, a leading member ol the
Lahour Co-ordinating Commitiee said in the summer of 1980
that he favoured a six month deadline for withdrawal fram
Ireland. Then, ai the Octaber Labour Pany conference Tony
Bann told & fringe mesting organised by the Labour Commil
tee on Ireland: "The sooner Britmn withdrows from [reland,
the berter”.

But none of this hinted at the storm which broke in the
aftermath of the death of hunger siriker Bobby Sands, the
newly elecied MP far Fermanagh and South Tyrone. Michael
Foot had steadfastly supported Tharcher’s derermination 1o
allow Sands to die. His Morthern [reland spokesperson Don
Concannon, had even visited Sands a couple of days before his
death to inform the hunger siriker of Labour’s support lor
Thatcher.

The first to protest was Patrick Duffy, a former navy
mimister and someone not normally associated with lefi wing
causes, Speaking in the Commons, Duffy amtacked what he
called the ‘me-tooism’ between Foot and Thatcher on the
hunger strike, Where the normally moderate and tranguil
Patrick Duffy led, others followed. Tony Benn, with his cam-
paign for deputy leadership by then well under way, called in
late May for the withdrawal of British troops and a policy
which promoted the re-unification of Lreland.

The importance of Benn's statements was recognised by his
opponents. Michael Foot threatened 1o sack him from the
Shadow Cabinet. Denis Healey, his opponent for deputy
leadership, hurled abuse at him for suggesting in a privare
mieeting of the Tribune group that Sands should be allowed 1o
take his parliamentary scat. [t was now undeniable that lreland
had become a real, live issue in the lzfi/right barle in the
Labour Party. So strong was the tide of opinion that Tony
Benn predicted at the end of May an Imminenl change in
Labour’s policy.

The suddeness with which [reland became a cause of the
Labour left is, at least in part, deceptive, It is reminiscent of
what popstar Val Doonican once said when he remarked that it
had taken him 15 years 10 become an overnighl success.
Similarly, it has taken twelve years of constant campaigning in
Britain to make the Irish cause an overnight success with the
Labour left,

The Irish solidarity movement in Britain has found difficul-
ty in reaching out to broad forces in the labour movement. Bul
the propaganda produced and the constant lobbying under-
taken by some of those in the Troops Out Movement, did
prepare the ground for the challenge to Labour’s traditional
bipartisan approach to Ireland.

The crucial point was not so much Sands” death, but that he a
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had been elected ta the British House of Commaons. This struck
at the heart of not just the Labour left's but the whole Labour
Party's political and stralegic conscience.

Labour's deep parliamentarism

The first election manifesto of the Labour Party — then the
Labour Representation Committee — insisted in 1900 that the
party was ‘Tully alive to the fact that the great bartles between
Capital and Labour are to be fought out on the floor and in the
division lobbies of the House of Commons'. Since then the
British parliament has been seen by Labour’s thenlogians as nol
only the means and the end in itself, but as an institution to be
revered, and to be humble towards,

Sands' election was not so much an embarassmen! 1o the
class conscious Tories, who recognise the House of Commans
for the playground it is, bur rather for the Labour Party,
because of its elevation of the parlizmentary method ints the
realms of religious dogmatizm.

The speech of 1 R Clynes can be quoted again 1o illusirare
this tradition. Referring 1o the 1918 general election in Ireland
which had seen the landslide victory of Sinn Fein over the
bourgeois constitutionalists In the Irish Nationalist Party,
Clvnes complained thal the ‘inaction of our governmeni’ had
meani that:

‘The party which stood for constitutional action and law
and order in the affairs of their country (Ireland) and in the af-
fairs of ils government, was nearly destroyed at the polls; and
the party which treats this country and this House with con-
tempt and refused to come near it, has received the support af
the great majority of the Irish people’,

In the spring of 1981 this history repeared irself. Hobby
Sands’ election victory was followed in the Belfast council elec-
tions by the defear of the moderate, constitutionalist Gerry
Fitt. His congueror was Fergus O'Hare, a Trotskyist no less, a
campaigner for the hunger strikers, and someone who, like
Sinn Feinin 1918 ‘ireats this country and this House with con-
tempt'. Accordingly, important people in the Labour Party
began to say, samething has (0 be done to halt this dreadful
Process,

This was not just because Labour politicians perceived a
need to come 1o the aid of their fellow moderates and constitu-
tionalists in Ireland. [t was becausze the whole constitutional
methodology, which Labour has warshipped more than any
other party in Britmin, was being degraded internationally.

Again, there is a marked similarity with the nature of this
protest and past aftitudes which have been expressed by
Labour MPs. During a parliamentary debate on Ireland in
1919 a Labour spokesperson warned:

‘It would do well Tor thiz House to remember that
parliamentary institutions are on trial before the workers of
the world, They form a system which is being scrapped in
several of the countries of Europe, & system thal has not yet
justified itselfl either in relation to the wrongs of Ireland or in
relation 1o the wrongs of Labour. 1 say it with regret, [ am not
pleased to say i, | wish il were otherwise, organised workers
are heing slowly but surely forced to conclude that parliamen-
tary governmeni is a fraud’.

Therefore, it could almost be run on at the end of this
guotation, should not Bobby Sands MP be allowed to take his
seal, as that nice Mr Benn had so sensibly suggested?

If this appears as a rather harsh and cynical evaluation, it
should be remembered that for some years US politicians have
argued that Britain should promote a political solution 1o the
Irish conflict. The British media, searching to put the worst
possible light on such advice, insisted that this represented no
maore than a vote-catching operation directed towards the Irish
in America.

The truth of the matter is thai Edward Kennedy, to take

the most prominent example, will gei the lrish votes he needs
as long as he remains a Kennedy and a Carholic. What stirs ed
the US politicians into action was similar 1o that which prodd-
ed the leader writers in the Guardion and The Suaday Times to
make similar pleas for a change of course: an appreciation that
whal was o1 stake in Northern Ireland was a leading Western
nation geiting bad press. It further produced a politically
unstable situation in lreland which could lead anywhere,
especially with the Provisional IRA starting to talk in the
language of Castroite revolutionaries, rather than in the queint
and largely harmless lunguage of conservative green na
tionalism,

Il was not jost US politcians and the more sensible
newspaper editars who protested, If the leaks are correct then
the Hritish Foreign Office had for a number of vears heen
pleading lor a search for the solution Lo the Irish national
question. Mast dramatically of all, Thatcher her sell had made
the first tentaiive steps in this direction with the 1alks which
she and Lord Carringlon hod with the Irish government of
Charles Haughey in December 1980, Carringlon's presence
suggests that the discussions were nat canfined 1o (he prablem
of butter mountains in the EEC or the quality of the tea-pol
Haughey presenied (o Thalcher.

Lahour's bipariisan foreign policy

The lateness with which those on the Labour left caught up with
these developmenis and began themsclves (o thipk
strategically about Ireland is illuminating, Again, there &= a
familiar pattern, It was, aler all, Thatcher and Carrington
who had the daring and imagination to sellle Zimbabwe, just
ac it was Harold MacMillan, 20 years ago, who spoke about
the need for Britein to floar with the *wind of change' in
Africa.

In both instances Labour followed and applauded, bul 1t
has seldom initiated such changes in foreign policy. The bipar-
tisanship which so strongly alded Rritish policy in Ireland these
last 12 vears is just one example of a general bipartisan ap-
proach towards foreign and imperial afTairs. With only one or
iwo excepiions, Labour has always been happy 1o endorse a
bipartisanship the parameters of which have invariably been
drawn by the Tories, It is the Torizs whe have hoisted the
Unipn Jack, and if expediency demands, rolled it down again.
It has been left to Labour 1o merely salute,




Such then is the context in which the currenl debate within
the Labour Party on Ireland should be seen. While the cries
for a break in bipartisanship may be on the increase, there re-
mains 8 lack of specificily as 1o what should take its place.

While Benn recognises that "partition was a crime against
the Irish people’ his call for UN troops (o replace British ones
can only be interpreted as meaning that the UN rather than
Britain should police thal partition. This may not be what
Benn meant, but Irish reality has a way of iwisting good liberal
intentions inio becoming, in Lhe phiase used by the historian
Trevelyan in his judgement of Gladsione's Irish policy, “too
litile and too late’, The propozal on UN troops is not original.
Richard Crossman’s diaries record that Crossman and Barbara
Castle bath toyved with the idea in August 1969 when British
troops were sent inio Helfast and Derry,

J R Clynes continued to support the tvpe of Home Rule
solution proposed by Gladsione after it had been rejected by
the majority of the Irish people. Similarly the Labour left still
have a lot of running to do to catch up with the mood of a
substantial proportion of the all-Irish majority, which is clear-
Iv swinging towards a new militancy as a consequegnce af That-
cher's and Foot's intransigence over the hunger sirikes.

Having issued these warnings it is possible vo proceed along
& more positive path. The difference between the British
Foreign Office on the one hand and Thatcher and the Bennite
left on the other i5 that the Tormer think and plat in private
while the latter speak in public. The effect of this difference is
marked, in the first place, in Ireland jtself

Charlie Haughey auempied to portray the Anglo/Irizh
talks as being the first, but most important step on the road 1o
Irish unity. This carried with it an implicit warning to all con-
cerned nol 1o upset the apple carmt, but o rely on secrer
diplomacy, constitutionalism and ‘good old Charlie''. It waz,
in effect a call for the demobilisation of the Irish masses,
which was essential if the type af new nea-colonial solution he
and Thatcher were inching towards was o have any potential.

The opposite was the case when the Labour left began 1o
make Ireland an issue. They did so as a result of Sands® elec-
tion, the obvious support for the hunger strikeérs, and the mass
movement which grew up on the sireets as a manifestation of
that support. It was in that respect an encouragement for thar
mobilisation to continue. For, if Labour was moving as quick-
Iy as it appeared ta be doing then, perhaps, if the pressure was
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maintained, it would move even further: from talking abour a
vague committment (o Insh unity and British withdrawal 1o
spelling out the ABC of thar withdrawal.

When the Labour right sccused Benn of making statements
that would ‘encourage violence” in Ireland they were correct.
Although violence for the parliamentary leadership can be
defined as any form of mass action which refuses to be bound
by the safety valve of British 'peaceful protest”

Ireland s u key issue in the Labour Party

The Labaur leadership’s objection ta Benn bringing [reland
mio the deputy leadership was nol because the Labour
Party has a primcipled objection (o the concept of Trish unity.
Such a policy can In cerinin circumsiances be al ane with
Labour's parliamentarianism. What worried Fool md Healey
was Lthe manner in which Benn made hos call for the withdiawal
of British troops an issue In the left/right battle in the pariy,
that he did soat a lime when Foor was domng his patriotic duty
and slanding shoulder 1o shoulder with Thatcher against a
hostile world.

Labour's Irish spring has as much to do with the Bennile
challenge to the general nature of Labour’s consensus politics
as it has 1o do with the fight for a socialist policy towards
Ireland. Mevertheless, the Irish door has been opened in the
Labour Party, whai maiters from this point onwards i what
will lie hehind i,

Certainly the door will not be casily closed again, whatever
decision the Labour Party conference comes to on Ireland
when it debaies it this autumn. The Labour Committee on
Ireland’s model resolution to the conference calls for a break in
bipartisanship, an end io the mght of MNorthern Treland's
Lovalists ro vero Insh self-determination, and & policy of com-
mitting the next Labour governmen! (0 withdrawal,

There will be argements, and rightly so, about the
vagueness of this motion, specifically around the lack of pre-
cision as to when that withdrawal would take place. Recemt
opinion polls have shown 31 per cent of Labour volers suppor-
ting immediate withdrawal of Beitish troops, However 10 ex-
pect the next Labour Party conference to endorse the call for
“Iroops out now' would be to overstate the current debate in the
Labour Party and the strength of the party's lefi wing.

Even for the Labour left, never mind the party as a whole,
to teke up Peter Hain's call for a six months timetable for
British withdrawal, a whole new chapter would need o be writ-
tenan the Labour Party. For that would be, if not a clear break
with reformism, then at least a partial fracture. That is not to
argue against campaigning for troops out of Ireland now by
socialists in the Labour Party. If nothing else, stating this one
consistent Marxist position on Ireland, for immediate sell-
determination, can have the affect of moving at least some in
the direction of & more progressive position.

It would however be naive to pretend that Tony Benn is
capable of raising the Starry Plough of James Connolly's
Citizen Army above the British House of Commons, or for that
matter, above the Labour Party’s new headquariers in south
west London. Sad and disgracelul though it is, the lollowing
words of the [rish bourgeois nationalist leader, Charles Parnell,
written in 1884, have still 1o be disproved:

“We are told of some great wave of English democracy
which is coming over here to poor Ireland to assist the Irish
democracy. The poor Irish democracy will, 1 fear, have o rely
upon themselves in the future as they have done up to the
present’.

The historical material quoted in this article is a fraction of thal
which will be contained In a forthcoming book published by
Pluto Press on the Labour Pariy and the [rish question by this
article’s author, Full references will be uvailable therein.
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WAR SOCIALISM AND NUCLEAR D

BY PHIL HEARSE

One of the most important political
developments of the last few years is the re
emergence ol a mass movement for nuclear

disarmamenl!, This new movement has al-
tempted a much more sustained theorisation
of world conflict than its previous counter-
parts. Phil Hearse argues that the campaign
for nuclear disarmament is inseparable from
the strugele for socialism.

The importance of the discussion on world confhet lies i its un
plications for practice. If the nuclear disarmament mOvement
was united aboul practical tasks then the debate about overall
problems of world conflict might noi he so pressing. But as
Raymond Williams acutely observed in New Laft Review 124
there are at least three different strands within the movement
with distinct practical perspectives — the unilateralists, the
European Nuclear Disarmament campaign (END), und the
World Disarmament Campaign (WDC) which proposes
simuhaneous muliifeteral disarmament, As Williames explains:

*Arguments drawn from these differences of emip hiasis
hecome confused, and genuine differences of policy and affilia
tion are overridden by the too simple conclusion that since all
are against the arms race, all know how they will work toend 5.
This stare of mind was memorably and damagingly indicated al
the 1980 Labour Parly conference, when motions deriving
from all three positions were passed, allowing endless oppor-
tunities for subsequent confusion and doubletalk.’

Indeed. The doubletalk became all oo obvious when
Michael Faot, seizing on the fact that the Labour Parly con-
ference faced in several directions at once, appointed an avow-
ed opponent of unilateral nuclear disarmament, Brynmaor
John, as his defence spokesperson, 1T we are not careful the
nuclear disarmament mavement could become the viclim of
forces that would debilitate it and turn it away [rom action for
unilateral disarmament inlo a low-key 'current of opinion’
expressing ‘concern’ about the nuclear threai.

These dif ferences in emphasis in the movement reflect fun-
damentally different analyses of the world, Remorselessly, the
problem of nuclear weapons poses the major guestions of
world politics — of imperialism, socialism, and above all, the
character of the USSR — in our time.

The hreakdown of ‘delents’

The re-emergence of the nuclear disarmament movement is ob-
viously a response 10 the breakdown of ‘detenie’ and the new
arms race that resulted. ‘Detente’ never really removed the
arms race: the first Strategic Arms Limitation agreement
(SALT 1) merely amounted ta a certain rafionalisation and
limitation of the arms race, in the mutual interest of both the
115 ruling class and the Soviet bureaucrats.

It signified that despite the antagonistic social systems in the
USA and USSE, it was possible to develop a joint approach (o
try 1o contain arcas of conflict on a world scale. Meither side
wanted unrestrained conflicts or local ‘hot’ wars which
ihreatened to destabilise the world sitwation, So why did
‘detente’ break up?

In our view the end of ‘detente’ resulted (rom the changed
military, cconomic and diplomatic fortunes of the USA, par
ticularly at the hands of the developing colonial revolution, and
the response of the Carter administration and its strategic plan-
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ners. The standing of the LIS as a world power received some
sharp reverses in the 1960s and 19705, The most obvious was the
defeal in Vietnam, which had immense conseguences political-
ly, economically and marally,

Despite the gradual withdrawal from Yietnam under Nixon,
the final humiliating collapse of the Thieu regime in 1975 was a
greal blow to American prestige and morale. This combined
with the Arab states' use of the oil weapon ta hit US interest
aflter the Middle East war with Israel. The [ranian revolution
ohly confirmed the view that the United Stales was under siege.

But above all it was events in Africa that inflamed the
Carter regime and spurred on its most bellicose faction led by
security advisor Braezinski, After the Sovier-backed Cuban in-
tervention to defend the Angolan revalution against South
Africa and the CIA, and Soviel and Cuban military aid to shore
ap Ethiopia's position in the Horn of Alfrica after 1974,
Brzezinski began o speak of ‘linkage’. The idea was that a new
Soviet military of fensive by proxy was taking place in the Third
World,

This view became clear in a battle inside the Carter ad-
minisiration in 1977 over the report on Soviet intentions called
Presidential Review Memorandum 10 (PRM 10), written by
Samuel Huntingdon. He claimed thar studies under the Ford
regime suggesting & Soviet push for nuglear supenority were
wrong. He further argued that despite any temporary Sovict
advantage the US was vastly ahead technologically. As the
USSR was diplomatically isolated by the pro-Western iurn of
China it wes therefore in a position of refafive weakness.

Brzezinski argued that this weakness should be utilised by
the United States 10 go on the offensive against the Soviet
Union, The arms race should be stepped up to put pressure on
the Soviet economy; diplomatic links with China should be
strengthened; and Soviet difficulties in Eastern Europe should
be exploited,

Secretary of State Cyrus Yance argued on the contrary that
Soviet weakness created the basis for a continuation of
‘detente’. He evenloally resigned over the Iranian hosiages
rescue gtternpt (whose main architect was Brzezmnski) after a
series of disputes with Brzezinski inside the adminiziration.

The changes in US policy signifving the end of “detente’, in-
cluding the decisions on the neutron bomb and Cruise missiles.
were well under way before the Soviet invasion of Afghanisian.
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One small indicator was the hue and cry in 1970 over the
‘discovery” by ‘liberal’ Democrat Frank Church that 3000
Sovict combal troops were stationed in Cuba. The CIA and
State Department were nol unduly worried as they had known
of the brigade stationgd in Cuba for 17 years,

But were LIS suspicions justified? Was the Soviet Linion on
the offensive, in Africa as elsewhere? The answer cannot be
reduced o the Carter regime's post-crisis paranoia. Un
doubtedly the US ruling class and the Soviet bureaucracy repre
sent exceedingly reactionary political forces, which both abho
revolutionary change. But because they preside over very dil-
ferent social systems, this mutual distaste far revoluticnary
changes is not enough In create a long-term communiy of in-
terests. Both sides may derire ‘detenie’ and peaceful co-
existence bur that can only ever be partial and temporary

However far the Soviet Union and its leadership may be
from our conceplion of socialism {(and the disance is con.
siderable as indicated for example, in the Fourth Interna
tional's Theses an Socialfst Democracy) its econamy is not a
capitalist one and its bureaucracy is not a ruling class. Thisis a
vital distinction from which important consequences follow,
For our purposes here it is sufficient (o note thar while the
Limited Sitates uses is full imperial might (o defend its intorests
world-wide, the Soviet leadership & compelled to manoeuver
diplomatically, economically and occasionally militarily 1o de-
fend its own interess,

These two ruling groups are invariably drawn in behind &~
Serent sides in world conflict. Vietnam is a classic example. The
Soviet leadership wanted an end to the Yeitnam conflict and
frequently urged compromise on the Vielnamese communisis.
Above all it didn’t want any direct conflict with the US. It
therelore grimly gritied its collective tecth while Soviel supply
ships were bombed in Haiphong harbour, killing Soviet sanlors.
But s0 long as the Victnamese Communist Party remained in-
transigent 10 was politically impossible for the Soviet Union, as
leader afl the "socialist’ camp, not to give aid Lo their struggle,
even il this was admimstered through an evedropper. A com-
plete abandonment of the Vietnamese would have had in-
calculably negative effects on the communist parties across the
world,

Another more recent example where “detente” broke down
is the Middle East. The United States, despite its barely ¢on-
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cesled contempt (or the Begin repime, refies heavily on the
lsraeli state as the main bulwark againsi the Arab revoluiion.
The Soviei bureaucracy, 1o defend its own sirafegic inferests in
the area, has forged an allianee with Arab bourgeois notionalis|
regimes, above all the Syrans. Meirher side has any tme Tor the
Palesrinian rezsiziance, nor wanre revolution, Dur borh are
drawn inexorably inta conflict with one another, via rthe
medium of their local ailies

The conflict between the Arab regimes pnd lsrpel i nol the
warring of lwo opposed gangs, bul represents the pressure of
the Arab and pariicularly the Palestinan masses on these
regimes, Revolutiomary stewggle, and the different attitudes
towards il thal the contending ‘superpowers” are forced Lo lake,
ix the main ahsiacle ra ‘detenre’.

It ix the response 1o this struggle which fuels the LIS war
drive. To defend its inlerests againsi the rise of the colonial
revolution, whether in the Middle East or in Central American,
the US needs much more than noclepr weapons. 115 re-
armament programme includes the creation of 1the Rapid
Deployment Force — 100,000 soldigrs ready 1o gn anywhere
that US interesis are threatened at a moment*s notice — and the
stationing of LIS troops in Egypt. But to prepare for the full use
of ils strategic and military might, nuclear superiority over the
Soviet Union is necded.

One Ninal point on the US militensaion drive i necessary.,
Along with the rest of ihe capiiahst world the US economy sul-
fered a sharp recession i 1974575 from which it hay not yel ful-
ly recovered. Capitahist crisis frequently leads 1o an upsurge of
militarism. It is the combination of this crisis with the perceived
threat from the colonial revolution and the Sovier Uinion which
has led to the upsurge of bellicose xenophobia in the US ruling
class, And nothing suirs the capitalisi class more in a period of
crisis than a campalgn of mystification and hysteria about an
external threat — whether it be that of the Islamic Iranians, the
communist Cubans or, of course, the Russians

The layered rhetoric of EP Thompson

Our view of the breakdown of *detentz’ has many opponents in
the disarmament movement, Noneare more vehement than the
person who had done most (o regencrate the anti-nuclear
weapons campaign, EP Thompson. His most strident piece,
“The Logic of Exterminism’ in New Left Review J21, insists
thal the very existence of humanity is threatened and therefore
the kind of analysis which seeks 1o apportion blame Lo one side
or another is something we can well do without: ‘But exter-
minism itsell is not a **class®™ issue; it is a human issue, Cenain
kinds of “‘revolutionary’” posturing and rhetaric, which in-
flame exterminist ideology and carry divisions into  the
necessary alllances of human resisiance, are luxuries we can
well do without.

But heneath the layver upon laver of Thompsan's doam
laden rhetoric there is after all an analysis of the world, and of
the kind of campaign we need, This analysis should irsell be
subject to criticism despite Thompson's atiempt (o pre-empe it
through heavy-handed sarcasm aboul ‘revolutionary know-
alls’. Thompson claimed in The Guardien for example that
sich know-alls 'know... among ather things that El Salvadaor is
more important than Afghanistan, and that Russian missiles
are mainly defensive’. We plead guilty 1o both.

Thompson's essential position is this. The arms race is "a
self-generaling independent variable'. Weapons systems are
nol politically neutral, but have far-reaching political efTects on
the socieiies which produce them. To analyse the Soviet Union
and the United States in terms ol their ‘modes of production” is
10 miss Lhe point, as their military bureaucracies play a deter-
miming rode. The nuckar weapons race 15 shaping the very
wociehies whach gave rnise to 1it. He explains:

‘It may comfort socialisi= to see a "canse” for this {the arms a
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race) pnmarily in wesléri imperialism, and only secondarily in
Saviet reaction. This is now beside the point: To argue (Tom
origins, 1o nominate goodics or baddics, s to take refuge from
reality in moralism (sic)... Superpowers which have been locked
lor thirty years in the postures of military confrontation in-
creasingly adopt militaristic characieristics in their economies,
their policy and their culiure, What may have originated in
reaction becomes direction. What is justified ws ralional self-
interest hy one power ar another becomes, in the collision of
the two, irrational. We areconfronting an accumulating logic
of provess.'

The conclusian is that we are dealing not with ' fmperialism:
the highest stage of capitalism’, but *Exterminism: the final
stage of civilisation®. As Thompson says:

“There is an internal dynamic and reciprocal logic here
which reguires a new category for its analysis. IT *the hand-mill
gives you society with the feudal lord; the steam mill, sociely
with the industrial capitalist’, what are we given by thosw
Satanic mills pow at work, grinding out the means of human ex-
termination? 1 have reached this point of thoughl once belore,
and turned my head away in despair. Now, when | look at il
direcily, | know that the category which we need is that of exter.
rmumsm.

Despite his admirably actwist conclusions, Thompson's
analysis i in fact ane of despair, Whatever allisnees of “human
resislance’ we need 1o creare, Thompson's vision is that of o
world gone mad, a world in which the two most powerful ma-
tions have baen literally taken over by their mililary machines.
Ome can't help thinking thar there will be many more sym-
pathetic to Thompson than 1o us ‘revolutionary know-alls’,
wha detect a slipht over-siatement in this thess.

Neither the United States nor the Soviel Union are societies
which are in the most literal sense dirrational. The state machine
in both, including the military machine, defends a given order,
particular class or bureaucratic interests. Meither are they
socheties whose central nbjective is 1o reproduce their miliary
machine. An abundance ol human purposes kre served by
both, not least the production and reproduction of surplus
value in the United States, and the defence of a burcaucratwally
planned economy in the other,

This brings us 10 & central point of dispute with Thompson.
“Weapons', he savs, ‘are political ngenis also’, No: weapons are
subordinate to the aims and interests of those who wield them
— it is precisely thal which prevents us from despairing, and
gives uy the certain knowledge that there exisi the social and
class Torces which can prevent them from being used.,

LSA = LUSSR?

Despite dentals 10 the contrary, the 'n:w that both sides are
‘equally responsible’ for the arms race, s extrernely common in
the disarmameni movemenlt. In particelar the view that even il
both sides are not equally responsible, both share seme respon-
sibility, informs many of the leaders of the BEuropean Nuclear
Disarmament campaign (END), Indeed, their founding state-
ment says: ‘We do not wish 1o apportion guili beiween the
political and military leaders of East and West, Guilt lies
squarely on both parties. Both parties have adopted menacing
pastures and committed aggressive actions in different parts of
the warld®. This position is echosd by the slogan on the
mawthead of Socialist Worker: *Neither Washinglon nor
Moscow”.

But contrary 1o Thompsan's prodestations the dynamies of
the conflict between UUSA and the USSR can only be grasped
histarically. There is indeed an irony that this should be denied
by so eminent a socialist historian. The USA emerged from the
second world war as overwhelmingly the world's leading
economic and military power. The economy of the Soviet
Uinion was in ruins. Bul from the dropping of the first atomic

bomb in 1945, to the decision 10 go ahead with the production
of the hydrogen bomb in 1950, the Unitdd Staies progrossively
adopted a more hostile altitude towards the Sovigt Union. Al
each siage since then the new iwists in the arms race have cach
been given by the United Siates — the Nirst interoontinenial
ballistic missile, the first nuclear submaring, the hirst an-
misaile missile — at each stage of 1he technological race e
United States hus striven (o establish its nuclear superiority.

Fhere are therefore only two argumenis against ‘apportion-
ing blame' for the arms race: that the Sovier Union was wrong
in the first place to defend itsell with nuclear weapans, or thal
the Soviet Union had ‘agressive imiemiions” pgainsi the wesi.

The first is @ utopian argument, [t's no secret thar the deci-
sion ta drop the atomic bombs on Hiroshima and MNagasaki was
i least in part mativated by the intention of demonsirating 1o
the Soviet Union the superiority of the Linited States. In order
to defend itsell against the capualist wesi, and (o prevend
enlimited blackmail from occcuring, o wis necessary for the
Sovied Lindon o develop s o iniclear weapons,

It would be naive in Lhe exireme 1o believe thar the LS and
other western powers would not have used a nuclear monopoly
o impose their own will, including tryving ta rall back the
borders of the Soviet Union. And it would be even more naive
to belleve that the Soviet Union could have dealt with such o
threat ssmply by appeals (o the worker of the world 10 defend
them. Potentially, an least, the continued existence ol the Soviel
Linion was at siake.

Once the nuclear defenee of the Soviet Union was embarked
upon, there wasan in-bauilt loghe 1o maintain the credibility and
effectiveness of the Soviet nuclear Torce, in the context of
unremitting US attempis both 1o encircle the Soviet Union with
its militery might (hence NATO, CENTO and SEATO) and
alse 10 use its military  forces agamst revolutionary
developments throughout the world

Soviet nuclear weapons have constrained what US im-
perialism has been able (o achieve militarily, not just against the
Sowiel Unien itsell, bur against developing revolutions as well,
Without Soviel nuclear weapons, there would have been at least
thiz temptation o use, o 10 threaten 1o use nuclear weapons n
Korea and Vielnam and possibly in Cuba as well
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In Marxism Today, March 1981, Dan Smith, a leading
member of END polemicised with this approach: *The Soviel
response has been a response i kind. One must first ask il that
is gond enough... and one must then ask whether it need have
gone so far... Both sides are equipped with nuclear overkill,’
He contests the view that the Soviet Linion is somehaw more
progressive than the United States since there i< *no evidence
that the USSR is attemapting, or has thought af atntempring, 1o
overthrow the majority of the world's nastiest regimes." He fur-
ther disagrees with the view that the Soviel Union has been less
militaristic thanm the USA on the grounds Chal Afehanistan may
signal a change in this, and that ‘military strength has been the
basis of the USSR s hold on Eastern Europe,’

Has the Soviet response heen good enough? Clearly nol.
Since the Soviet leaders adopted the formula of “socinlism in
one country” they long ago abandoned the idea of internarional
proletarian revolution to rid the world of oppression, Instead
they have spught peaceful ¢oexistence with imperialism ar a
diplomalic and political level, whilst militarily avempling o
maich the USA missile for missile, nuclear overkill for nuclear
overkill, A socialist defense policy would place cenirally rthe in-
lernational mobilisation of the working class and the oppresscd
against imperialist militarism — a policy which is diametrically
opposed to the peaceful coexistence sirategy of 1he Sovier
bureaucrais.

The USSR's exelusive reliance on military and nuclear
technology for defence has its flipside in the extinction of
sociglist democracy throughout 2asern Burope enforeed by
Soviet military might. Any socialist perspective and defence of the
Soviet Union would have 1o inclode the overthrow of the Soviet
bureavcracy and the inuimmion of sooalist democracy
throughout eastern Europe. But all Dan Smith's arguments
skirt round the central questions: does the Soviet Union have
the right to defend ftsell seriously, including with nuclear
wepons, notwithstanding our profound differences with their
strategy? Is there anything at all worth defending abour the
Soviet Umon?

David Fernbach in *The impasse facing CND', Poditics and
Power No3, is much more direct. Seizing on the ambiguity of
the END and CND leaders on the responsiblility of the arms
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race he asserts that essentially the USSR is the greater ovil:

‘In Furope there is no syimmeiry between Eaa and West,
Here, as far as the writ of the Kremlin holds sway there is hrutal
repression of all progressive movements, and any prelence of
democracy Is a fraud. In Western Europe, for all the un-
dauhted evils of pur society, the existence of democratic institu-
tions both sets delinite limils to injustice, and provides the
means for stendily working 1o erode it. Wherever people have
the chance lo ¢hoose which of the twa systems 1o live under,
they vote massively with their feet®

The logie of such u posilion is implacable: *Wesiern
Europe very definitely does huve something (o defend, as
much as the citizens of any democrauc stste might need 1o de-
fend themselves against the threat of dictatorship generated
within their own society.”

Imperialiom and war

These guestions about the Sovier Union, as well s the pro
posal of Mary Kaldor of CND that Britain should unilaterally
disarm but not the United States, can only be amswered by an
anulysis of the basic cause of wars in our epach. Onoe again we
have to dely Thompson and seek an historical explananon.

Lenin in 1913 defined the new period of world capitalism,
imperialism, as the epech of *wars and revolution’, The nexi
six years provided a rather stunning vindicaiion al his auser-
tion — ool just the first world war, but the revolutions in
Russis, Germany, Austria-Hungary. War has been a constanm
feature of the world situation since then Few people on the
beft would demor from the view that the first world war was an
inter-imperialise war, in the first instance a war between Ger-
man and British imperialiam,

The second world war, involving the conflict between 1he
Sovier Union and Germany, and the resistance struggle of na-
tionally oppressed countries against Nazi occupation wasn'l
simpdv  an inter-imperialist war, but in its ongins, withoul
doubt, its motor force was the attempt by German im-
perialism, under Nazi leadership, to overcome the crippling ef-
fects of the settlement imposed by French, American and
British imperialism after the first world war, Overlaid with this
conflict was a specific compelition belween American and
Japanese imperialism for contral of the Pacific, and an m-
tempt by ltalian imperialism to grab a piece of the action on
the coat tails of Germany.

LInless the causes of the second world war are siluated in
this fashion, one i reduced to discussing human irrationality or
‘accident”. Compelition between rival imperialisma, or ¢om-
petition by rival nation states (themselves the product of the
emergence of capitalism) — this is the source of war in owr
period.

The connection between imperialism and war was never in
doubt for socialists like Rosa Luxemburg, who produced some
of the classic writings of socialist anti-militarism at the beginn-
ing of the century. They understood the fundamenial point thai
the logic of competition is worldwide expansion. They also
understood that there was a built-in logic for rival imperialisms
ta clash militarily because of this struggle 1o dominare markets
and sources of raw malerials. For the Marxists of the early
rwentieth century, like Lenin and Luxemburg, the abolition of
war was interconnecied with the abolition of capitalism,

That incidentally was why they never mixed up aan-
mtilitarism with pacifism and never abhorred all use of arms;
they recognised that a certain use of arms — revolution — was
the means to abolizh capitalism, and hence war. They always
viewed pacifism as essentially a utopian response,

But, of course, rthings have changed, First a number of
states, including powerful anes, have come inlo existence which
have a very difTerent kind ol sconomy. Whatever one's view of
the Soviet Union it is difficult 1o assert that there is any fun-
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damentally expansionary dvnamic in its ecomomy. Secand,
huclkear weapons have come into exisiience, Borh these factors
militale against fulere inter-imperialise wars,

It is herd 10 imagine. for example, rrade conficts belween
Japan and the United States being resolved in future by o
nuclear war, because even the most foolish capitalist today
understands that the destruction of all significant capital
doesn™t create the basis for gaining o decisive advaniage aver
one’s rivals. Moreover, the exisience of non-cipitabisi states
creates a necessary and inevitable solidarity betwsen the im
perialist powers against them. True, capital remains nationally
hased and inter-imperialist conflict and competition cominues
unahated. Bul all the imperialist powers recogmise their com-
mon interesi against a collectvist social svsiem which threarens
the basis of their exislence.

But if inter-imperialist war is less likely in the epoch ol
nuclear weapons, then the armed might of the imperialis
powers, ils use and threatened use, remains an Indispensable
component of the maintenance of the imperialiss world system,
a cotegory which seems Lo have escaped many writers an this
question. Fernbach's judgemenl aboul east and west Europe
omits any global assessment of the role of western imperialism
and the USSR, “Democratic’ Europe is a component part of an
inter-locking system of world wide oppression and exploita-
Han.

The use, or threalened use, of armed force 18 an absolujely
integral mechanism for maintaining the rule and domination of
capital world-wide. It is the militarism of imperialism that gave
rise to nuclear weapons, While its more immediate targels may
be thase fighting to end its grip over the colomal world, in the
longer term the imperialist war machine & aimed at overturning
the socialised economies of all the post-capitalist states, par-
ticularly the Soviet Union, Socialists should therefore both de-
fend rhe right of the Soviet Union 1o possess nuclear weapons
and call for the unilateral nuclear disarmament of all the im-
perialist countries,

Disarmament and sochdism

With the world divided into antagonistic social systems it is
clearly impossible to envisage the toial abolition of nuclear
weapans without the abolition of capitalism. Whatever partial
and temporary limitations are put by treaty on the production
of nuclear weapons, the ruling classes of the capitalist coun-
tries will never agree to abandon their most destructive and
decisive weapon.

Bul there is no reason for inactivity or sectarianism
towards the anti-nuclear campaigns. A mass anti-war, anli-
nuclear weapons movement can put definite limits on the pro-
duction, development and use of these weapons, and in this
wruggle can lead thousands of people o see the Jogic of
lighting the nuclear arsenal — fighting the system that gave
rise 1o il. It is not even excluded that one or two of the secon-
dary imperialist powers can actually be lorced, uncer [eft
governments, to give up nuclear weapons, Bul the United
States will never abandon its nuclear arsenal until the workers
seize i,

This understanding of the possibilities and limits inherent
in disarmament movementis should inform our assessment of
the dilTereni disarmament movements. The World Disarma-
meent Campaign is without doubt the weakest and most uto-
pian, Its leaders imagine that it is possible to abolish all
weapons via negoliation. Thix is tantamount 1o believing that
it s possible by discussion to abolish all class, national and
other fundamental antagonisms in the world, The World
Disarmament Campaign follows up the logic of its utopian
postion by putting the stress on influencing world *leaders” and
Opposes mass aclion, an orientation to the labour movement
— and indeed unilateralism, Its influence in the disarmament
movemenl is debilitating and diversionary,

The Evropean Nuclear Disarmamen) Campaign (END) is
not really a narionally organied campaign. I1s objective,
howewser, 5 nol a reactionary one and cerlainly doesn't imply
the Wonderland wropianism of the WDC. The demand of a
nuclear-free Europe, as END put it ‘from Poland wo Ponugal’,
is apposed by all those who benefit from the malitarisation of
Eurape, — the MATO powers and above all the United States.
Certainly, the US has sinlioned a huge arsenpl of nuclear
wikapons in Eurape to counter the possibility of g convensiiong!
anack from the Warsaw Paci.

While the END demand (or & nuclzar-free Europe shauld
nat be a barrier 1o pariicipating in actions called by the cam-
paign it would be logical 1o put the onus for the mililarisation
of Europe where it belongs — on NATO, and in purticulur,
the United States. The intent behind the slogan of & nuclear-
free Europe should be pursued through o camprign against
NATO, and In weslern countries, for the withdrawal ol these
countries from NATO,

By far the largest and most influenial disarmament move-
ment s CND, which is commilted (o amlateral dissrmament
It is bevond the scope of this anicle 1o discuss in detail the
strateey of CND, but some general points are clear, CND 1o
day 15 bigeer and more influential than it ever was in the late
fifties or early sixties. It is far from having fulfilled its paten
tial, 1f it chooses, it can mobilise hundreds of thousands on the
sircets, und ils message can be taken up in workplaces and
ummons up and down the country; the weightiest sections of
society can he won ta fight actively Tor its demsands, The gues-
tion is: does CND really want 1o succeed?

To light for CND% demands — no Crinse, no Trident, cur
arms spending, lor unilateral disarmament — means to fight
against the interests of US and British impenalism. If there is
confusion that 1o achieve the final goal of abolition of nuclear
weapons means to struggle for world socialism, then there will
be unclarity on the agency lor achieving unilateral nuclear
disarmament.

The British Communisi Party sees a broad democratic
alliance of classes as the key strategy. For us il is the working
class in this country and internationally through its mass
organisations which is the vital component for any campaign
For unilateral disarmamenl. Nol only does it alone have the
strength 1o win such a campaign, but it is also the class whose
interests will be best served by disarming imperialism. A clear-
sighted view of who bears the responsibilily for missile
madness, and of the relationship between socialism and disar-
mamen! can only aid the building of CND and the struggle for
socialism.

State Research Bulletins

State Research is a bi-monthly bulletin on
policing and security.

Bulletin 24 June/July contains articles on Brixton, the coup
plots of ‘68, "69 and '79, civil defence in Northern Ireland and
many other news stories. Each bulletin has & longer
background paper which examines issues in detail: in 24 the
paper argues that there is no constitutional basis for the
maintenance of a standing army. This means that the British
Army has been an ‘unlawiul' body since 1985 when parliament
stopped legalising its existence by passing annual Acts. This is
far from being an academic question as the increasing use of the
army in strikes and public order situation has shown.

Subscriptions: L5 pa from 9, Poland 5t, London W1,
Cheques payable to: Independent Research Publications Lid.
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ARGUMENTS FOR CAPITALISM

Argumenis for Caplitslism
Shirley Williams: Politics s far Peopie,
Penguin, 1981, £2.50.

Many reviewers have commemted upon the
lack of ariginality and the banalily which
characterise Shirley Williams' book. Barbara
Woolton, wriling in Mew Soaery, wrote thal
Shirley's outpourings had almost driven her
1o espouse Marxism. Wootlon and Bernard
Crick who reviewed the book in The Guardfan
are by no siretch of the imagination (ool
soldiers of Benn's “MNew Model Army’; ther
remarks will hurt the leaders of the Social
Democratic Party (SOP} far more than any
review In a journal of the far left. The ques-
tion is: are Crick and Wootton cormect (o
dismizss Mz Willlams in 30 summary a
fashion? Yes and no.

Oin the level of ideas, the book 15 a melamnge
of tumeless reformist aspirations and bank-
rupd palitcal ideology. The tensian iz well-
expressed in comparing Ms Williams® twao
herocs: the dead theorist Tawney and the hiv-
ing pragmatist Dahrendacl. The resuls iz gib-
berish: some of it well-meant, some of it
strmsber.

It s on the level of pragtice that the 3DP
enterprise s more original, Previous Labour
revisionism has taken one of 1wo forms. Ram-
say Macdonald led a large section of the
Parliamentary Labour Party into alliance
wilh the Tories leaving the party erippled o
years while its ersiwhile leaders argued ex-
plicitly. for the maintenance of capitalism
despite  the large-icale poverty, mass
unemployment and naked exploiation which
characterised Britain in the 1930s.

In the 1950s, & theoretical revision was at-
tempted by Sirachey, Crosland and Gaitskell
which culminated in the unsuccesstul atiemp
to remave Clanze Four from the Labaur Party
consiiution. Hypnotised by the economic
boom, Crosland and his comrades argoed thai
capitalism had solved mosr of its probleme:
unemploymeni was a nighimare ol the past;
cimsses, in the classical senke, no longer ex-
isted; and ‘mankind was poised on the
threshald of abundance’. In such & situation
there was clearly neither room nar necessiy
for socialiom.

The originalily of Jeakins, Willilams and
their [riends lies in their atiempt (o combine
these {wo approaches. They do not wish to go
aver to Thalcher as that would be the shoriesi
step to political extinction. Since Thatcher is
neither a Disraeli nor a Baldwin, the next bast
thing is 1o create a political parey in which the
ghosts of the twa Tory patriarchs can mingle
with their present-day admirers, The aim of
the SDP is not simply tosplit the Labour Par-
1y but the Tories as well, It is on the Imter
point that the owners of capilal are seriously
divided: the almesi unanmimous suppori for
the SDP in the media should nat lead us 10
assume that the City of London wants a split
in the Conservative Parly.

When | started reading Ms Wilkams' book
I hoped that there would be o least the Micker-
ings of one or two new ideas with which 1o
engage. | was disappointed. There are few
paragraphs in the entire book that could not
have been penned by Edward Heath. The
book is a hymn of praise to the consen.us
which hes dominated postwar politics in Bri-

BY TARIQ ALI

tain.

Thaicher. ar least, undersinnds thar con-
sensus politics cannot work in canditions of
mas: pnemploymen) and social erisis. The
‘Limehouse Declararion seeks 1o institation-
alise the srorus guo with thess profound
words: ‘o0 maintain a healthy public sector
witliout  frequent  frontier changes,” Ms
Williams® bouk is & "sincere’, ‘nice”, "honest’,
‘well-meaning”, aempt 1o defend this in-
defensible proposition while maintaining the
ambiguiiics which dominmed the lnunching
of the SDP. On external politics Ms Williams
and friends are merely the human face of
Thatcherism. They arc commiiled (o
sirengrhening caphalisim in Eurape; they are
in favour of Britain maintaining nuckear
weapons and playing & leading role in NATO
and they nrgue passionately For giving more
mancy 1o the Third World — in order o pre-
venl social revolutions.

We can well ask ‘so what's new?)” Was 1l
necessary (o leave the Labour Parry 1o argue
for such policies? Are mot Denis Healey, Koy
Hattersiey and thewr supponess putimg lor-
wiard similar arguments? True they have to
pay a price. Healey has 1o be seen on plar-
forms &t mass demonstrations againsg
unemplaymeni; Hatlersley has 1o wear a clath
cap and join the Peaple's March when it
passes through Birmingham; John Silkin has
o pretend that he is on the left. But these are
trifles and can surcly be lorgouen when
Labowr i back in office. Shirley Williams,
Roy Jenkins and David Owen have no fun-
damentel differences with the Labour right
wing currently organised in the Labour
Salidanty Campaign excepl on iwoe guestions;
trade unions and the EEC.

“The unigns are (oo pewerful!® screnm the
Tories and the Liberals. "We agree’, reply Ms
Willams and co. It is the fear of an organised
working class which drives the righl wing
gway from the Labour Party. The fear 15
understandable. Whar i invalved hers ks nod
the subjective desires or intentions of extreme
right-wing irade union leader A or lefi-wing
trade union leader B, bul the objective posi-
tlan of the trade unions in contemporary
British soviely. They represent Lhe single most
imporiani democratic gain of the working
class,

Shirley Willams® ‘public interest’ 15 an ui-
terly bogus concept. Bourgeois commentators
more as{ute then she have no problems in ad-
mitting that it is the interests af private capital
which determine the policles af successive
governments. And the organisational strength
of the unions is an obstacle 1o Capital,

The great femr which the SDP current
reflects is that a new Labour government
would be under very heavy pressure to in-
stitute @ number of socialist messures. The
Alrernative Economic Straiegy s not a
strategy for socialism (it is many years behind
the official plarform of Allende's Socialist
Party), but it would undoubtedly create a fur-
ther polarisation betwesn Labour and Capital
il implemented.

Ms Williams® latest supporier, Sue Slip-
man, is not 8 foolish as is commanly alleged

because she has joined the SDP. Right-wing
‘Eurocommuniem® and ithe SIHP shareadread
of the "ulirn-left’ in the Lebour Pury. Skp-
man and her friends fear & military coup inthe
event of & Labour governmenlt trying 1a imple-
ment any rodicnl measures. In such an even

junlity, they inguire {naive souls thai they
are), would it ot be 2 Delfsr (0 presared
bourgcais democracy? The SDPF s their
‘historic compromise’ with the most radical
defenders of ihe Enghsh bourgemise,

In her osrich-like desperution 1o wvoid the
conflict between opposted aocial forces,
Shirley Willsmie pielers 1o ignore (he
polarisation which is wking plce in Briom
taday. To ascribe Benn's popularky 1o the
ik il e is a “gilied lioe® or 3 “demagogue’
or whatever insults arc bandicd about in ihe
salons of the rich may satisfy the complacent.,
The lacis are somewhai differeni, In a
political situation where the interesis of the
ruling ¢lass are deéfended with manic zeal by a
leader such as Margarsl Thatcher, the only
figure in the Labour Party who appears
dymamic and capable of resisting the Tory
onslaught is Tony Benn, That is why his sup
port transcends the narrow (onfines of the
constituency Labour partics (importam
though these are) and exiends into the fac-
tories and the ranks of the unemploved.
Benn's programme has its imitations, but the
combination of mdical democracy and social
reformism i= stronger than anything Ms
Williams has 1o offer,

Polirics Ir Far People is an unfortunare ti-
the as the whole volume, despite ils psendo-
democratic rhetoric and its talk of decentral-
isarion, is limered with the most groas defence
of elitism, With the help of Immanuel Kant,
we are told: “Out of the crooked timber of
humanity, no straight thing can ever be
made." Thoie who think otherwise, like Troi-
shyists, are uncurable romantics. nay, latver-
day Utopians. Why?! Because they believe thai
perfect revalutions are possible with
‘imperfect’ human beings. The logic is ob-
vipus: if human beings are ‘imperfect’ thena
tiny band of ‘perfect’ people will pur things
right. The old Fabisn concepts come out with
a vengeance. Why then, may we ask, did such
an hanest person choose such a dishonest
title? Two alternatives come 1o mind: Palities
Iy For Us or the ilightly more provocalive Mo
Clerer For The Yobboes.

One of the few arguments advanced in the
book against revalutionary Marxiss is chat
they are against pluralism n the economy and
therefors, deapile what they say, they musi be
against pluralism in the political sphere. The
notion is false on every count. The capitalist
econamy is not ‘pluralistic’ in the real senie of
the ward. The stme caplinfisi sectors of all
capitalist economies are subordinated 1o the
needs of private capital on the domestic and
international level. The working class, the
Inrgest socinl cinss in the country, under nor-

mal circumstances has no control of any see- _% _.
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Secondly it i5 simply not the case thal a
‘mixed economy’ is o guarantor of democralic
rights, The German state from 1933-44 was a
‘mined evonomy' par excéllence. A prolo-
Keynesian state seclor co-exisied happily with
a private sector which doubled and quadrupl-
ed its profits as the Nazi regime ensured that
the only pluralism that existed was confined 1o
the concentration camps.

Thirdly, we would insist tha: only socialis
revalutions will permil the eslablishment of
far-reaching forms of direct democracy on a
scale never befare seen on this continent. Such
2 revalution will only be possible if the vast
majority of workers teke their destiny in their
own hands. Marx and Engels declared in the
Commmunist Manifesto that the emencipation
of the working class can only be accomplished
by the working class itsclf. Lenin developed
this thoughi further and, afier much empirical
study, insistcd (hat the workers would need a
palitical party to help win the final victaries
against a ruling class which was well-
organised politically and militarily.

Shirley Williams artempis to reconstruct
the ideas of & dilapidaied Fabian theocracy in
order to tell us that *human nature” rules and
an ‘enlightened” elite is crucial. Unable 1o win
many in her former party 1o these ideas she
naw casts her net even further, The game is by
no means over, There will be many mare sur-
prises in store for eversone before the decade
ir over, bur the diluted rhetoric of Politics s
For People is of little use far the ruling class.
It needs something mare vigorous. We would
venture o predict that many in the SDP will
denounce this baok as being loo conlamin-
ated with ‘left” ideas in the years that follow,

THE ROAD TO GDANSK

BY DAVY JONES

By Daniel Singer

Daniel Singer: The Roud ro Cidfansk, Manthly
Review Press. [3

The méassive revoll of 1he Polish workers kihe
hest advertisement for soclalism in vears. Al
lass warkers throughout the world can glimp-
o an aliernative 1o capitalism and Stalinis
totalnranean, Daniel Singer’s message
The Rowd to Geansk is one af hope: the confi-
dent beliel thmt more than 25 years affer
Stalin®s death the monodith that he created
MAY Sodn be cracked by the workers of easiern
Eurape

Singer's book wis almosd finlshed befare
the Polish strike wave lasi August dramatic
ally confirmed his thesis. He begins with @
study ol arguably the mosi famaus writer in
the wordd, Alexander Solrhenitsyn. and the
impact of his work, He polemicises with those
who dismiss Solzheniisyn because af his in-
disputably reactionary outlook

Singer argues that the only way (o con
framt Soleheniisyn®s message thar revolution
lends 1o 1he concentration camp is 10 under-
stund why it is so devastaingly subrversive

Other
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within ihe Sowviet Lnion. The reason is thal
within his wriing there are passages of un-
palatable truth about the horrors perpetrated
in the name of socialism which thresten the
whole Stalindst edifice

In his gszay on the Soviet Union Singer
pullines the limiations of (he changes in-
troduced by Khroschey afier Stalin's death,
and ihe contrasting “grey days of Arerhney
fsm’ Beneath the surface howgver contradic
tions are slowly working themselves out,
Russia s increasingly a coumiry of town
dwellers — the rural population has declined
fram 57 per cenl ol the population in 1953t
1R per cent in 1979, Meanwhibe the working
class has grown from 30 10 78 miltion.

But after the repemsd fmilure of the
coonomic plans and the steady decline in
labour produsimwily 24 per cemt im the
1950 dawn 1 3,4 per cent in the late 1970k —
Kusaia is now heading vownnds zero growih
Sl g peerpective threatens 1o undermine the
geonomic hisis for the political quicscence of
the Rusyinn wintkers

Singer 15 criticnl of the opposition move-
migiis in easlern Europe for their Twilure wo
develop o rounded progect linked 10 the con
crete mecds ol the working <lass, Bahros
vision in The Alrernaiive v defcient ot in s
analysis of the defects of eauern Europe bul
his, proposed agents of change. Singer Argucs
that the decisive role Hes mot wilth the in-
welligen tsm bl with the warking cluss, and be
s his atiention 1o the Polish workers®
revolt of 1970 as the harbinger of future pro-
press,

While the riots were bloodily repressed the
awesome power of the Palish workers ousted
Gomulka and forced on the new Gierek
regime a big rise in the workers” Living stan-
dards in the early 19708, When Glerek clumsi-
Iy tricd io raise prices himself in 1976 he
received a speedy and ominous rebuff from
the confident Polish workers. And inthe same
vear the intellectual dissidents recrganised to
form KOR luying the basis for the worker/in-
tellectual alliance that was w prove insur-
mountable (o Gierek last summer

Singer can be excused for understaling the
enarmous  significance of  fast  August’s
Gudansk agreements in his  hastily-written
postseript. Only now can their foll meaning be
grasped. For the first time in sastern Europe
the vast majority of the adull population — 10
million workers, 2 million small Tarmers, as
well as siudents and intelleciuals — arc
organised independently from the iron grip of
thie party/state bureaucracy More disturb-
ing still far the Stalindst rulers af the Saviet
Umon and eastern  Europe, powerful
democratising currents have emzrged within
the Communist Pary iisell, o third of
whiose members are active withn. Solidarity
Afver Gomulka and Gierek's broken promises
they are determined to introduce structoral
reforms 1o make the pany leaders accoun-
table,

But the last year was the casy parl,
Solidarity's mass movement will increasingly
have 10 tackle the thornicst problem of all: can
the present sysiem and ruling party be reform-
#d or must they be replaced by a new higher
form of socialisi democracy. Resolving this
question will require all the courage, mgenwiny
and class consciousness that the Polish
workers already vividly displayed.




BY MARIE-JO SERRIE

R W Johnson: Pie Long Mook .af the Frenck
Lefr, Macmillan Press, 1981, £8.95

R W lohnson's conclusion in Tiw Lowe
Miarchy of the Freneh Left iy thal b the Leni
cauld not kesp hape alive s long march might
well bevome a mairch withoan an end®. His
asseasmeni s correct but has been overlaken
by history. The wave of enthusiasm which
broke all over France on the announcement of
Socialist Party (PS) leader Francoi: Mi-
fergnad s win in the presidential elections this
vear iy a clear mark of what Mitterand himsel [
in his inaugural speech an the Elvsée called “ihe
victary ol hope',

Johnson's boak s exiremely inmeresting
and well-informed. il exprmaave. The sk he
sty himsel N s ambitious bul necessary if ong s
1o underaand the present pelivies| siopanion in
France: toanalyse the reasons for 1he break-
up of the Union of the Leflt and 1o assess the
prospects of ity future re-cmergence, The Tirst
kection rEsds as i brilliant cssay presenting the
reader with a Tew well-chosen and well-
portrayed “scenes of France' [rom the sweep
img victory of the lef in the 1977 municipal
elections to the bitter image of the rio police
savagely atacking striking steelworkers with
the Communist Party (PCT) nnable 10 do
pravthing bul restrain the wictims For the
author, this is symbobic of the falure of the
Linien af the Lefi

Johnson  presents s with o detailed
political history of France since ihe lasi time
the left was in office: the ‘triparite’ govern-
meni af 1944-7, in which the SFIO (1he Moré
runner of the PS) parocipated (ogether with
the PCF and 1he bourgeois MRP, ta which de
Caulle belonged a1 the time. His insighifnl
journey  through the pasi hghlights the
chegquered history of the workers’ parhies,
their internal struggles and the consequences
for their political lines, the well-orchestrared
campaign 1o expel the PCF from government,
and the evolution of the major unions in the
post-war period, He aba provides a clear in-
sight into de Caulle®s role in the creation of
‘Gaallism® and ihe way n which the kN was
excluded from power in the Fifth Repubhe,

It is Fascinating o race thraugh
Johnson's account, (he careers of all the “new’
names in Minerand’s <abing: the role ol
Maurov, today the Prime Minister, in the
evolution of the presem balance of political
positians within the PS; the minisiry of Dei-
ferre, multi-millonaire mayor af Marsedlles
and a renowned right-winger within the party.
in the Fourth Republic government of Guy
Mollet: the defection of Bocard from the lef
tigt PSU 1o join the PS5 ar the "Assives du
Socialisme' striking a deal with Niuerand
which allowed Mitterand to expel the lef-
wing CERES group lIrom the leadership of the
party a1 the Pau Congress in January 1973

Today, CERES leader Chevénement fs
Minister of Technplogy amd Rescarch while
Rocard, his right-wing nival. i Mmister of
State Planning. Savary, also a greal opponeni
of the PCF, and ai one time chimmuted [mom
the leadership by Miticrand, 15 now Minksier
af Education while Michel Crepeau, whiose
victory in the leadership elections of the Leli

LONG MARCH

ey | ipeewss

FRENCH LEFT

— RWJOHNSON —

Radwals (MEG) is onnbysed by Johmson, w
Mimisier of the Environmem

Despite his efforts (o present his
abjecuve purveyor of fact, Johnson s secount
reveals his own blases, He b dismibssive in his
preseptation of Lthe far lel 1 ™s view it the PLE
bBeary & grave reaponsibiliny for failing 1o op-
pase the disarming of the ‘maguisards’ in
1945 and Tor pot iaking power m, 1968 when
the opportunity wias there. Johnson argues
that the PCF was heing realistic while the
‘gauchisies” were enher badly informed or
irmeaponsible, a charge Familiar 10 all revo-
lutionaries; indeed, even his use af the rerm
‘gauchistes", which v the reflormest lefi’s
derogarory [abal Tor the revalutionariss (1he
Enghvh eqguivalent would be “the wiira-lefi'),
ploces hien frmly, o nol wnertically, m the
reformist camp.

As lor the further charge againsg the PCI
that it broke wnily in 1978, here Jahpson ad-
mits that W iy guite true bui dedes thal the
reqson lay i the party’s unwillimgness or in-
abality io 1ake office; rather it was a lcical
matter of internal quarrels within the Palit-
burean (Marchms having 10 prove (o Leroy
that he was ot a sof opponent 1o Miterand)
and alarm at the growing influence enjoyed by
the PS.

e af the great strengths of Johnson™s
book s the section in which he presems a
serkouy sociological account of waling pal-
terns over Lthe last MNive years and shows how
the bullding of the new FS out of the nuns ol
the SFID, and the emergence of Mitcrand’s
own brand of leadership, has had imponant
electoral consequences for the PUF even
though 1t has not effechively threstened the
latter's organsational hold on the working
class or its industrial mplaniation

Johnson's broad conclusion 1s that only
left unity can consolidate (he gains of the lost
decade; hut the unity he advocaies is not the
unmity in strugele fought for by revolufionaries
but a narrower electoral and paolcy umity, The
book was completed before the May presiden-
tinl clections and some of the pessimism of its
conclusion has been overtaken by evenis,
Despile the PCF's crackdown an opposition
in its own ranks afier 1978 and the clashing

Inrernmmionsl July 1991 15

ambitions and trapectories of the vanoos var
rienls imside the 19
ically and scutely reviewod by the auitlum
the cleviions love ended whith o Sociglivg in che
Elyses. ar Comminist voten followed the
direction (0 vote Miutteramd w0 the sevomd
rowirml il thear beaders Bad gaeds o el
tantly,

Bl ahe Tocd ohai Frooee los soiced ke
depile (he absence of @ common compaien
does not disprove Johnson's central thesis; it
merely  demoraiimies  the degali ol e
warkers” destre 1o be rid of Giiscand, The e
ol ibe kel depemds q,ll,l._l.l”_ﬁ. pmy whether vnny
van be gchieved gnd on what icrmes

But even ol the POF, shnken By Marchas”
poar showmg n May, acceprs Muorand’s
lllll[ll'l lermes Jor @ commaon CHIMPINER i e
hegisfmve glecuonys seheduled for June; even
iT, @ is highly likely 10 the horror of the right,
France’s el govgrraneil i londes PUF
mupslers, Ihe guestion rescans: will Ma
terand s povernment fallow the road of the
1948 coalition and aof all ihe olber socml
demoscraln puvernmEenis m {'IIIH[I'I.' 1oday
the road of ausieiily apans the working
class® This sl guestion will by amswered by
the sirengih of another kind of unity: the uni-
Iv in siraggle of the working class for whch
the French Trobkyists, whose history g
whems are so absemt from Johnson's boak,
have been campaigning throaghout the lasi
live years

Baith ol wihneh pre cri-

Pluto ‘h Press

Anne Bottomley, Katharine Gieve
Gay Moon Angela Weir

The Cohabitation

Handbook
A Women's Guide to the Law

A praclical guide to tha law for
women who are living with someana
wilhou! baing married. it deals with
tha rights of cohabitants to thair
shared home and to protection from
wiolence In il. It shows how cohabita-
tion affects income lax, accass 1o
stale benefils, maintenancea, in-
surance. joinl accounts. It describas
the rights of unmarried parents in
relation to their children, their obliga-
tions ol support and rights to benefit
1l describes what happens on the
death ol a cohabitant

The aulhors are lawyars and
membars of the Rights of Women
collective

£3 95 pbk




Phoos

I Tenement in Blackhill, Glasgow
2 Inierval House for Batiered Women,
Gorbals, Glasgow
3 Tea break, Blacksmith shop,
Giovan shipvard

BY GEORGE KEREVAN

spolland is o foreign country, The pubs <ty
open all duy, Currency is different. The Daliy
Mirrpr is nol circulated. No one has heard of
Whiisun. The only Shakespeare you do in
schoal is Macheth, And 25 per cenl of The clec-
lorate fovour immediate independence from
Englund.

For ihe Lefi, ignornce of Scolland is
compounded by & myth straight From the wit-
ches' ennldron in Muocheth — ‘Seotland s
mare milliani (han England’. Yeslerday! (he
Red Clyde, John Maclesn and the Glasgow
general sirke of 1919, Today: the hoge
Labour vale and the Lee Jeans sccupalion
The myih is balanced by an apocalvptic view
ol a wholly righl-wing Scottish Nalhonal Party
{5MP), behind which lurks a new Scois
bourgeoisie grown fat on Naorth Sea all pro-
Tits.

Bul in 1981 aeither a vague Feeling that
Seofland has quaint cultural differences nor s
myatical Taith in Scols mililancy are sulTicient
fo understand 1bhe political processes at woark
norib of the barder. The heroie symbol of the
Lee Jeans occupation cannal hide the historic
defeai for ihe west of Scotland shop stewards
movemen! in the pathetic collapse of Talbot
Linwood. Inskde ihe SNP, a lefi-wing
sirengibened by the arrival of Jim Sillars, is
challenging for the leadership with ealls Tor
civil disobedéenoe and Welsh-siyle strikes.

To undersiand these desvelopments, we
offer o quick consumer guide on what-io-read
in those odd moments beiween work/
meelingssleep,  (Insompiacs  will have a
distinet advaniage. )

MNatlonalism and devolution

Sacialists and the New Rise of Scorrish Na-
tonativm by Meil Williamson (Boddle of ey
supplement 1o Red Weekly, February 1977).

Best, if all 1oo brief, analysis from a revolu-
tionary marxisi vicwpoini. Scottish nation-
alism is seen not a5 a plot by oil-rich bankers,
nor the result of economic deprivation, but as
the response of a new Scots middle class 1o the
political erisis of posi-imperial Britain. The
failure of Wilson and Callaghan drew in the
skilled workers behind them. Arguing that
socialists should suppart (he campaign for an
Assembly, Willlamson wrole

“In Scotland today it 15 necessary to link up

with this profound desire for change, no mat

ter how confused and ambiguous 115 expres-
§ion... As long as the mass of the population
remain cammitted 1o bourgeos demoeracy, it
is inevitable that their demands Tor change
will be ariiculaled throwgh the Torum of 2
Seattish Assembly. .. Chur aim is bo ecncourags
and promote the masses o relate o (he
Assembly, using their own self-arganisation.
their own collective weight, their awn palitical
organkations, and through this Lo cncourags
the maximum distrust in practice of constio-
lonalism and electoralsm’.

The Break-Up of Britain by Tom Nairn {(MLB,
1977, £7.50)

Described by Nell Williamson as *bnllant im
pressionism’, (his remains the only major
marxisi aitempi 1o explain the rise of Scottish
nationalism az part of an international pro-
pess, The uneven development of world
capitalism forces national bourgeoisies to
madernize their economies, but this can only
be done by mobilising *their” working classes
and intelleciuals around @ nationalist
ideology. Bul where does socialism fit i,
Tom?

Intermat Coloniolism by Michacl Hechicr
(Routledge, 1575, [3.95).

Massively mNuental on the Scoltish na
tionalist Left, Hechter claims that Ircland,
Wales and Scotland were inrernally colonized
by imperialist Englend. True for Ireland and
Wales, bt the Scots rullag class freely entered
the union of 1707 (0 get a slice of (he English
imperialisi cake. Scoiland is no more an op-
pressed nation than Canada or Australia.

The Folitics of Nationalisn and Devolution
by Henry Drucker and CGorden Browns
{Longman, 1980, [3.95)

Curlous damp squib from two Scotiish
Labourites who have Nigured prominently in
the fight 1o get the party to-hanour its devalu-
tion commitment. Their reason: lor the
failure of devolution: fear of the expense and
the burcavcracy. This is possibly irue for
Edinburgh lawyers but hardly for the working
class voters: the majority of those voting sup-
ported Home Rule. The fallure of the referen-
dum lay rather (1) in the rule that 40 per cent
af those cligible io vote must vote ves, which
the Labour Left imposed as a wrecking
device. And (2) in the general working class
feeling that devolution divarced from socialist
policics was not immediaiely relevani fo
Fighting off the impending arrival of mass
unemployment. However, afier two years of
Thatcher, opinian polls show a massive 85 per

cenl of the electorate in favour of an
Assembly with full powers (o deal with
unemployment.

Dirucker and Brown imply thar any futtire
devedurion I3 dependent oo o complelc
averhaul of the British consuiution, Certamnly
the roots of support for Home Rule bie in the
crsis of ihe rl.‘ll']l'-dﬁﬂ'hﬁl.lid I'I.'I.”.ﬂi. blec. Bt
devolution will ol be hrowghi showl by the
legalistic drafiers of cver more sophisticared
comstitutions. The geni¢ of praportional
represcniation and growing popular disen-
chantmenl with Thatcher will thiow e in
itiative into (he hands of the Scottish masses,
Which 15 why revolubionanes musl continue
ta support the call for a Scotiish Assembly
free o derermine its awn powers.

The Scattish labour mevement

Na Mean Fighter by Harry McShane (Pluto,
1978, £3.95%)

Anecdotal biography of a militant ninety
vears voung and still an active, revolutionary.
The book provides a fascinating account of
ihe Red Clyde duning the First Workd War, the
unemployment struggles of the thirties and
Harry's break with the CP in the fillies bu
itseli exhibits the syndicalist weakness of
Clydeside militancy: the Labour Party hardly
gels 4 mention

Revoll on the Civde by Willie Gallache:
{Lawrence & Wishar, 1978, £2.75).

As readable a5 Harold Robbins, and as fic-
uonal, this 5 &8 reprnnl of Gallecher's 196
memair of his leadership of the Clyde chap
stewards during and after the Great War, A
clagsic Stalinist rewrite of histary, Gallacher
poses a3 o comrade of John Maclean, while in
reality he expelied the Maclkan groep from
the Clyde Workers' Committee when they de-
nounced his refusal wooppose the war in prac
tice. The book contains the famous ulira-left
assessment of the 1819 Glasgow general
strike: "We could easily have persuaded the
saldiers 10 come ot and Glasgow would have
been ours.” But only a few monlhs earlier the
Cicrman shop siewards launched a real upris-
ing in similar circumsiances which ended in
massacre and the murder of Bost Luxem-
bourg. The olation of the syndicalii-led
Clyde siewards from the mess of workers who
had just voted for Lioyd George demanded
united-front politics — not an insurrcclion in
one ciiy which would have been drowned in
blood.
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Jaha Maelean by MNan Milion (Pluto, 1973,
L3500 [fn rhe Rapids of Revolution by John
Maclean (Allison & Bushy, 1978, £3.30).

Maclean's doughter Man provides a first class
political biography of the real revolulionary
from Scotland, where a mixmre of Calvims
thearstical culfure and the immigration of the
oppressed Irish and Highlanders created ler-
tile ground lor marxism to penetraie the
{eadership of the labour movemnent. Kead in
o njunq,'ull,"ll: with Maclean's fragmentary
writings, it reveals his scute perception of the
syndicalist weakness af the early CF. In the
contexi of the Irish War of Independence,
Maclean's espousal of Scottish republicanism
cin be séen a< a brilllant, il limited, attempt o
open pp A popular revolutionary alternative.
His failure lny nod af all in his pationalism b
in his inability to relate o the emergence of
the Labour Party as & mass force and his ex
plicit rejection af the united fromt (actic.

General hislories

The Rausirng af the Scoitish Warking Class by
1D Young (Croom Helm, 1979, £9.95).

Artempted Scors version of EP Thompson's
monumental Moking of the Eaglish Warking
Class, by ardent left-wing nalionalist. Spoiled
by iis devotion both 1o Thompsen's populism
and to the idea thar Scotland ix an internal
colony

A History ef the Scoiiish Peaple, 15601830
by TC Smioul (Fontana, 1975, L£1.95).

A professional andi-Marcist liberal, Smout s
the leading historian in Scotland. This com-
mercially successful and  highly  readable
history-from-below & Scotland without the
Kings and Queens,

A Hisrary af Searland by 11 Mackie {Pelican,
2nd edition 1978, £1.500.

Swandard politicel history, but mawkish
1owards the end: *Scotland is proud thai she
gave Lo the steadfas King George VI the brave
Queen who stood by him in the evil day." Ac-
wally, Scotland  resolutely  ignored  the
Jubilee.

Scontish Capitalion edited by Tony Dickson
{Lawrence & Wishar, 1980, £9.50). The CP's
version of Scottish history in a series of poited
esgavs, with o paperback odition on the way,
The book should have rescued us from the
emors. of the above-mentioned bourgecis
historans: insicad i falls inlo the non
Marxiu trap of assuming Scotland 1o be an

essentially unchanged national eatity siret-
ching down from Roman times. The chaples
by John Fosier, keader of the S1alinist wing o
the Glﬂiﬂw{_'f', tells us that Scodiesh national
conscloneness was founded i tenth cenfury
resistance to Vikings. As a resuli, the book has
rrouble explainmg  why  nationalism  has
emerged with a bang in Laie Capdahsm, €X-
cept in fatuous terms af twentieth ceniury
resisiance I London Dursaicrats.

Perniciously, the invention of a limeless,
clasiless  Scottish  nationality provides
idealogical sustenance for the Scottish CP's
perennial hunl far sameone with whom (o
make an anti-monopoly alliance. (Wilness
ISt ver s Seottish TUC-sponsared Assembly
on |_.pl-1i-\.,"|l1"'lil_!§'llll"lll 1o which the STUC s CF
jeadersing invited the Scottish Tory Party).
The Timal chapler of Scatrich ruj:'i.'ﬂ'llll.':fln'. an
uncritical hvmn of praise 10 the CP's long
time (but eroding) controd of the Seots trade
pnion machinery, comains the priceless gem
that there has never been any rank and file op-
position o the palicies of the 5 TLIC. Passibly
nel from the Torkes,

I-.n e ||hi|." I hl !h,lll“l,’

An Avaromy of Scoriish Capiralion by 1 Scan
and M Hughes (Croom Helm, 1980, C10.95)

Powerful empirical study which definitively
proves there is-a distinet Scottish bourgeoisic
Scotland is one of the mosi capilal-rich coun-
pries in the world but it"s all invested abroad
Scoitond 1980 cdited by [ Mackay () Press,
1977, £2.40), ldealogues al the new Scoltish
bourgeoisie (el us how independent capitalist
Scottand will fare provided it curbs the umons
ard slays in NATO.

Wha Ownsy Scorlend by John McEwen
(Palvgan, 1981

Justly famous expasé of how much of

Scotland is in the hands of the muhinatonals
and the arisiocracy: for example Willie
Whitelaw “owns' Stirlingshire, The over

crowded (owns leave most of whal is the nor-
thern rivird of Britain free for grouse shooting.
COne day the growse will have their revenge,

Women s oppression

Scourivr Womany Place By E Hunter.
(ELISPR, 1978).

Useful guide 1o the distnel legal and
economic sitnatdon of women in Scotland,

Photos by
Larry Herman

where petty bourgeois Calvinism and the
‘hard man' ethic ol lumpen pralciarian
Glasgow combine (o produce a particularly
anpleasan| Moo Hismo. For regular coverage
aof the women's movement in Scotlund see (he
eacellen boval Temmist jourmal Afsnrind,

Fiction

If mentally exhausied by all of the above, ry
some of the pood modern Scots novels. Nog
necessarily bef-wing bur have o Teeling lor the
place and times: A Groes Tree in Ceddes and
The Wind Shifts by Alan Sharp, Docherry by
William Mclllvanney; fix Colours They are
Fime, n brollpont recredison of Scols ﬂfl-l'-ﬂ‘:
Lovallst memtaliy by Allan Spence; Fram
Seenes Like These by Gordon Willlams: The
Degr Green Blace by Archie Hind

Journals

Finally, as o means of keeping up with current
Leots political debae, read The Bulletin of
Seasrish Poditics (£1.25) edited by Tom MNaim
which provides a plalform lor socialist sup-
porters af sedf-doermination, inchedhng the
MO and an international Farum for Marsisi
theories of pationalism through good English
translations of Buropean wrnimgs, The firsi
iszue even contains a riposte from Narp (o 8
Well Willamsan anbcle in Tnrernanional.
Alternalelv praised and damned as a Scortish
New Lefi Meview, the Bulenia is the 1'|I1|.y
seripus left publication in Scotland. .. Which
sAys @ lod aboul how far the lefi has still ta
rravel in undersianding Alba Soisialach

Baoaks menitoned in this puide can be ob-
taimed from Eirst of May Bookstop, 43
Candlemaker Row, Edinburgh. (phone:
03i-225 2612). Excepr where Baoks are
puly puddished in doedbock, the price
gqueted 5 for the paperback eclithorn
SI‘H}SI'N[KIH-'I information for Msprint:
Clare Gorven, 12 Halmore Si, Edir-
burgh; for The Bulledln of Scortish
Politics: 58 Cueens S5, Edinfurgh,
Further reading guides of this kind are
planned for Twiure isswes of fmicrne-
tional. Supgestions for further topics
will be welcomed; s will offers 1o con-
tribaite guldes, reviews or review articles.
Flease write in: Reviews Editor, fnrerme-
Hongl, PO Box 50, London N1 2XP.
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AFTER ZIMBABVVE

Alex Callinicos: Sowrkera Afrive afrer Sim-
babwe, (Pluto Presi, 1981, £2.95), Review of
African Political! Ecomomy No 18 (198],
£1.50)

The siate that emerged in Zmbabwe afier the
ZAMU-Patritic Front election wictory al
February 1980 has surprised many on both
left and right. Tory racists predicied that the
government of the “terrorist Mugabe' would
preside over a whaleaale exodus of whites, the
collapse of the economy and a period of anar-
chy and retribution.

Many an the left 100k rhetorie for realny
and saw the resull as heralding a rransition 1o
socialism. A year later events have conlirmed
neither et of Tears or hopes. The aew regime
eased itsell into the driving sear with the ap-
parcnuly unguestioning  assisiance of s
former baltleleld opponents and the uneasy
aid of the Soames-directed British team that
had spent the election camMpRIED MARCEWYTINE
10 prevent its victary,

Twa substantial chalienges have been mel
head on and apparenty squashed by the new
government. One came immediately after its
election from a warking class long cowed by
repression and now hoping 1o gain some of the
fruits of independence. A series of strikes
swept through the main towns and mdustoies,
Most were around wage demands alithough
some made a more fondamenial challenge 10
long-resented while managerial authority

There was however no nabiondl o
ordination of these actions able 1o lead a Night
for the government (o come clean on i1s pro-
mises and implement & programme of change
in the interests of the working masses. This
made it casy lor Mugabe's feam to condemn
the strikes as a challenge 1o stability and pro-
specis of renewed éconamic developmeni.
The palice and existing legal lramework were
usted 1o crush the mrike wave. New legal
minima were esiablished which gave increases
only to the very lowest paid and actually gave
some employers an excuse for lowering wages

The second challenge ssmmered continual-
ly from the preelection period when the
former guerrilla armies were rounded up into
a series of encampments under the effective
control of their former opponents., It found i
ficroest expression in the fighting in Bulawavo
earlier thiz year between the ex-ZIPRA and
ex-ZANLA elements. This was a product ol
the pent-up frustration of freedom fighters
whose role in defeating the Smith/Muozorewa
regime appearcd (0 have been forgotien by the
ROVETRMEn].

Ii was unforiunately expressed in a vicious
factian fight whose main victims were local
civilians: this played straight into the hands of
the government by further increasing their
tsalation from (he rest of the papulation.

The npew book of Alex Callinicos,
designaied a sequel to his previous work with
John Rogers, Sourhern Africe afier Soweio
(Pluio 1977), deals in l1z first parn with some

BY JOHN BLAIR

af these developments. s detailed concentru-
tion an these developments and on Lhe recent
evolution of the South African staie and reac-
tion by blacks makes it far more useful than
the previous wark which. ranging over (he én-
tire sub=continent, was hiny and oficn wrong.
Callinicos gives a broadly accuraie descrip-
tion af the negotiations, elections and firs %
months of ZANU rule. He focusses on the
electoral commitment 1o sacialism and subse
quent evelution to best defender of the status
quo. Panicularly strong is lns explanation of
how the ZANL model for the fuiure means
the elimination of democratic participation,
competing political parties  and  any
AULONGTILS MRS OTganisalion: .

Linfartunately the attempt 1o locate these
events theoreiically scarcely goes bevond one
gquotation from Lunembourg's Reform ar
Revoiurion. It would have been more useful to
have placed the Zimbabwean experiénce
within the whole coniext of African na-
tionalism over the past 20 years.

ZANL 1% by no means the firss arganizarion
to combine socmbist rhetorie during the struggle
for independence, and ¢ven for many years
afierwards, with policies that deepen integ
ration inta the capitalia world. This is
especially charactenstic of movements that
have engaged in armed siruggle which entailed
more than simply verbal support from the
masses. Contrary Lo assumptions made in
much academic writing of the carly 1505 (s
wiis by o mieans 4 guarantes of amovement's
socialist credentinks.

It would have been particularly useful 1o
have compared ZAMNL with its peers in
Angola and Mozambique, and (o have
developed some conclusions around the im-
portant comment made at the end of the book
gbout South Africa: *‘There is a danger tha
concentration exclusively on the organization

of armed strogghe will lead 1othe creatnon of @
guernilla army thas operaies as & military elije
alienated from the mass of the populaton.”

The point. however, needs o be refined
In Angola and Mazambigue it 5 clear that
guerrilla cadre have sloned rapidly inte pos-
itions in the new siate. What leaves the situa-
tion in Zmbabwe remporarily a good deal
more open is that the majority of freadam
fighters responsible for the ZANU victory are
still in encampments policed by their farmer
opponents with ihe colliborstion of (hen
leaders.

For the past five years the Review af
African Palitical Economy has been the most
stimulating and politically useful English
language journal on the affairs of the cont-
inent, Its latest edition deals overwhelmingly
with £Zimbabwe apd, as usual, combines cam-
ment on contemporary develgpments with
hstorcal armlysis. Luke Malaba's piecs on
African Lobour ootlines the machansmes ol
its control from the 19305 to 1970s and poses
series of questinns abaout the possible develop-
maenl of working class organisations indepen-
dent of the nationalisl movement

Cliffe, Mpofu snd Munslow provide an
extremely interesting accaunt of ihe ) 980 elec-
tions. Panicolarly important i3 their refuis
tion of the popalar myth thar ZANU and
ZAPU are based on the ‘tribal’ affiliation of
respectively Shona and Ndebele-speaking
peoples. They show that Zimhatrweans voted
irrespective of their longpuege groups for the
parties whose fighters had becn the most ac-
tive within their areas

The high quality of ihe contributions.
however, contasis dramatically with the arti-
cle written under the pspudonym ‘Peter
Yares". Although it docsn’t acknowledge its
ancestry, fts stagist argument is clearly
Stalinist in derivation: ‘'TANL PF rightly
argues that the stage of national democratic
revolution in Zimbabwe has been successfully
achieved. ZANLU PF has now embarked upon
the socialist revodutionary phase.” (p 68)
‘Uhra-lefists’ anjustly accuse ZANU of hav-
ing “sold out to imperialism’, Yares continues,
and do not comprehend the objective situa-
tien in which ‘all patriots and revolutionaries
have 1o rally behind ZANU-FF" and in which
it is wishlal thinking and suicidal to emablish
an independent workers' pany’.

After this tirade il 15 surprising but
perhaps a little reassuring o find that some
realitles penetrate Yates' consciousness. After
a lame allempl 0 present the new govern-
ment’s policies in benlth end edocation {where
fee-paving and iherefore effectuve racial
segregation still remains), Yates concedes tha
ZANU has some problems which, he argues,
can only be resolved by halding a party ¢on-
gress. Yates concludes:

"We cannot pverlook the fact that the ou-
came of such a congress is hkely (o see the
emergence af a préeponderance of (red-
ibonahsi, conservative, penty  bourgeois
clements at the expense of the movement's
more progressive wing...'

We agree — except that we don't think it"s
necessary 1o walt lor a congress to see this
happening. And rhat’s precizely wiy {1 would
b “weishful thinking and swicidal” not (o 1ake
every sfep passible rowards establishing an
independeni workers”' party Aow,
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ALTERNATIVE ECONOMICS

BY ALAN FREEMAN

Sam  Aaronovitch:  The Road  Fram
Thatcherism, Lawrénce and Wishar, 198]
£2.95, London CSE Woarking Group: The
Afrernative Econamic Straieey, CSE Books,
1980, £2.50

These two books have a great meril in com-
mon; they start fiom o premise the whobe lef
supports: that the government should spend
more money on investment and wellure, Thes
nat anly warms the hearts of Labowr Pars
members; it's o orthodox i appears i the
Transitional Programme

Aaronoviich's book has a special merii ol
its own: 8 well substantiated proof than Bri
tain’s particularly dramatic economic decline
ikt legacy of the end of ils copire whinch B
left a sociery singularky incapable of domesiy
investment. Uinlorunately he draws. an imsaip-
partable conclusion: that we should iry and
correct this situation by means of impar; cone
trols and without taking direct conird over
the investment mechanism

His book shares a thied merit with the
London CSE book. They both recopnise (hal
the emplovers and bankers no longer approse
af government spending. As Tony Henn hae
put ft: ‘the post-1945 consemsus has broken
dawn'.

These three points lay a hasis an which
revolutionary socialists can lead -5 dialogue
with supporiers of the Alternative Economiy
Strategy (AES). But there s a problem, There
is. no such thing ax fe AES. There b an
coonomic policy package consiting of moare
public spending and more public ownership,
planning agreements, withdrawal from the
EEC and import conirols, wilth income
policy as an oplional exira. Everyone from
Jim Callaghan 1o Geoff Hodgson sheliers
under this umbrella nursing as many dillerem
political sirategies as there are left secis,

The most cynical supporters of ithe AES
are the rrade unicn bureaucrmis and the
Callaghan wing of the Labour Party wihiose
supporl v really only verbal and who Ireals
the AES as a kit of parts to be selected from
according 1o the job in hand. The Foo cur-
rend, dewpite il good intentions, i exsseniially
in the same camp as it accepts Callaghan’s
basic premise, that faced with an economis
crisis, a Labour government’s first respon-
siblity is 1o restore prafiability and business
confidence

Benn wanis 1o implemem the AES
regardless of whether the capitalises sguesk
but holds that it must be done by peaceful and
comstitutional means. Finglly a small lelt cur-
rent sees the AES as a kind of “transitional’
programme which will create conditions for
the workers 1o win control of the economy
piece by piece as the capielists expose
themselves by their refusal 1o co-operate inan
eminently sensible set of policics,

London CSE seem to be halfway berween
the third and lourth position. Their book s
haunted by an unessy recognition tha
perhaps the capitalists might fight back . They
are even honest encugh (0 explain why their
policies will not work: ‘the exercise of direct
coniral by government or the trade unions

= . = -

wirii bl s bmply Bearcken the appaosatioi ol capital
ad gopld eyl 1o pn al it it aned
alFike”

Aarononiich undesstands anaoher prob
lem: Csocly @ gosernment would  arause
enormis cxpectations whwh cannoi all be
Fulfilied and verainly noe ol be met wilh
spevd. A0 high expectations combine with dif-
Pcuhies than mighn come Trown hoedilaly gomd
sabartage, as well Gy with orher wmparary sei
backs, There could be o Tosa of popalar sup
por which would by sysiematically esplodiad
By oppamenis af popular change’

Huit thies s precisely the paoind @l wlich the
divergence between o revislunonary and o
refurmisl siralvey bevomcs mesl imporiing
A revolutionary siraices Fecopnedgs thal the
Bostility of the capialisis will dlash wirh the
capecialions al the ouisses and apis i side
with the masses repardbess of The ‘consdit
utiomaling” of what 1hey e

It wrses them o ke over faciones the
capatalists ey toclose, 1o el comiral of hank
weconts | he L..!rl'il.'llr-\.-h Wre Irying i translor
abroad, 1o disarm the repressive forces like
the army and Special Patrol Group who will
be wsed 1o iy and stop hese ‘“lL‘]E.‘lE' BN T O
1o star runmng prodection acoording b
social meed rather than profifabiliny, and (o
replace the present hicrarchic and voelecisd
siate machane with a demiocratic popular stae
which will be loyal o the working clas
because it is eleeied by workers and recallable
by them, This propasal Aaronovitch rejects as
“relevant only o Bussia in 1917

Aaronavitch and London OSE iy 1o
maintan, wilhoul much historical justifi-
cation, that @ democratic state can be cremed
gradually, peacefully and comstiiutionally. N
in one thing 1o believe that this s passible.
Evervone is entithed 10 their own utomia, But il
iy mnother IhIII)_T oy andd hiodd back or com-
promise the legitimaie demands of ihe
workers fn order 1o persuade the capatalists (o
accept a halfway house. This is wherethe road
1o Callaghamsm starts

CSE LONDON WORKING GROUP

Bty ook s are nddled with such compro-
mises, They dscnss the possibility ol Incames
policy umder capilalism  ar greal  lengih.
Agromowiich seis e vy lurwa [H1sLL ] ol natio-
malising omly 200 per cent ol marile i uring in-
dusiry. Worse stll, they mmndam a concepl ol
democrativiion  which i oo ar all
democrmine: 1he e of vharkoms  deciion-
making poser sl munagement, share-
halders amd the sia

All these policies will only work 1l the
capitalists agree. Hut 0 they don’l. there 1.
mthing we cun do because both books fnsid
it the workers must follow o *consiitulional
ronped* even Phough capital itsell has no respeal
for its own constieiion. Hoth Asronovileh
and Landan OSE demonsiraie clearly (he
quandary of ihe Labour lefl by proclaiming
vigorousdy the need Tor ‘compulsory planning
agreements’ — goontradiction in terms il ever
there was ong. 111 1= an agrecment, 1L can not
e compulsary. 1 it is compulsory i will ot
be enforced by Whitchall so who will enfore
T The nnl:.' possihle answer i the waorkers
themsglves by laking on both management
and the siae: bur this solution s ruled ol by
an insislence an ‘canstilunonaliny’.

Rui all is nal glaam. Al least the Broush
socialist movermment s now shifiing the terrain
of its debates. We no longer disCuss 3criss &
grean gull with ome side sitting in parliament
refusing 1o mobilise the workers and the other
mahilising the workers bul relusing o sit in
parligment.

If these two books do nathing else, they
register the dawn of a new debate — a much
mare European debaig — which is aboul what
cambingtion of both parliamentary and exira
parhamentary tactics will secure the warkers
their just demands,
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CAPITALISM ON TRIALIN THE USA

BY TOM MARTIN

One of the most sensational cases in US legal
history is approaching its third month of trial
at the Federal Courthouse here in Foley
Square. Every day the court hears further
testimony on the crimes of the defendants.
Spving. Phone-tapping. Mail interception.
Burglaries by the score. Terrorist acts. It's all
there. Most of it isn’t even disputed any
more. Tom Martin reports from New York
City on the trial the media can't find space 1o
report.

Perhaps it's something 1o do with the defendants. Aler all this
isn't just any old case. On trial are the rulers of the mightiest
power the world has ever seen: the United States government
and iis agencies. And thrown inlo question is the whole
apparaius by which the tiny minority capitalist class maintains
it rule aver the vasi majority of people in this couniry.

This case has been nearly cight years in the making. Putting
the LS government and its agencies on trial are the Tromskyists
of the Socalist Workers Party and its affiliate, the Young
Sovialist Alliance. They are demanding no less than $20m in
damages for illegal acts by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(FBI} and other government agencies, as well as an injunction
1o bar further illegal government activity against them.
Furthermore, they are seeking a declaration that the legistation
used by the government Lo justify its harassment — incliding
the notorious Smith and Yoorhis Acts — i unconstitutional,

What the case reveals, Rowever, goés far wider than the
facts of government surveillance. Most significant i that it
could be brought at all. Says SWP national secretary Jack
Barnes: “1f vou had filed this suit in the 1950y, you would have
been laughed right oul of court'.

The thinking behind the SWP™s decision to fle the suit in
July 1973 was explamned by party leader Larry Seigle in a ralk
to a socialist education conference last year:

*Our decision 1o proceed way hased on siring up the shifi
that was occurring in the relationship of class forces an a world
scale, and the long-term lactical problems and divisions tha
this would keep producing for the capitalist class, The move
we were making in 1973 could not have been made with success
twenty, ten, or even five vears earlier. We had 1o go through
the Vietnam War, the end of the long economic expansion,
and Warergate and all that went with i1, befoare we could con-
siler doing whal we have done.

“What was involved was & small pany of revolutionary
Marxists going up politically and legally against the secrel
police, Taking them on directly and aggressively. We know
that a small group, with the right ideas, with the right degree
of self-confidence, and with ihe right timing, can have a huge
impacl. A small organisation acting in 8 bold way i the in-
tercsts of an entire class can set an example and inspire broader
forces to move. We decided that this was a good tme to go
after the FBI. And evervthing we said then ix more true now.,'

OF that there can be no doubt a1 all. As the suit unfolds in
the Foley Square courthouse, SWP and YSA members have
been able 1o take the issues into a series of mobilisations hy
working people against the policies of the Reagan administ-

ration. Thev have wen a ready hearing among the 160,000
members of the Lnied Mine Workers of America on sirike for
a new contract since the beginning of April; among the
106,000 who marched on the Pentagon on 3 May 10 demand
an end to US support for the El Salvador junin: among (he
25,000 rilworkers who demonstrated in Washinglon just a
few davs carlier apainst Reapan's budget cuts; among the
millions of black people demanding an end to the racist kill-
ings in Atlanta,

What 4 happenimg in the Faley Sguare courthouse is parl
of & growing challenge by American working people 1o the
direction of capitalist politics today. That is why Lhe govern-
ment finds itsell in the unusual position of defendant rather
than plaintff. And by taking the issue inta the courts the Trot-
skyists have been able not just 10 expose the governmeni’s
illegal activities, but also to explain in some detail the alter-
native kind of society they would like ro see — and how it can
be achieved. Caplialism itseff is an trial. So it is not surprising
that its moathpieces in the media would rather working people
didn't get the facts abour i,

When the SWP and YSA filed suir in 1971 they did not
have (oo much o go on. Larry Seigle explains:

“We sat down with our legal staff and drew up whai
lawyers call a complaint, in which you owtline your coase. In the
complaint, we charged that the government, the FRIE and ofher
secret police agencics heve been involved in @ conspiracy since
1938 tor disrupr the SWIP ... We charged thal thes conspiracy
involved the use of informers, burglaries, blackhsts, wirctaps,
bugs, mail openings, and other illegal acts, We charged (hat
the cops collaborated with right-wing terrorists in physical al-
tacks against the party and the YSA. We put inlo this com-
plaint everythmg thal we could think of, everything that the
history of the workers' movement since 1848 shows thar the
secrel police do.

*OF eourse, we had no evidence. We had no proof. Bul we
now know rhat inside the gavernment, in the Justice Depari-
ment, at the FBI, inside the White House, our complaint hit
like a bombshell, Because as it turns out, (f was gl trse, Bract-
ly, precisely, true. Every “*wild accusation thal we put in the
complaint hit home."

The first phasc of the suil was marked by the accumulation
of huge stacks of evidence to show that the FBI and other
governmenl agencies were guifty of everything charged by the
SWP/YSA — and more. As Jack Bames put it in court: “We
knew all kinds of wrongdoing had been done, bul the scope of
il was fantasiic,"

Among other things, information thal the FBl was forced
to release showed thai:

* FBI agenis broke into the SWP national headguariers ai least
04 fimes in one six-year pedod. More than 8,000 lellers, many
of them personal, were photographed and filed; bugging
devices were installed.

* Sixiy-six members of the SWP and YSA in 1976 were FBI in-
formers. Inall 316 informers had infiltrated the party and Y54
between 1960 and 1976, A further 1300 non-members had also
been urged to spy on the Trotskyists’ activities, A sample of 18
informer files showed each cost the taxpayer an average
£20,000,

* FBl agenis inspired or collaborated with attacks by right-
wing thugs on SWP/YSA offlices and bookstores.

* Poison-pen letiers were senl (o employers of SWP members;
several lost ther jobs as a result.

* Anonymous leafleis were widely disiributed red-baiting the
role plaved by the SWF and YSA in the anti-war movemeni.

Much — though by no means all — of this activily was part
of the COINTELPROQ program launched by the FBI in 1961
with the aim of destroying the SWP and YSA. One of the things
that most concerned the agency, according 10 a memo from



FBI directar J Edgar Hoover dated 12 October 1961, was that:
“The Sovialisl Workers Party has, over the past several vears,
been openly espousing its line on a local and national basis
through running candidates for public office.’ In ather words,
it was guilty of purting forward its ideas publicly,

What came out between 1973 and 1976 made it impossible
for the FBI 10 go on pretending its hands were clean. Al the
same time it couldn’t prove any illegal activity on the par of the
SWP. So the government changed tack. Maybe the FBI had
done some bad — even illegal — things after all, But the Justice
Department would get after those responsible. And it certainly
wouldn't happen again. In Sepiember 1976 it was announced
that the FB1 had been told 1o halt ils 38-year-long investigation
of the SWP, Couldn't the party call the whole thing off now?

As an incentive, the government even proposed an out-of-
court settlement which would bring the SWP and YSA several
million dollars in damages. Bul the Trotskyists flatly turmed
down the affer, seeing il as a desperale altempt Lo pretend the
FRI had changed its spots and prevent the full facts of govern-
ment illegality and violence from being aired publicly.

Just how desperate the governmenl was became clear in
1977 when the trial judge, Thomas P Griesa, ordered the FBI 1o
turn over 18 informer files 1o the SWP. When atiorney general
Griffin Bell refused, Griesa cited him lor contempt af court.
Bell was only saved from going to jail when the Court of
Appeals overturned the contempt citation, saying in effect that
the attarney general — the nation’s chief law officer — is above
the law!

This ruling can be seen as key in determiming the govern-
ment’s approach to the third phase of the suil, when it became
clear that the SWP and YSA would not setile but woold pursue
the matier Lo open trial. As one governmeni pre-trial document
put it: *The issue is whether the government has a right to keep
itselfl informed of Lhe activities of groups thal openly advocale
revolutionary change... even if such advocacy might be within
the letter of the law.”

This was confirmed by FBI special agent Charles Mandigo
when he took the stand on 13 April. Mandigo criticised the
‘assumption that the investigations of the plaintiffs can be
justified on strictly a list of possible criminal violations, It is not
the case. There is independent autharity underneath the Pres-
ident of the United States ro conduct national security invesi-
igations.”

In effect, the defence is now claiming that the President, the
US government, and all its agencies are simply exempi from the
due processes of the law: the Bill of Rights and the Consiit-
ution. They make the rules — yet they can't afford 1o play by
them. Whal greater tribute could there be to the power ol ihe
Trotskyists' ideas? For that is what is unambiguously ar stake in
this trial; the ideas of the SWP and the YSA. And that is just
where the government is most vulnerable,

One of its latest attempts 1o regain the of fensive has been a
declaration by the Immigration and Naturalisation Service
{INS) that it is considering whether non-citizen SWP ‘members
or affiliates' can be excluded or deported on the basis that the
parly advocates the *doctrines of world communism® — defin-
ed as “olalitarian dictatorship® by the Immigration and
Maturalisation Act of 1952, The obvious intention is 1o
intimidate non-citizens from having anything to do with the
SWP.

But who are really the ‘totalitarians'? The Trotskyisis have
taken greal pains to explain in court the ideas of workers’
democracy: the rule of the majority through soviet-type instil-
utions, the right af opponents to freedom of speech and assoc-
iation (including the lormation of parties) unless they forcibly
attempt (o overthrow proletarian role and so on. In particular
the SWP leaders have stressed their identification with the
struggle for democratic rights led by Solidarity in Poland.

As an editorial in the SWP's paper The Militant poinied
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oul: *Socialisis are the firmesl opponents of tatalitarian dic-
tatarship. It is the government's practices — exposed in the
current trial — that bear the unmistakable stamp of
totalitarianism.”

Another major point of discussion has been the question of
violence, or ‘terrorism’ as the governmeni crudely describes it
on occasion. The SWP denies that 1 advocates violence. Bul
nor does it renounce it, either. Trs 1980 presidential candiduie,
Andrew Pulley, put the Marxist position in a nutshell when he
explained to the judge:

“Whar 1 am saving, vour Honour, is that the United Siates
government will not toleraie the majority of the American peo-
ple to democratically and orderly change things, This is why
our government has carried oul coups d'etats all over the world
and se1 up totalitarian regimes... That is why they put the Shah
in power and kept him in power, irmined people in the mast ad-
vanced lechnigues of lerrorism,..

YAy proven by the people in Cuba, and American history
also, when the masses of peaple decide to change society fun-
damentally they are conironted by force and violence by the
existing government and right-wing organisations, who use ter-
ror to maintain the status quo. The people of Cubn and
elsewhere, in the US Civil War, the war againsi ihe Hniwsh,
showed (hat the masses have 1o defend themselves el Tectively 1o
move [orward.'

What the government cannol understand is that the SWP
and YSA fight openly [or the ideas they believe in. Hours and
hours are spent by the defence attorneys in trying lo “trick’ the
Trotskyists into saying something else. In so doing they reveal
very graphically the mentality of capitalist politicians who pro-
mise one thing and do the exact opposite. And ai the same time
they give the SWP and YSA witnesses an unparalleled oppor
tunity 1o dissect the operations of the capitalist state and put
forward the Marxist alternative,

The SWP and YSA know thar siate harassment of their ac-
tivities won't stop whatever the outcome of the trial. But then
their aims were always wider than that. As Andrew Pulley put it
in a statemeni jusi before the trial opencd: ‘Racist attacks,
violence and undemocratic practices are not the policies of just
one individual politician, political party, or government agen
¢y. They are not an aberration. The liny handiul of bankers
and businessmen who rule this country, and the Democralic
and Republican parties that serve thelr interesis, must wse these
praciices Lo preserve their profits, property, and political rule.’

In pressing this suit 1o highlight the methods of capitahst
rule, the SWP and ¥SA are acting on behalfl of the millions of
victims of US imperabsm around the world and hastening the
day of its downfall. And in doing so they have earned
widespread recognition from other opponents of the White
House administration. Perhaps il was put best by noted hlack
entertainer and civil rights activist Dick Gregory:

‘I'm glad the Socialist Workers Party has carried the fight
through to the end and not faltered, but has gotten stronger and
stronger. There are a lot of people that the government can ap-
peal 1o with money but | thank God the Socialist Workers Party
is not one of them.’

Having failed to buy the SWP and YSA, the American
capitalists are now trying to silence them through a media
baycott of the trial. They have good cause to fear that working
people might find the Trotskyists’ ideas anractive ar a time
when Reagan’s new budget seeks to drive down living standards
in order to finance further war expenditure,

But just as the SWP has dally testified to its internat-
ionalism in the Foley Square courthouse, so socialists around
the world can help to break through this media boycott by get-
ling out the facts of the case throngh every means possible, The
comrades of the SWP and YSA, who have pilled their tiny
resources against the most powerful ruling class in the world,
are surely entitled to expect no less.
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THE POLITICS OF PORNOGRAPHY:CA

By Pat Masters & Jane Shallice

Feminists are slowly and unsurely engaging in
a dialogue to develop a political programme
about pornography. In the USA feminist
groups against pornography were formed five
or six vears ago. In this country we have seen
the development of Reclaim the Night actions
and the formation of Women Against
Viclence Against Women groups.

The demands that are raised and the ac-
tions suggested are often framed in terms of
increased censorship and suppression of sexist
and pornographic images. Many of the
arguments appear to assume an obvious rela-
tionship between pornography and violence.
This assumption is based on the ideas held

by some sections ol the women's movement
— rooting women's oppression in male sex-
uality alone: implyving that liberation for
women will only be possible afler the destruc-
tion of that sexual power. Pat Masters and
Jane Shallice argue not for censorship but for
a campaign in the labour movement Lo con-
front that sexual power.

Sexuality 15 @ commonsense category. It is ‘known' and
‘understood’ by evervone without any real analvsis of what it is
or how it is formed. Sexuality is *known' to be a basic human
hiological drive. Male sexuality is said to be centralised in sex-
ual activity; female sexuality in sexual attractiveness. Male sex-
uality is understood to be active, spontaneous, imperious and
centrally genital, easily aroused by exposure tp 'objects’ and
images and fantasies. Female sexuality is said to be bound by
responses (o the male, bound within relationships with men,
dormant until aroused by a man.

However, this commonsense definition of sexuality has
been criticised profoundly by feminists in the last ten years.
Cross-cultural and historical evidence has shown that concepts
of sexuality vary greatly from society 1o society and may change
over time, Feminists have also argued thal the idea of a
hiologically based sex-drive nsufficiently accounts for the
many social attitudes and beliefs which surround sexuality. In
every society there are absurd and contradictory mesmngs
attached to male and female sexuality which bear little relation-
ship 1o biological sex.

Foarnography

Pornography at one level appears to reflect the fact that sexu-
ality is & complex process of social learning in which fantasy is
&n important component. But at the most immediate and ob-
vious level it reflects an ideological notion of sexuality in which
women [unction only as the objects of male pleasure. To
develop an analysis of pornography, we have Lo attempt to

clanfy the term.

‘Pornography’ is not d value free category. It has atiached
ta it very obvious meanings that are sententious and prescrip-
tive. What is encompassed by the term will ke negotated by
changing social relationships within society: what we are
witnessing at present, particularly in the campaigng af rthe
women's movement aguinst sexist images in advertising, is an
example of this rencgotietion or fight 1o define what = por-
nographic.

Although all feminists have heen sharply critical of most
pornography, any consensus about our actions sbout if has
been difficult to find. We have no commonly aceepied defi-
nitions. The Festival of Light campaigns to “protect’ us from
pornagraphy which it defines as: ‘a deliberate unconcealed in-
citement to promiscuity and to homosexual and other vice. [is
disruptive effect on married life must be obvious 1o all wha
have not entirely abrogated the use of common sense”. Mean-
while the most elegant magazines advertise perfumes and
diamonds with rape images. Thus we have to define our targsts
with care.

The modern pomn industry has allempied 1o appropriae
‘female sexual liberation®. In Viclorian porn men played out
their fantasies with prostitutes or servants, women who were
abviously class inferiors, in which the exploftative nature of the
relationship was unambiguous, Today pornography sometimes
feaiures allepadly ‘liberared” women a8 sey partners — some of
it even claims to represent women's [antasies.

The ferninist critique of pornography has exposed ssues
which are far from simple questions of vulgarity. Pornography
often connects sexual pleasure with violence towards and
humiliation of others, especially women. The misogynist and
rape content of pornography and advertising has increased in
the last decade, to the extent that many femninists consider por-
nography to be a form of terrorism, used like rape itself to en-
force women's subordination.

Fanmissy and pormogrephy

The essential element lor the development of parnography i
the confinement of sexualily to a separate and insulated sphere
of humen existence, The bourgeois patriarchial lamily is the
perfect vehicle for this as it both limits and intensifies the sexual
expression of individuals




Pornography is the exploitation of sexuality, through the
exploitation of sexual fantasy. It is the production of a com-
modity which is produced for men as the sexually "active’, the
gexually dominant and dominating group. However fantasics
are not just plucked from the air materialising randomly: they
are based on people’s conceptions of their own sexuality, a sex-
uality thal is formed within unequal sncial and economic rela-
tions between men and women, We are not arguing that thereis
a direct cansal relationship (a schematic a+b=c) befween
dominant ideclogy, social values and behaviour and the
development of particular fantasies, but clearly they are in-
terlinked and intermeshed.

Sexual fantasy and pornography, & linked commodity
form, are inherently secretive, guilt-ridden and private within
this society. It is pornography, along with other social pro-
ducts, which forms part of the discourse on sexuality, within
which individuals are seeking 1o define and construct their own
sexuality,

Pornography as sexual liberation

Helen Longing' a feminist philosopher, argues that one of the
main aspects of youth/student radicalisation of the 1960k and
19705 was sexual rehellion which freed various modes of sexual
behaviour from the constreints of social disapproval bul also
made possible a Nood of pornographic material. According to
figures provided by Women Agansi YViolence in Pomog
raphy in Media (WAVEM) in the United States, the
number ol pornographic magazines available at news-stands
has grown from none in 1953 to forty in 1977, and there are cor-
respondingly dramatic increases in sales of pornographic lilms.
In the USA tnday, the pornography industry has a turnover of
§4 billion.

Traditionally, pornography was condemned as immoral, il
was abjectionable o describe explicitly or represent parts of the
hody or sexual behaviour for the purpose of inducing sexual
stimulation or pleasure on the part of the reader or viewer. This
view subordinates sex to procreation and condemns all sexual
interactions outside legitimated marriage, 11 is this code, argues
Longino, that was being rebelled against in the 1960s, and
which has given way in many capitalist countries [0 more open
standards of sexual behaviour.

She further points out that: ‘one of the beneficial resulls has
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been a growing acceptance of the distinction between questions
of sexual mores and guestions of morality. Hence the ald
slogan ‘“Make love not war'” of the flower people and hippies’.
This new morality implies thal ‘we canpol condemn forms of
sexual behaviour, no matter how of fensive we might find por-
nography. We must tolerate it in the name of freedom from il-
legitimate repression.’ Feminists are, however, challenging this
assumption and posing the question: freedom for whom? They
are arguing that pornography trades on the degradation, ex-
ploitation and sexual subordination of women.

It has been argued, especially since the sixties, as part of the
'gexual Eberation® of the adult population, that for the con-
sumers of parmography, it is enjoyable, sexually arousing and
aids the socialisation of male sexuality. It is said to be
therapeutic for isolated men, and can be a ‘release’ for those
men who are unable to have sexual relationships. A leading sex
therapist in this country, who uses pornography in sex therapy
states that: ‘many men are shy and lonely through social dif
fidence and are also unadventurous in their thinking

But while pornography may be used for its ‘therapeutic
velue', it may also be used to mould sexuality. Although, of
course, the pornographic images of women are exaggerated
they are not fundamenially at varience with the common im-
ages of women in society. As part of the ‘sexual liberation’
movement of the sixiies, the argument in favour of por-
nography persuades women thal they like the sexual activity
that is desired by men.

From faniasy (o (he real thing

The producers of pornography, the capiialists, are involved in &
large and evergrowing market. The profit motive lies behind
moves lowards more bizare, more ‘exciting” forms ol hard
core. Il exposure 10 sexual images and fantasies inure the con-
sumers, then there will be an obvious response from the
capitalists Lo explore more bizarre and horrendous images.

One view of pornography is that its illicil nature is impaor-
tant for the men who consume it. But it is unguestionabile thar if
averexposure to ‘soft’ porn deadens the market, the concomi-
tant will be the use of children, the increasingly horrific
violence used against women in the fantasies and images
created, and the ultimate enactment of killing culminating in
the ‘snuff’ movies.

As long as one views pornography only in terms of fantasy,
ane can ignore the use of children, women and men, in ihe crea-
tion of those images. As soon as pornography moves from the
word to the photograph, the film or the video, it is necessary for
the porn merchants to use real people, in the creation of the
product. There is an immediate transference from the fan-
tasy/image to the real and the ideology of the real becomes
paramount. The autobiography of Linda Lavelace is the most
recent example of the manner in which & woman was sub-
jugated to actions and practices of which she appeared 1o ap-
prove, Only now, fourteen years later, is she able (o begin to
release herself from thal oppression.

Mo longer is it possible to rake the position thai porn is
simply fantasy and that society cannol control fantasy and
human imagnation. The traffic in children from South East
Asia ip the pornographic studios of Germany and Belgium, the
raping of women to satisfy the ‘needs’ of men, the dismember-
ing and mutilation of women in South America in order 10
satisfy the appetite for profits of the entreprencurs of sexual
fantasy, no longer are encompassed by the term fantasy; the
people involved in the creation of the images are rea/,

A working definition of pornography, from a leminist
perspective is presented by Longino: "verbally or pictorially ex-
plicit representations of sexual behaviour that have as a
distinguishing characteristic the degrading and demeaning por-
trayal of the role and status of the human female..,.as a mere
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sexual object 1o be exploited and manipulated sexually'. In por-
nographic books, magazines and films, women are represenied
as passive and as slavishly dependent upon men. To the exteni
that women's sexual pleasure is represenied at all, it 15 subor-
dinated to that of men and is never an end in iiself as ix the sex-
ual pleasure of men. What pleases women is the use of their
boadies to satisly male desires. Thus the sexual objectification of
wormen 15 common (o &l pornography.

Therefore Longine arguss thal ‘pormnography 13 not samply
its representations of degrading and abusive sexual encounters,
bur describes sexual behaviour in such a way as to endorse the
degradation ’. Thus, what is being objected tois not sex or nudi
iy bul the form of conneciion

Pomograghy and violence againsi women

In addition, women are beginning to connect the consumption
of pornography with the committing of rape and other acts of
sexual violence against women. Pormnography and its relarion-
ship to violence are the main terms of reference in the debaie,
Whatever the causal relations are, clearly hard-core por-
nography is nod innocent. In fact, the view thai parnography
leads to violence reflects not 5o much any new evidence or new
study sp much as a strongly felr belief thar many people share,
Arguments for intervention on poarnography whether by the
Festival of Light, the Wilkams FReport, or some sections of the
women's movement, arc premised on the harm of por-
nography.

Susan Brownmiller, the author of Agalasi Our Wil believes
the association between pornography and violence is obvious
and thai there is no need 1o wail for definitive evidence: *We
supply the ideclogy: it's for other people to come with statisrics

Pornography is the theory; rape is the practice’. What at-
titude should feminists take towards the problematic question
of a relationship between pornagraphy and violence?

Beverly Brown®, examining the grounds of a feminist in-
terventian, 5ays that the ‘logic of intervention is dominated by
the liberal argument thar it 8 anly harms that justify interven-
tion, that harms must be demonstrahle effects. ... The Williams
/Wolfenden formula, which itself begins from these premises,
Is emerging as the current legislative strategy for the manage-
menl of a range of issues around sexualicy’. Feminiem arpues
differently, however, on the question of whether pormography
is a direct cause of undeniable and greal harms. For the search
For a direct relationship between a violent act and the consump-
tion of pormography misses the point. It is pornography's rela-
tionship 1o a sexist society which is harmful.

In the United States a group of researchers from Women
Against Violence in Pornography and Media (WAYPM) —
formed in 1976 in California — viewed 26 pornographic films
inSan Francisco, in a three month period. Twenty one had rape
scenes, sixteen had rorture and bondage secenes, two were films
far sexual stimuolation. Feminist researchers also monitored
pomographic magazines. The magazines were divided into two
categories: blatantly vinlent magazines, usually only found in
pomography shops, end the more familiar ‘tableiop por-
nography” magazines. In a magazine called Brutal Trio three
men successively kidnap a woman, a 12 year old girl, and a
grandmother, and beat them senseless. Afrer they have passed
out they are raped and beaten again.

From films and miserable magazines in porn shops, 1o
record album covers, Lo advertisements io Fogue, pornography
has come 1o occupy its own niche in the communications and
enteriainment media and (o acquire a quasi-institutional
character. 1is accepiance by the mass media, whaiever the
motivation, means & cultural endorsement of its message. The
tolerance of representations of ihe rape, bondage and rorture
ol women helps to create and maintain a climate more talerant
af the actual physical abuse of women. The tendency on the
part of the legal system to view the victim of a rape as responsi-

ble for the crime against her — police telling women not (o walk
the streets al mighl, not fo wear certain (ypes of clothing are bul
manifestations of this. Pornography can be ientilied as being
imjurious (o women insalar as it 15 the vehocle Tor the dissemina-
tion of a deep and vicious lie about women's sexuality. The dif-
fusion of such a distorted view of women's nalure in our society
as it exisis today supports sexist attitudes and thus reinforces
the appression and exploitation of women,

Why do wamen participate in pornographic produciion?

In a society that prides itself on the free choice of the in-
dividual, il women were to stop modelling for pornographic
magazines and films then it is presumed that the industry would
shut down. A former pornography model when asked ‘How
did you get staried in the nude modelling business’, replied: ‘In
1967, just out of high school, [ had run away from home
“living in sin"', with my boyfriend. | wasn'r able o keep jobs 1
tried to get.... 1 had no real skills....we ended up not having
enough money to pay the rent....(her boyfriend) thought it was
great....he felt proud because my job was a sign that | was a
“sexy chick"........men would ask me, “Did vou get off on
it?"....if a woman showed disapproval of what | was doing, my
boyfriend would say '*she's just jealous thar she can’t do
it"....l remember feeling nudity was okay and natural, so
photos of it must be okay too — except that it didn't feel
good... ] stopped modelling in 1970, | was exhausted, T wasn't
sleeping at night. ...

‘1 was physically sick from the long hours of work and [ was
gewring  bladder infections from the work con-
ditions....concemning hard core movies: your standardz go
down - they're forced by circumstances. You become fearful
that you'll never be able to work at anything else. You hook in-
ta the money, but that doesn't continue unless you'll do more,
and more things, you don't want to do....Once you do hard
core you can't ever go back 1o the more “legitimate'! modell-
ing....it was degrading and humiliating....since stopping
modelling things won't be the same for me. My sex life has
never been normal. [ can't equate sex with affection. | have
these images that never stop running in my head. They're fan-
tasies of women as passive victims, All the scenes disgust me,
but I can’t stop them....l hate myself....(but) if [ don't have
them I don't get off sexually. .. .feminists have no consciousness
about what it is like our there....’

This women’s story could be repeated a hundred fold and
our campaigns musn't lose sight of the real women involved in
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the production of pornography. 11 is necessary 1o try and in-
volve them in any strategies or actions thar we mav take

Women fight back

In Sweden, total population 8 million, 30 million copies of por-
nographic magazines are sold annually. Many of these use
children, and some specialise in third world children. There are
pictures of small black children with gigantic penises in their
mouths.

Feminists in Sweden have tried to use the ‘indecency law’,
which states that you cannot earn money from other people's
bodies, thereby outlawing pimping but noi prostitution, to pro-
hibit pomography on the grounds that pornographers are
pimps. They have been unsuccessful to date. Several vears ago,
women attacked the largest newspaper In Stockholm, because
they were running ads for pornographic theatres and shops,
They invoked the indecency laws saving that the paper was a
pimp — it was making money off women's bodics through its
ads. Women organised from within and ocutside the paper —
women journalists on the paper said they wanted a voice in the
kinds of articles and ads which were carried. The paper even-
tually cul down its ads, ceased using pictures and 'hlatant”
words in ads for pornography shops.

In 1976 feminists in the United States were outraged by a
billboard of & woman in chains with bruises on her legs and
face, and & caption reading '1'm black and blue from the Roll-
ing Stones and I love it". Warner Brothers were forced 1o
remove the advertisement after feminists protested by
demonstrating and holding a national press conference.

In Britain there have been Reclaim the Night demon-
strations, pickets of the Alan Jones exhibition, demonsirations
against the ‘Miss World® contest, and sexist advertising covered
with “this exploils women' stickers. The establishment of rape
crisis centres have been very impartant in influencing attitudes
to sexual erimes. Conferences have been held to discuss whai
types of action are necessary to prevent sexual attacks on
women. Women Against Violence Againsi Women have
diligently picketed the Sutclilfe trial, and leafletied the public
on the issues raised by the trial.

Is censorship the answer?

Censorship has been the suggesied method of dealing with por-
nography: the Williams Report being the latest offering. This
report argued lor resirictions on availability rather than restric-
tians on production. Based on the assertion that there is an ac-
cepted distinction between public and private in sexuality, the
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report aimed to reduce the visibility of pornography. In arguing
that the personal is political, feminism opposes the argument
that there should be guarantees of certain frecdoms for sexunl
conduct: there is no inalienable right 1o the privacy of the sex-
ual.

Pornography however is nol a genre of expression separate
and different from the rest of life, and cannot be treated
whether hard or soft, crude or sophisticated, as an isolated
social ‘problem’. As Jill Pack? argues ‘by banning cerntain im-
ages, the ideology that informs them will not go away'. Asa
collective representation of sexunal objectification of women,
pormography differs from other feminist issoes like rape or
wife-hatiering, which are specific acts against individoal
women. A response to pornography calls for different solutions
and new strategies and actions. We can respond to wife-beating
and rape with legal action and by opening rape crisis centres
and refuge sheliers. But we cannot respond io pornography by
calling for censorship. 1t would merely drive the pornographers
and their customers pnderground while placing  enomous
power in the hands of the state,

Ihe Women Aguinst Violence in Pornography and Medin
(WAYPM) in America have dropped their compaign for cen
sorship. This was primarily because of the problems that were
highlighied in the meny discussions thal the women's move-
ment held. Censorship legislation would lump together books
such as Our Bodies Curselves, Liberating Masturbation and
Rubyfruir Jungle. Spare Rib was banned in the Sourh of
Ireland for containing pictures of women's vaginas and it is
reasonable to suppose that censorship would be used for similar
sexually and politically repressive purposes in Britain,

Therefore taking on pomnography means challenging the
very ideas of a sexually exploitative society. We are confronting
the sexist double standard which, while condemning acts of
violence, in Mact ideologically validates them. There are no casy
roads to this. Although there are broad areas of agreement on
images that are degrading ro women, sexuality is still a very
controversial 1ssue within the women's movement. Among the
left also there has been litile discussion. A debaie must take
place between Lhe lefl and feminists on these ssues to win the
widest support for a campaign which will successfully challenge
sexist images.

The problem of sexism

One of the preconditions for such a campaign is an analysis of
the material bazis of sexism, It is recognised by most feminists
that men benefit materfally from women's oppression. [t has
even been acknowledged by the state in the passing of the Equal
Opportonites Act — ensuring that even the bourgeoisie
recognise the material privileges of men. Wages, jobs and
domestic servicing are the mosi obvious featares but these
material interests rest deeper. Men benefit by participating in
the determinants not only of their own sexuality but also thar of
women through the perspective of male dominance.

While it is widely accepted that benefits accrone to men, il
appears 1o be dispufed by some on the left that these henefits
constitute material interesrs. As Marxist-feminists we do not
accept that the idealogy of sexism /male dominance iz just 'false
consciousness’ floating in the air. 11 this were so &ll that would
be needed 1o remove and eradicate it would be dispute, debate
and education: but the ideclogy is rooted in very real and con-
crete material concerns which determine and feed these ideas. If
we do nol acknowledge thal material interests generate these
ideas, we will create aver-optimism about how the pppression
can be destroyed.

We would argue that men have to develop a class interest
which overrides their immediate sectional interests. This raises
the guestion of class consclousness — & consciousness which
will fight for the liberation of the class — men and the majority

of the class — women. We know thai the creation of socialism ._._%
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carries no guarantee of women's liberation and so we musi
struggle now for that consciousness — recognising it will be a
struggle within the labour movement precisely becanse clagr in-
terest will conflict with present material inferesis — and in thar
struggle must be raised the central question of women's libera-
tion in the liberation of the working class.

The nexi step

The women's movement has been successful in making feminst
issues like abortion & campaign of the labour movement, by
raising &nd arguing for support in working class organisanons.
The task will be harder with & campaign on pornography as it
will have (o confront areas of male privilege which have been
regarded by men and sections of the left as matters of private
concern, or worse of little importance, Responses will be ex
treme as Arthur Scargill's pathetic anempt 1o defend page 3 in
The Yorkshire Miner demonstrated.

Many people who are opposed 1o censorship believe that in-
tervention by lemimsts against pornography i merely another
form of censorship. We must point out that there s a dif ference
between handing out leaflets which explain the sexist comtent
of, for instance, a film and demanding that such a film be ban
ned. Spontaneous reactions from women o vandalise cnemas
that show films like Dvossed ro Kill reveal the deep outrage of
feminists, and focus atienfion on these issues. We must argue
thal actions such as these should be aimed at aliminating the
demand for such films, nol demands for censorship

Raising these izsues in the labour movement will be hard
work but small beginnings have been made already. The recent-
Iv launched paper The Easr End News has a strong anti-sexist
editorial policy. The Campaign For Press Freedom is another
area in which feminists are able to argue against sexist bias. The
ancnymous producers of hard core porn are harder to identify
and probably will continue o receive the occasional broken
window and well aimed tin of paini. Meanwhile we must in-
volve in our discussions and campaigns women who work as
strippers, models and prostilutes, Al a recent Equity AGM o
proposal to support the unionisation of strippers was passed.

There are many questions which should be taken up in the
unions: the guestion of sexual harrassment at work, sexist and
titillating material in the media. Discussions between the irade
unions and the women's movement will be essantial for the suc-
cess of these campaigns.

More importantly, there is a long way to 2o lo uncover
precisely what form non-exploitative, warm loving relations
will take, and we can only gay at this paint that they will not be
developed through societies with inequalities siructured into
them. To get there we need non-sexist sexual images — a lot
more of them: perhaps feminist sexuality would confront
misogyny with new images. If we can withstand the forces that
seek 1o dominate eérotica — misogyny on the one hand and
-ight-wing sexual repression on the other — we may be able to
embark on an ‘inhibited beginning'.

Postscript

Our own determination (o fight back can be witnessed by the
debates that are now taking place in the WLM, by the actions of
those women who Lake on the local porn merchanis, and who
organise pickets and more direct action. For many of us who
grew up in the '50s and ‘60z, there is now an increasing
awareness thal under the banner of sexual liberation when the
right to have sexual relationships putside the family was being
contested, we assumed the position of ‘sexually liberated”
women by taking on the visions of “liberation’ that were largely
determined by men. “The good screw’, ‘exciting’, ‘the in-
dependence of sleeping around', What were not belng con-
tested in that period, were the definitions of sexuality and sex-
ual activity that women were tacitly agreeing to. Marge Piercy
in Fide writes of the pressure that was placed upon Lohania to
sleep with Randy, & comrade whom the group were wanting (o
integrate into their orgamsation. Thiz appropriation of
women's sexual identity in order to ‘bring people closer to the

Meanwhile al the “sofi’ end of lhe markel Playiay
has heem @ tarpel for atisck by American Teminists
since 1969. In its desire to he the ‘liberator’ of
women an  article was  commissioned by the
magazine in that year. The arlicle was (0 be ‘fair,
objective,,..in n lone thul is amused bul never
side', sceording 1o the editor. Heloer  however
had aiheér ideas. In a confidential memo he wrole:
‘These chicks are our nalural enemy.... 10 15 time we
did hattle with theme.what T wanl is o devistaling
piece thal takes these militani feminisis apart.
They are unulierably oppused (0 ihe romaniic boy-
girl society that Plavboy promotes....Lel’s gel to il
and make it o real winoer, '

organisation’, has not been unknawn to the left in Britain in the
past.

Throughour the Inst ten years the women's movement,
divided as it may sometimes appear (o men outside, has a real
unity in its assertions shour female sexuality, Tt has insisted on
the right of wamen 1o determine their own sexuality; the righl
of women 1o explore and construct female sexunlity i o way
thart is hostile and aggressive towards the images of lemale sex
uality that have been constructed under o palnarchal form of

society.

Many thanks 1o all the women who contributed ta thix articlp,
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THE 1981 MINERS’ STRIKE

BY BILL ALDER

Once again it was the miners who gave a
decisive lead 1o the whole working class 1n
Lheir strike action last February to save jobs.
Thev demonstrated that the Tories could be
beaten through militant action. In the first of
our regular features on the situation in ind-
ustry Bill Alder analyses the significance of
the February events and the prospects for the
leftin the miners’ union.

The National Coal Board {NCB) began 1o reveal its plans for
calliery closures on Friday 13 February. By the following
Wedneusday 27 pits had been named — a handful each in South
Wales, Scotland and the North East, and individual pits in the
Stafford, Lancashire, Kent, Warwick and MNotiingham coal-
fields. The NCB claimed that same pits were on Lhe verge of ex-
haustion {eg Hapton Vallevin Lancashire and New Hucknull in
Nollinghamshirel, whilst others were bring closed simply
because they were big ‘loss-makers’ (the Welsh pits).

The basis for the closures was the change from the "outpul-
targel’ system of the Plan for Coal agreement between the st
Labour government, the NCB and the National Union of
Mineworkers (NUMY), and the *fimance-target’ system of the
Tories” 1980 Coal Industry Act.

The response of miners at the threatened Coegnant colliery
in South Wales was an imvmediare walk-out. The South Wales
NUM area execptive was forced to bring forward a delegate
conference from Wednesday 18 February 1o the Monday. The
delegares vored uranimousiy for a total shutdown throughoui
the South Wales area. The 25,000 Welsh colliers responded as
one, despite a threat from the NUM president Gormlev thar
they were acting unconstitutionally.

By Wednesday all three Kemi collieries were on sirike, slong
with several Scottish pits, Four pits in the north east, two in the
western area NCB, High Moor colliery in north Derbyshire and
5,000 Yorkshire miners. In all, abouwt 20 per cent af the NUM's
membership were involved in some form of action, with
Yarkshire, Scotland and Derbyshire areas (around 100,000
miners altogether) pledged to a 1odal strike from Monday 23
February. Nottlinghamshire area exevutive had called a delegane
conference for Saturday 21 February, which, despite the area’s
*moderate’ reputation, was expected to call same form afl strike
action.

So it looked certain thar aver ene-half aof the NUMs
guarier million members would be on sirike even before any
national strike ballat, In these circumstances the NUM national
executive scheduled for Thursday 19 February would have had
na option but to support strike action and call a national ballor,
leading 1o a national strike within two weeks. By mid-week rail,
steel and transport union leaders had already pledged their sup-
port in the event of & national strike,

On the evening of Monday 16 February David Howell, the
Tory Secretary for Energy, sent the NUM and NCB a letter
offering 1o meel them the following Monday, Bur within 24
hours it was clear that this would almost certainly be oo late for
anyone — Howell, NCB chiel Ezra, or Gormley — lo stop the
drift iowards & national strike.

The malks were hastily brought forward 1o the evening of
Wednesday 18 February, Al approximately 8.30 that evening
television programmes were interrupted for an announcement
that the NCB had withdrawn the closure plans and that the
government wias willing 1o discuss increased funding for the
NCB and selective import controls on Toreign ¢oal.

The following day the NUM national executive voted by
15-8 1o recommend a return o work. Executive members from
Yorkshire, South Wales, Scotland and Kent argued for contin-
wing the action unril they received written guarantees from the
NCB on closures, funding and import contrals, Neverthiless by
Saturday — having received ‘Turthes assurances” from the MU
— the former three area presidents were recommending 2
return (o work. Kent area officials fallowed ai the beginning of
ihe next week. By Friday 27 February — two weeks after the
wrike action staried — the miners were back al work in all the
nation's coal-Telds.

The crizis of ihe coual indasiry

The cconomic recession means & (all in the demand for coal
from both private and state-run industry running into millions
of tonnes, The decision of Bowater-Seon (o close its paper mill
at Ellesmere Pon has meant 1he loss of 200,000 tonnes of coal
per year. The cut-backs in production hy the British Steel Cor-
poration also reduces demand for coul by hundieds of
thousands af tonnes. In July 1980, power station ¢oal stocks
were 3,2 milhon tonnes above their level ome vear previously. 11
no-one wants 1o buy coal, then it is obviously difficult for col
lieries 10 be ‘profuable’.

High mierest rates mean that the NCB will pay around £237
million o the big finance houses for the financial vear 1980-81
{ie. £1,000 per working miner). And whatever the government's
immediate proposals for emergency funding of the NCB
(E200/600m has heen mentioncd) it still plans 10 phase out
operating and regional granis by 1983.84. (Had the Labour
Party remained in office, these were projected (o average over
£170m per year for the vears 1980-84.)

Given these conditions and policies, it 15 mozt unlikely thai
the Tories' Minancial targets can be met by the NCB., whalcver
‘tinkering” with the system there may be. The NCB, by all
accounts, =il holds ta the project of & lar smaller number
of ‘super-pits’. This would ¢nable them 1o maimain almost the
same level of output bul (o employ many less miners, This
thinking was behind the proposal to merge Hucknall and Babb-
ingron collieries in South Moitunghamshire.

The government and the NCB are already seeking 1o claw
back ihe ground won by ihe miners in Febiuary, Within days.of
the strikes ending, the papers gave fronl page coverage to a
redundancy pavment scheme, allegedly giving miners aking
voluntary redundancy ‘up to' £42,000. This was a classic
managemenl conflidence trick. The figure incladed afl state
benelils and NCB pensions/allowances 1o which miners would
be entitled anyway.

Muoreover, the scheme contained clauses specifying that ap-
plicants for the top money had to have averaged ai leasi £180
per week pay in the period leading up to their voloniary redun-
dancy. Other clauses specified that applicants had 10 have been
face workers for & longer period 1han most men manage. Cne
infarmed NUM member told me that should his pil be ap-
proached with the redundancy scheme, s one would receive
anything like £42,000 and the top payments would more likely
be in the region of £8,000,

Mevertheless, with massive media backing, this will pro-
bably be the NCRB's strategy in the coming months and years:
mike 2 big song and dance about supposedly high redundancy
payments, claim that selected pits are neanng exhauslion and
take them on one by one (with a ‘decent’ time interval in bet-
ween), This would mean comparatively lew enforced redun-
dancies for miners already in the indusiry: some would be
tempted by the volunary redundancy scheme (mainly older
men); athers could be redeployed.

What it would mean is the massacre of furure jobs for youth
in mining areas, the destruction af mining communities whose
pits were declared 'uneconomic’, and the sirengthening of the
notion of miners as industrial gipsies who can be shutiled
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around the country to meet the needs of the MCB and the
capitalist economy,

Why did it happen?

Some sections of the media have suggesied that the whole of the
miners” February action may have been a put-up job. The
schema is as follows: rhe NCB heads knew thar they couldn®t
meel the government”s financial targets; so they provoked the
NUM in such a way that they knew massive resistance would
ernerge: this would frighten the Tories into granting the Board
mere cash. Gormley himself suggested this in an interview with
the Daily Mail,

This is unlikely, 1o put it mildly. The boosting of militancy
resulting from suceessful industrial action not anly strengthens
the NUM agains! the MCB, but also the left within the NUM.
MNeither of these developments are in the interest of Ezra and his
cronies — even [ they coincidentally got the NCB of the hook
of the Treasury's financial restrictions in the shart 1erm,

More likely, the Tories and the NCB had grown over-
confideni. The Board had seen 8 majorty of NUM members
accepl what was effectively a 9 per cent offer in the previous
wage agreement, The Tories had succeeded in defeating the
trade union movement on issues such as the victimisation of
Derek Robinson in Aritish Leviand and the min-down al the
steel industry, Relying on Gormiey's ability to hinder any fight-
back, the Tories were keen to hammer home their attack on the
working class. Evidently, they were aov preparcd for g piiched
battle with the class’s strongest regiment, Hul they may well
have heen confident in Gormley, the other right-wing tops of
the Triple Alliance — Sirs (ISTC) and Weighell (ML/IR} — and
Chapple’s {EETPL) control over many power station workers
— to sabotage any effective resistance, They were wrong.

Mot only did the miners respond gquickly and militantly to
the NCR's threats, but rank and file transport workers., rail and
steel workers showed a willingness to lake solidanty action
before their own leaders were able (o sabotage the developing
dispute. With the water workers and the cwil service unions
threatening national action, the Torics had to suddenly re-
adjust their line, Questioned on the TV programme “World at
One” on why the government had not "stood up® to the miners,
Trade Minister Biffen (a close co-thinker of Thatcher in the
Cabinet) replied: ‘I didn't come into politics to be 2 kamikazi
pilod.”

The miners' victory showed the weakness and divisions
within the ruling class. Faced by an economic crisis of massive
proportions, the capiializis and their parlamentary lap-dogs
cannol reach full agreement. They agree thal to resolve Lhe
crizis in favour of the banks and big business il is necessary o
inflict & decisive defeat on the organised labour movement, But
haw 1o do this s a differenl matter.

Secondly, the February actions showed that, despite sel-
backs, the organized muscle of the working class had not been
completely tamed. The action of the miners, and before them
the Gardners” occupation, and the Liverpool and London
dockers' defence of jobs, showed vividly that workers were
willing to take industrial action 1o defend their interests. The
erucial question was that of feadership. Where a clear and mili-
tant lead has been given — by the South Wales miners in
February — the union membership has not failed to respond.

The effects of the miners'vietory
The miners” victory increased the confidence and willingness 1o
light of af! workers, as it did following the NUM's struggle in
1972, And the same i5 true in the mining industry itself. For ex-
ample, at Sherwood Colliery in Mansfield — a pit with no real
tradition of militancy — there were two stoppages over pay and
conditions within a monih of the February viciory,

But the *‘meoderate’ majorily on the union executive cannot

be relied upon to combat the NCB's new tactics of picking off
individual pits and voluntary redundancy schemes. It is after all
the same ‘moderate’ majority that agreed the productivity
bonus scheme with the last Labour government, which more
than anything else divided the miners’ ranks, particularly their
cepavity Lo organise united wages struggles.

Mor mre the MUM “lefits’ without their prablems. Scargill's.
January ballot of his members helpad pave the way lor the suc-
cessful sirnke in February, bul when the Welsh miners struck he
still argued for deferring ¥ orkshire's solidarity action rill Mon-
day 23 February. The NUM lefl is politically weak, Irs leading
figures — Scargill, McGahey, Williams and Collinge — are
either members of the Communist Party or influenced by iis de
mand for import controls as the basic solution (o the crisis of
the British coal industry,

The NCB is quite happy to place the blame for the problems
af British miners on their Polish, American or German
counterparts. That draws auention away from the massive in-
terest repayments the NCB makes (o the banks, the blood-
sucking of the npuonahsed coul idusiry by privale equipment
supphiers und coul product firms like Coalite, and the chaos of
capitalist production for profit not socal need.

Mavertheless far many miners the February action confirm-
ed what they had learnt in [972 and 1974 — that only militant
action brings results. The clear difference in attilude of (he
‘moderaies’ and milicanis on the natonal executive and aren
leaderships towards such action — Gormley warning against it,
the lefi backing the miners already oul and organising solidarily
action — has not been missed by the NUM membership. This
can only strengthen the left at every level — from the pil,
branch and area level to the NUM conference and the forth-
coming presidential elections.

Scargill's campaign for the presidency is linked into the
broader changes taking place in the labour movement. He fre-
quently appears on the same platform as Tony Henn, aliracting
Iarge audiences as in Mansficld in March when 800 miners and
Labour Party members lurned up (o hear them. Scargill is also
speaking on a wide range of issues. He recently addressed a ral-
ly to commemaorate the defeat af the Bay of Pigs invasion of
Cuba. This can only deepen awarenss: among miners of the
need for broad political solutions to the crisis of the industry.

The Benn/Scargill axis also tends to undermine the tradi-
tional division of labour between the “political’ and ‘ecanomic’
wings of the workers' movernent, Mo longer is it left 1o Labour
MPs to speak of politics in parliament while the unions bargain
it the point of production. The unions can and should speak
out on political matters, a= Scargill does on disarmament, and
as Joe Whelan, general secretary of Nottingashm NUM, did ata
Mayv Day rally when he attacked Labour’s spokesperson on
Ireland, Don Concannen, for his sialements on the Republican
hunger strikes. Equally Labour Party members can and should
campaign for socialist candidates in the unjons like Bob Wright
in the engineering union and Scargill in the NUM.

Scargill appears increasingly likely 1o be elected president
when Garmley retires next year. Few miners, whatever their
palirical convictions, are enthused at the prospect of having his
right wing opponent Trevor Bell, leader of the clerical section
COSA, as their leader. Even the right wing former Notlingham
NUM leader Len Clarke has called for support for Scargill,
coupled with a campaign 1o make him ‘moderate’ his
behaviour!

Hopefully the NUM left won't take the easy option and
wage a ‘don’t vote for a clerk' campaign, Scargill’s campaign
should be used to arm the membership with économic and
political arguments 1o defend their jobs, wages and conditions
against the Tary/NCR plans, It should also be used to build the
campalgn 1o get rid of the Tory government and the crazy
capitalist system they defend.
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THE CRISIS OF PmFESSIONALISM INART

BY PETER FULLER

Maodern art has lost its way: it is produced
and consumed by a tiny minority with
decreasing social and political impact. The
following article by Peter Fuller, based on a
speech he gave to a conference of the In-
stitute of Contemporary Arts in 1978, takes
up the crisis in art. Although three years old
the article has fully retained its relevance.

In 1963 Robyn Denny, among athers, signed a letter 16 The
Swndov Times artacking amateur ariisis. [ began: o pro e
sional painter i one whose profession is painting’, Fiftoon vears
later, even that is guestionable. OF course, the apparalus of a
profession — including professors, Royal Colleges. institutes,
academies, journals, and above all a nation-wide network of
training whools — persists, Whal then is missing?

Before we can answer this, we must go back into history.
The category of the professional artist, as distinct from the
master craftsman, is relatively new. It did not become clear in
Europe until the 17th century, or in some places until much
later. This distinction may not be absolutely clear in each
specific mstance: but it is of very great importance. John Berger
has written: ‘The crafisman survives so long as the standards
for judging his work are shared by different classes, The profes-
sional appears when it is necessary for the craftsman 1o leave his

class and “‘emigrate’ 1o the ruling class, whose standards of

judgement are different.’

Prafessional artists have related 1o the class that ruled, or
aspired 1o rule, in many complicated ways which have varied
from sociely tosociety, and from artist o artist within the same
society. One thing has remaired constant. Until our own time,
the professional has become a professional fhrowgh s
specialised trmning, through which he acguired the skilful use
ol a panticular sei of picioral {or sculptural) conveniions: con-
ventions of composition, drawing, perspective, anatomy, posc,
symbalism, and so on. These conventions corresponded closely
to the social experience, the lieral poinr of view, of the class
which the professional was serving. The Iransition from the
shallow, pictorial space ol high feudalism 1o vanishing point
perspeciive, which was perfected in the bourgeols era, was nof -
Just a development inherent to art, As the ruling ideas of an era
are the ideas of ity ruling class, so that class's way of seeing and
representing the world determines the dominant characier ol
the era’s visual tradilion. Bul professional conventions were
never (aught as historically transient modes: inuead, they were
held up 1o be the enly way of recording universal, Eternal
Truth,

But John Berger has remarked thal 1o those classes which
did not rule, such professional painting appeared 1o be ‘sp
remote from their own experience thal they saw il as a mere
social convention, gn eccoutrement of Lthe class that ruled over
them: which ix why, in momenis of revoll, painting and
sculpture were aften destroyved.®

In Britain an indigenous, professional, Fine Art tradition
did not emerge until very late by European standards. The
reasons for this are complex. They lie partly in the puritanical
aspect of the British Reformation, but more significantly in the
character of the English Revolution of the 17th century. This
completed the precocious destruction of feudalism in England.

Meurlur Wl vald i haroErE v To el devi i o) ol [EDI. Honos Deusmes

The gremt land-owners were (ree (o annihilate the peasaniry
through enclosure, and 1o establish capitalism throughout rural
England long before it grew up in the towns. In the late 17th
and early 18th centuries these agrarian capitalisis comprised a
ruling class the like of which arose nowhere elze in Europe.
They ‘patronised’ artists directly. and the arnt of the time is
bound up with their world view, depicting the land, live-stock
and country houses. Many preferred, as had the Stuarr kings
before them, 1o import foreign painters who had been appren-
ticed in European studios.

I'he modern professional tradition did nod emerge until the
mid-1Eth century, when this class losl its exclasive hegemony.
An open market in pictures was then established, providing ap-
parent ‘professional independence’ from specific patrons; a
training school opened offering an aliernative to the old
miaster-pupil system. Artists’ professional organisations sprang
up. The Royal Academy, founded in 1768, quickly acquired a
monapoly aver bath the market {through its annual sclhng ex-
hibitions} and education (through its schools). Thus it
dominated the profession as a whole until the late 19th century.
The Roval Academy was more than an artisis’ salon: it provides
the ¢lue ra the true secret of 'the Enghshness of English art’,

The new ‘modern’, professional Fine Art tradition had been
thrown up by the upsurge of a mercantile and emergent in-
dustrial bourgeoisic: and yet within it no new way of sesing the
social or material worlds developed. Far from trumpeting the
induestrial revolution which the bourgeoisie was effecting. ar-
tists referred to ft, if ar all, obliquely through apocalyptic art.
Landscape, and the genres associated with the old agrarian in-
terests thrived, and even reached unprecedented lewels of
development. Why?

The class which entered upon the titantic enterprise of the
industrial revolution in Britain did not have to overthrow an —
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Ancien Regime. The prior, land-owning class  was already
capiralist. British bourgeois intellectuals thus failed 1o produce
a new global vision of the world; British painters developed no
new way of seeing or depicting it, appropriate 1o a historically
triumphant middle-class, Instead artists clung as long as they
could to the old agrarian genres, which appealed 1o the lan-
downers and industrialists alike,

OF course, there were tensions hefween the old agrarian
capitalists and the new middle-classes, tensions which I believe
distantly subtend the great efMorescence of empirical landscape
painting in the early 19th century. But, by the middle of the
19th century, the two classes had fused into a single hegemonic
bloc, peppered with all sorts of anachronistic, political, social
and cultural excresences — like a monarchy, a House of Lords,
and & Royal Academy — which were the inheritance of a
peculiar history. [L was this bizarre, even if globally and
historically successful, class which mid-1%th century profes-
sional artists served so well, Indeed, their history had been such
that the professional painters cowld nor challenge it. They
depicted the world from the ruling classes’ point of view
without so much as straining the professional conventions in
which rhey had been trained. (This accounis for the peculiarly
sirrealise quality of Victorian painting when seen today )

In England, there could be no adical, bourgeois art. 1848 in
Europe formed Daumier, Millet and Courbet, who forced
academic convenlions to the utmost to make them speak of the
experience of peasants and workers, of which they had not been
designed to speak. Theirs were glorious failures. 1848 in
England produced only the whimpering, retrospective fart of
Preraphaelitism. Without even having 1o think about it, mid-
19th century Englith professionals knew what they had to pro-
duce, how they had to produce it, and for whom, Criticism was
straightforward. Has this painter acquired sufficient technical
skills? Has he applied them 1o an appropriate subject, from an
appropriate ideological point of view? Yes, and he was a good
artist; no, and he was bad.

Let us desert these Victorian painiers at the high point of
professionalism, and return to our opening question. What is
missing from contemporary professional practice? A recent
sociological study reported: ‘Half the tutors and approaching
two-thirds of the students of certain an colleges agreed with the
proposition that art cannot be taught.' Understandably, the
authors then asked: ‘In what sense then are the tutors tutors,
the students students, and the colleges colleges? What il any
definitionally valid educational processes take place on pre-
diploma and diploma courses?” Smart questions. The authors
reported that nearly all tutors ‘rejected lormer academic
criteria and modalities in an’, but none had eny other conven-
tions (o take their place.

When Andrew Forge tried 1o define painting for his Bricish
Painting 1974 exhibition, he came up with ‘coloured flat sur-
faces'. This definition is so general that it could include as pain-
tings, a table-cloth, a ficld, bathroom mats, linoleum, a lawn,
files and the living-room wall. Even so, il leaves out much
modern painting, which is not flat, more which is not coloured,
and a fair amount which is neither coloured nor flat. 1'm not
blaming Forge. A betier definition i not possible. Becauze
there are no longer any clients for whom the Fine Artists' pro-
fessional skills are mecessary, there is no agreed set of pictorial
skills and conventions which the student artist can acquire to
carry out a definite social function. We have the skeletal ap-
paratus of a profession, but not the profession itself. We have
entered the epilogue of a way of making visual images which
characterised some societies for about three centuries, but
which is now being swepl away by history.

Some people have tried to correlate the decadence of the
Fine Art traditions with ‘the crisis of capitalism'. Douglas
Cpaper has accused the Tate — over bricks and blankets — of

wasling public money on ‘the freaks and follizs which are being
passed off as creative ant during the last decades of the capitalist
era.’ It would be nice if he was right. But, even if the archaic
struciures of the existing British state are teetering, monopoly
capitalism has good reason to feel, if not complacent, then
reasonably confident about its survival in the immediare future
These commentators are simply failing 1o consider the visual
tradition as a whale,

If we wanted o estimate the sirength of any Europesn, ear-
Iv feudal society, we would be very foolish 1o do so, say,
through its free-standing easel paintings in oils alone, We
would not Tind any; yet the chances would be that both the
visual tradition, and the socicty which contained i, were

strong: its art would have been expressed through manuscript
illomination, stained glass windows, wall-paintings and
perhaps japestries.

It is just as absurd to assess capilalist society, loday,
through its Fine Am traditions of paintings and sculplure afone.
We are surrounded by more visual images than appeared in any
previous society in histary: they comprise a torrential mega-
visual radition (of which the Fine Art traditions constitute only
the tiniest component) of TV, cinema, newsphotography. col-
our supplements, reproductions of all kinds, but, more
especially, the giant bill-boards and road posters of commercial
advertising. This great smream  belches down upon  us
everywhere we go, every minute of every day,

Sadly, this voluminous mega-visual tradition attests to the
unnerving health of international monopoly capitalism. This
mega-visual tradition has also given rise 1o new professionals,
just as slavish and unguestioning in the service of the
monopolists as their predecessors, the 19th century painters,
were in the service of thelr ruling class, Willam Frith made &
painting of Derby Day in 1858, the culmination of 15 months
incessant labour. He employed a whole team to produce it in-
cluding around 100 models, a photographer who took pictures
on the race-course for him, and J Herring, a specialist, who
painted in the horses. 5o many people thronged the picture
when it was first shown that a special rail was put round it. Frith
then issuad a popular print which sold in tens of thousands.

That makes uz smile because & modernist painter like
Hovland dashes off a new work and gives it the name of the
date on which it was painted, because it is aboul nothing, ¢x-
cepl painting ilself, and sells it overseas before it has been seen
by anyone in England. A reproduction of it would be lucky to
sell 20 copies here. But the techniques used to make the Frith
painting have not disappeared: advertising images are produc-
ed with the same infinite care, marshalling of resources and per-
sonnel, and with the same intention of mass reproduction. ln-
deed, so close are they that the Frith painting has been used —
without alteration — as & bill-board for the Swaday Times. OF
course, advertising posters present a different point of view
(that of the monopolists) and serve a different social Tunction
(they offer promises rather than mirrors). But they, rather than
modernist painting, are in the direct line of developmeni from
19th century professionalism.

Indeed, it is within the mega-visual tradition thar all the
visal advances are being made. At the Roval Academy today
they are queueing not for Motherwell, not for Courbet, not
even for Leonardo — but for the Aelogrom exhibition. And in
one sense, they are right: as fully three-dimensional images
holograms undoubtedly constitute the biggest advance in the
representation of the visible world since photography. And yet
even at this stage, holograms are sponsored by Guinness: their
future can easily be discerned in their present appearances.
They are, il you like, the ‘moments of becoming” of yet another
great leap forward by the spectacular entertainers, popular por-
nographers, and, above all, advertisers. One thing 15 cerlain: in
len years time, fifty-foot, three-dimensional images of Guin-



Piprep- Soneph Promafhon omd e fowdls, 18657, Cius o Courbel

ness bottles, detergent boxes, and cigaretie packs will hang in
the sky all the way down the Thames.

You may not relish this thought: it drives me to despair. But
suppose that you were looking back on these times from the
future. Who would vou take as being more representative of
the visual tradition as @ whole, and of the kind of society from
which it springs: the professionals of the residual Fine art tradi-
tions, with their piles of bricks, *pure’ colour formalist pain
tings, folded blankets, and grey monochromes, including if you
like, their board-room portraits, and wild life pictures; or the
spectacularly versatile new professionals of the mega-visual
tradition, who have unleashed into the night sky enormous
three-dimensional images of consumer goods? In the 19th cen-
tury, the Fine Art professionals were the exclusive producers of
the visual tradition. Today, therr tolal output constilutes
nothing but a culturally marginal and contingent moment
within it. The future seems to lie with the mega-visual profes
sionals, Fine Artisis play with their pasts.

The only mystery is, why do we have even an apparatus of a
profession? Why have Fine Artists survived, at all? The answer
is largely political. The modern welfare state was erected im-
mediately after the last war. John Maynard Keynes had ad-
vocated increased intervention by the state in the economy to
ameliorate some of the most ‘unaccepiable’ cffects of
capitalism, especially periodic deep recession, and unemploy-
ment. Keynes also described the mechanisms through which
this could be effected. In the shori-term, Keynesianism as ap-
plied by politicians seemed to work: by the late 1950s the ruling
class was euphoric about full employment, indefinitely rising
material standards of living, and an eternal, well-regulated,
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future for capitalism. Today, of course, Keynesianism is in
ruins. The Arts Coungcil, established in 19435, was one of the
first components of the welfare state. Iis architect, and first
chairperson, was Keynes himsell. Married to 2 ballerina, a
Bloomsbury habitué, he had spoken of the prostitution of the
arts for financial gain as ‘one of the worser crimes of present-
day capitalism.’ In the welfare state, all that was going 1o
change.

Iri 1945 Keynes wrote: “The purpose of the Arts Council. .. is
to create an environment, to breed a spirit, to cultivate an opi-
nion, to offer & stimulus to such purpose that the artist and the
public can each sustain and live on each other in that union
which has occasionally existed in the past ai the greal ages of a
communal civilized life.” But the Arts Council was also to differ
from any previous pairon, state or otherwise. It would not
commission, or offer any direction whatever. Keynes said he
thought that evervone knew that the work of the artist was by
its very nature ‘individual and free, undisciplined,
unregimented, uncontrolled’

He claimed: *The anist walks where his spirit leads him. He
cannot be 1old his direction; he does not know it himself.” But
b expected new work to ‘spring up more abuncdantly in uncx-
pected quarters and in unforseen shapes when there is @ univ-
ersal opportunity for contact with traditional and contem-
porary arts in their noblest form.” The Arts Council was, for
the visual arts, only the tip of an iceberg of state patronage of
this *hands oft” kind, patronage which included musewms, later
regional arts associations, and above all, the enormous, expan-
ding art education system.



There is no doubt whatever that the thinking behind this ex-
periment was political. Robyn Denny has elsewhere described
the C1A involvemeny in the carly Abstract Expressionist move-
ment, Similarly the initiation of a golden age of “individual and
free’ artists, sponsored but not directed by the staie, was in-
tended to cock a God Almighty snook at the miserable Socialisi
Realist systemn in the USSR, As Gombrich put it speaking of
Socialist Realism: ‘This attempt 1o contral the arrs from ahove
has made us all aware of the real blessings we owe 1o our
freedom.’ Bur the arts policy of the welfare stale back-fired on
those who devised it. The real! comparison was between
Socialist Realism, and adveriising in the West — berween the
roles of their respective, culturally central visual professionals,
And of course those roles were not so very different. Sure, the
Socialist Realists were ruthlessly ‘controlled from above®: but
50 were all our artists working for the grear monopolies, and
their agencies. Which is the bigger lie, to paint the joys of an op-
pressed Sovier proletariat? Or 1o make an image (o be seen by
countless millions suggesting that drinking Coke rather than
Pepsi cantributes to world peace® There is little 1o choose,

Meanwhile, aur Fine Art professionals find thal they have
been given every freedom except the only one that matiers, the
Sfreedom to acr sociallv. Levi-Strauss omce called non-
representational painting: ‘A school of academic painiing in
which each artist strives (0 represent the manner in which he
would execute his pictures il by chance hé were to paint any,' 1=
it surprizing that this has been the dominant form of our so
called ‘individual and free' armses in Britain and America?

What is (0 be done? For me, the position is clear. These
curious, quirkish anachronisms, the Fine Ar rraditions ol
painting and sculprure and the whole professional apparatus
which auaches 1o them, are now vulnerable because their
political usefulness has expired. They are becoming an embar-
rassment Lo that cluss which once had such high hopes of them.
They must be defended, and preserved, at all cosis. Why?
Because only here it seems to me is there even the remotest hope
of visual truthfulness and imaginative creativity emerging
again. It will not come from the Socialist Realist system, or
from the modern advertisers. But, in order for this 1o happen
within the professional Fine Art traditions, arists, supported

by critics, must begin 1o demand the right 1o act secially again,

That is why the recent efflorescence of mural painting the
length and breadih of Britain seems to me so important, Not so
much for anything which has yer been achieved. as for the
potentialities — unprecedented in the last 20 vears — which it is
apening up,

But ta individual professionnl Fine Ariists, I would say this;
in the past, there were two ways of making grear puintings.
Those who took the first route sought the fulles| expression of
the possibilities inheérént in existing bourgenis pictorial conven-
tions. Vermeer's, and Van Dyck’s sumptuous work was achizv-
ed m this way. Hut even more challenging was the course
followed by those who sought to develop or strain those con-
ventions in such a way that they spoke of experiences of the vis-
ible world, and of social life, which had hirherta been axcluded
from painting because they were oppased to the point of view
itz conventions had been designed (0 express. This ways the
roure taken by Goya, Courber, Millet, Daumuer, Geneuult,
Halz and Van Gogh. Both alternatives relicd on a VIZOToLs,
culturally central, Fine Art tradition. Because cupitalism has
finally destroyed the traditions of Fine Art which it cremed, or
inherited, neither of these alrernarives i now possible,

But this is not 1o advocate despair. I you are a socialist, vou
do not believe that you have 1o choose between Stalimism, on
the one hand, and Monopoly Capitalism on the other. You are
prepared 1o work, through history, for a third alternative, that
of genuine socialism. Few now believe that this will be magical-
Iy created through inexorable, inevitable historical processes
alone. Yel genuine socialism is a passible Muure. Halograms
clearly show us what our highlv probable future in the im-
mediate short-term under Monopoly Capitalism will be lke.

If vou wish to create significant work today, 1 believe that
you have ta create a visual moment of beeoming, which speale
of those unrealised human potentialities which will be realised
in the possible future of socialism. Your visual equivalent of
that future will keep alive a flicker of hope for it in a seemingly
hopeless present. ‘But’, [ am always asked, ‘what does a mo-
ment of becoming look like?® 1t is not & gquestion of style; it has
nothing to do with avert political content. It is hard to be cxact,
because such work has not ver been realised visually, though
plenty of artisiz seem to me, despite inevitable contraditions —
we are all in unknown rerritory — to be pushing forwards in
this direction,

When 1 have been able 1o recognise this, [ have acdaimed
thern and will continue to do so. But | am not a Stalinist, 1
refuse to prescribe. What 1 can do is 1o urge artises 1o avoid the
waste-land of imitating 19th century academicism; o reject the
Socialist Realist solution, once again being pushed so hard b
Stalinist elements; to turn away from arid formalism, and post-
modernist antics alike, and 1o dare ro rake their standards from
this possible future. Historically, you are in 2 unigue position.
Seize the time!
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