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Apologies 10 all our readers and
subscribers for the late arrival of this
issue. Although a ‘double issue' for con-
tinuity reasons, for subscribers il will
count for one issue,

The problems in producing Interna-
tional have been due to financial dif-
ficulties. You can help hy sending us a
coniribution to ensure regular puhlica-
tion,

4+ §pheeribers receive renewal notices with the
Insl iwn issnes of thelr subseription. This code
correspands io ihe cxpiry number on those
senewal notices.

WHOSE

NEW REALITY ?

THREE events in recenl months have
starkly illuminated the realities of British
politics.  First, the Mational Union of
Mineworkers has demonstrated that not-
withstanding her victory over the NGA,,
Thatcher and her government remain in-
capable of using the anti-union laws o
prevent effective action by the strongest
and best organised onions in par-
ticular the NUM. This was the
significance of MacGregor's retreatl fraom
his court case against the Yorkshire
NUM.

The tide is starting ro turn against
Thaitcher, The government not only
faces majority opposition to its policies
an the WHS, on local government and on
the misziles, it is now losing support o1
its attacks on the unions — the one policy
area where it had support et the last elec.
tion. For the Thatcher government the
tide is threatening to turn from problems
on particular policies to overall rejection
of the government.

Secondly, the Chesterfield by-
election had demonstrated that Labour

cannot be held down to the level of the
voles it attained in the general election,
The opinion polls are starling to show
Labour neck and neck with the Tories,
Chesterlicld itsell showed near enough
the same result as in the general election,
Hul this was in the conditions of the
massive red-scare against Benn and the
behind the scenes campaign by the
Labour leadership Lo prevent Benn from
being selected in the first place.

If Benn had lost at Chesterlield the
left-wing of the Labour Party would
have suffered a shattering defeat with the
right claiming that Bennite palicies lose
elections. In reality Benn's vote
demonstrates not only thar Labour's
vole cannot be pushed below its 9 Junc
level but also that Bennism cannot be
driven out of the labour movemeni.

Thirdly, the crisis over Britain’s con-
tributions to the EEC revealed the
underlying realignment of all the major
forces In British politics. The
SDP/Liberal Alliance and Tory wels
leapt to the defence of ‘Europe’. The



Labhour leadership was notable for its
silence, The Tory government is being
squeezed al home and in its international
relations. Against Tory Gaullism the
Tory wets and the Alliance are prepared
to fight tooth and nail, 1o demand that
the Tories accept the terms on offer from
the EEC. Here was a real fight between
sections of the British ruling class. Yel
Labour had nothing 1o say. Why?

Because the new Labour leadership is
united on one thing above all others:
defence of the interess of those sections
of British capital most linked inio Euro-
pean capitalism and the EEC, This is the
real foundation of the “dream ticket” and
of Kinpock's Eurosecialism. It is not
simply an opportunict bloc of the centre
and the right. It is profoundly hased in
the project of re-orienting Labour into
the Party of Evropean Capital in Britain.
The realignment of both wings of the
Party demonstrate this. On the right, the
‘Europeans’, Healey, Hattersley and
company, bave broken with the Atlan-
ticist Callaghan in Mavour of a bloc with
Eurp-Kinnock.

Om the Jeft, the fundamental aim of
Kinnock and his new kitchen cabinet in
the Labour Co-ordinating Commitiee 15
to eliminate the anti-EEC Bennite lefi-
wing of the Party. This is why infantile
notions thai the EEC iz a ‘non-debate’ in
sections of the constituency lefl are so
totally short-sighted. What is involved is
a drive to transform the Labour Party in-
to & British version of Minerand's
Socialist Party — the Party of European
Capital and missiles against Labour,

It iz this same realignment which to-
day is ripping apart the Communist Par-
ty of Great Britain, The wing around
Marxissm Today, now the majority, aim

to rearient the CF and the Labour Party
into support of European Capital. In the
peace movement they therefore unile
with EP Thompson and Kinnock to at-
tempt 1o substitute ‘frecze’ for
unilaieralism, because this silops
American missiles but leaves British and
French musziles intact. Morxism Today
looks further and perceives that Lebour
is unlikely to be able o rebuild its vole
sulficiently to win the next election. So
they are for a grand coalition of all the
anti-Thalcher forces and, we might add,
pro European Capital forces — the
Eura-socialist Labour Party, the
Alliance and the Tory wets. To do this
they understand perfectly that Bennism
musi be beaten back,

April's Marxism Today carries an at-
1ack by Jon Bloomfield, on nor only the
Trotskvists in the Labhour Party but alzo
the ‘fundamentalists’, Benn and Helfer.
Benn's crime in the eves of Morxizsm
Todey? ... calling for campaigning on
an explicitly anti-capitalist basis... These
senuimenis may sirike 2 chord among
committed activisis but they do nol cor-
respond (o any sober assessmenit of the
present palitical balance of forces’!

The truth iz thai there 15 a tremendous
reorganisation of the politics of the
labour movement iaking place. Bul the
divide is nol between ‘fundamentalism’
and ‘realism'. It is between the sup-
poriers of European Capital and Euro-
pean missiles, and the supporters of the
European working class. Hattersley,
Healey, Kinnock, the LCC and Mearxfsm
Today are on one side of that divide and
the bulk of CND activists, the Europeace
movements, the Greens in Germany.
Bennism and this journal are part of the
other side.
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AS we g0 10 press the miners are engaged
in a biter struggle agamnsi the Tory
government. There can be little doubi
that the outcome of this battle will be in-
strumental in determining the entire rela-
tionship of forees between the clazses for
the coming few years. It is arguably the
most importan! class battle since 1926,
bur certainly since ten years ago when the
miners won lwo successive battles against
the Conservative government.

Civer the next few issues of Mnfermo-
nonal we will look in depth at the
changes in the trade union and labour
movement over the last ten years. We will
assess the heady optimizm créated by the
miners’ victories in ‘72 and ‘74, and the
harsh realities of 4 million unemployed
and declining fortunes for the unions and

Labour in 1984. Arthur Scargill was
scheduled 1o write our lead article on this
viery tapie for this issue of the journal.

We do have the first of our series on
this topic in this issue, written by Terry
Conway, She examines the extraordinary
growth of self-organisation of the op-
pressed within the unions over the last
ten vears, primarily but not exclusively in
the public sector. The most advanced
developments have occured around the
self-orgamisation of women, bt now self
organisation of black people, lesbians
and gays, and people with disabilitics has
begun 1o develop.

It was ten years ago too that the
Ulster Workers Council strike shook the
Labour government's policy on Nor-
themn Ireland. Bill Rolston's article is a
timely reminder thal no other event in the

history of the recent ‘troubles’ more
graphically demomstrated the meaning of
the Umonist velo over any progressve
political change in Ireland.

The Labour Co-ordinating Commit-
tee has ofien been criticised in the pages
of this journal. Although we strongly
disagree with its ‘new realism’ it does at
least have the merit of arguing for a
coherent strategy for rebuilding the
labour movement. John Ross interviews
Peter Hain in this issue on the palitics of
the LCC,

Recent iszues have seen a debate over
the nature of Stalinism in response (o
Perry Anderson’s piece i New Left
Review. Chris Arthur joins the discus-
sion this time and the debate will con-
tinue over fulure issues, nexl time with
Mick Cox from the Critigue Editonal
Board.

Lastly we must apologise 10 our pa-
tient readers and subscribers for the late
appearance of this double issue
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THE ULTIMATE VETO

BILL ROLSTON

Ten vears alter the Ulster Workers" Council
strthe, Bill Rolston recounts its history and
assesses 1is impact on subseguent British
straleey and the Uniomist velo,

“There s a new siiuation now which we musi take -
count af. We have seen the rise of Ulsier nationalism'

(Merlyn Rees),

Ten vears ago the British government s only senous attempl 10
replace the devolved system of government in Northemn lreland
(M), aholished in 1972, with something a1 least superficially
dilTerent was spectacularly defeated by a strike by NI lovalists
grouped together in the Ulster Workers' Coungil (LI'WC), Fac-
ed wilh widespread opposition 10 ils proposed power-sharing
armangements, the British backed down. For fourteen davs in
Mlay the lovalist workers held the political future of N1 in their
hamds.

Ten years later it is appropriate (o look at what the long-
term effects of that strike have been. The UWC never became a
provisional government of a unilaterally declared independent
ML In fact, the independence scenario, embraced willingly hy
many after the strike, is rarely heard of now. Nor for thar maj-
ter is the UWC jisell, nor i< once prominent leaders. But the
question is a much deeper one than thar. W har did the loyalists
and the British government learn from that conlrontation, and
how Tar has what they learned then fashioned the politics of the
lasi decade?

Rui first, it is necessary to look ai the ongins of the UWC
and what it managed to accomplish in May 1974, Protestants
have dominated skilled manufaciunng jobs in NI since the
foundmtion of the state (and before). Like skilled workers
elsewhere i hey are unionised and. if necds be, militant in lerms
of wages and 1he conditions of their work, However, they are
frequently among the staunchest of umionists got in the trade
union sense. bot o Ml political tlerms. That is; seeing the
hustencal dependence of industrialisation in the north-east of
Ireland on the development of British capitalism, they have
judged that the only guarantee of anv continued dominance on
their part in economic terms rests on a political commitment 1o
keep the union with Brivain and 1o oppose militantly any moves
o hreak oF weaken thar union.

Consequently, loyalist workers have frequently formed
themselves into associations to defend the British link and their
position in it. In the early 1920s there was the Ulster Unionist
Labour Association, and in the 1930 the Ulster Protestani
League, formed "o safeguard the employment of Protestants’,
The Tilies saw the similar Ulsier Protestant Action. And in
1969, as the present round of ‘troubles’ ook of 1, o small group
was formed calling isell the Workers' Commitlee for the
Defence of the Conslitution, Prominenl among its members
was Billy Hull, a former member of the NI Labour Party, and
convener of the engineering shop stewards at Harland and
Wolfls shipyard. ln 1971 Huoll reformed rhe organisation, and
the Lovalist Association of Workers (L AW was formed. Inthe
next two vears LAW flexed its muscles a few times, organising a
march of workers demanding the internment of republicans in
1971, closing down heavy industry for two days in 1972 through
electricity power cuts in protest a the proropuement of Stor-
mant, and (ironically) slowing indusiry down agam in 1971 in
protest al the internment of loyalists.

But LAW broke up in 1973, 1o be replaced sometime later

by the UWC, Hugh Petrie, one of the lounders of the Warkers
Committee for the Befence of the Constitution, was the keading
instigator of the new organisation. A prevision engineer at
Sharts, he was also a member of 1he Amalgamated Engineering
Union. He brought together a few ‘old hands’ such as Joe
Rarklev and Harry Fletcher, also faunders of the Workers”
Committee for the Delence of the Constitution, and by the
heginning of 1974 they had an impressive 21-man executive, On
the executive were such paramilitary people as Andy Tyrie of
the UDA, Ken Gibson of the UVF, Bab Marno of the Orange
Volunteers. George Green-of the Ulster Special Constabulary
Association and Peter Brush of Down Orange Welfare. The
leaders of the three main lovalist parties were also coopted —
lan Paisley, Harry West sind Bill Crang. Bui setting the pace and
very much calling the tune on the executive were the skilled
workers,

Thai they were umonists in more senses than one is shown
by lpoking at a few of them,
Jim Smyth, shop steward at Rolls Royee:
Harry Murray, shop steward at Harland and Wollf;
Joe Barklev, canvener in Harland and Walff;
Harry Panerson, assistant shop steward, Shorrs;
Eric Mangomery, shap steward ar Belfast Power Station Ea;
Glen Barr, Amalgamated Engineering Union convener
Coolkeeragh power station, once described by Vie Feather ol
the TUC as ‘a very strong trade unionist”, and a member of the
LIDA
Lirtle wonder that the LI'WE was o conluse Labour ministers ai
the NI office, especially Stan Orme, As Robert Fisk puts it, the
British were facing:

‘u growing working class revoli, fuelled by intimidarion
and aimed at the averthrow of consensus palitics, bul
springing from the same irade union roots and the same
background of poverry and deprivation that had fostered
socialism in England’ (pb6).

The root of the confusion, as the quotation suggests, was
the target of the UWC action: not beiier wages or condilion,
not opposition to closure or redundancies, but oppesition 1w
the latest British plan for Ireland — an Assembly o replace
Stormont. The plan contained two innovations thal were (he
focus of lovalise fury: institutionalised power-sharing at ex-
ecutive level between Protestants and Catholics, and a Council
of Ireland to debale matiers of common interest 1o both
governmenis. The Assembly was 1o discuss ratifying this
averall plan at their meeting on May 14, 1974, Despite warnings=
of bad timing from Craig and Paisley, the UWC threatened a
total strike if the ratification occurred. 1t did, and the UWC
sSWUng into action.

The plan was relatively siraightforward. The electricity
power workers would close down first Coolkeeragh station in
Derry (the only station, by Far, with a large percentage of
Catholic workers, 50 per cent), then Helfast West and finally
Bellust Fast. That would leave N1 totally dependent on one 5ta-
tion, Ballylumford in Lame, where UWC influence was major.
Ballylumford would then itsell be run down bringing all in-
dusiry and many cssential services to a complete halt. The
British would have (o give in eventually, conceding 1o the L'WO
demands for the abolition of the Assembly with its power-
sharing and Council of Ireland, and the calling of new elec-
tions.

Such a plan took time 10 become fully effective. Thus, on
the first day of the strike, although there were quite lengthy
power culs in parts of the North, there was no immediale
closure of industry and business. In fact, (o all appearances
things went on much as usual on the moming of May 14h.
Maost people turned up for work and had little difficulry doing
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50 as transporl was moving freely. But by mid-morning of the
first day and to a much greater extent on the second and subse-
guent diys, another element in the plan came into effect — in-
timidation on & massive scale carried out by the paramilitary
groups represented on the UWC executive. Road blocks, hi-
jackings, threals (o people at work, beatings of others, and
eventually on the 251h, the murder of two Catholic hrothers in
Ballymena who refused to dose their public house.

Of course, the one potential weakness in the loyaliss plan
was the possible intervenrtion of the police and army. Such in-
tervention in the early davs of the strike might have helped to
exscalare it. On the other hand, the chances were greater thal o
wiould have nipped it in the bud. Bul such intervention did not
happen. Any action that actually happened was both too little
and too late. Secretary of Stale Merlyn Rees opled For leaving
the strike alone to burn itsell oul, o naive expectation in the
hghi of the evidence of widespread intimidation. When he
finally acied on the 27th by sending in the army (o keep a small
number of peirol siations open — the UWC had increased the
pace of the strike by cutting ofl petrol supplies except 1o a few
stations nominated by them, where they vetted people queueing
for petrol — the UWC was in ils position of greatest sirength; it
responded by announcing the shut down of Ballylumfard
within wenty four hours. The army were convinced they could
not run Ballylumford themselves, with the result thai the threat
was effective. The powersharing executive resigned on the 2%th.

If Rees showed some hesitation in dealing with the strike,
the police did not. Unhcesitatingly they turned a blind eve 1o hi-
Jackings and intimidations. So worried were army afficers by
the open collusion between police and strikers that they would
have been reluctant to try to engage in joint anti-strike action
even if ordered to earlier by Rees, Thus, when the army moved
agains! the Red Hand Commandoes in the wake of the
Ballymena killings, they did so unilaterally without informing
the police in advance.

Palice inactivity was of great help to the UWC. It enabled
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them to survive the shaky first davs of the strike, o gather
momentum so that any later action woulkd be even more dil-
ficult. In addition the police response 1o the strike typifies well
the reaction of many institutions in M1 A mixture of responses
— ranging from deference o outright support — soon became.
apparent. Middle class businessmen queued up quietly outside
the UWC headquarters begging for passes 1o prove they were
essential car users. Civil servanrts passed on vital information to
the UWC, even prior to giving it 1o NI Office mimsiers. And
the BBLC defined s brief ol “impartial reporiing” as- giving
equal time 1o UWC, thus leading one strike leader, Harry Mur-
ray, to acknowledge:

‘The BBC were marvellous — thev were prepared (o be fed
any information. They fell into their own trap that “‘the
public must ger the news'', Sometimes they were just a
news service for us ... (Fisk, pl27)

It was hard to avoid the conclusion that the bulk of the
unionist establishment and public was in ané way or another
supporting the strike. Certainly, this was the conclusion that
the power-sharing excculive reached. And, for entirely dif-
ferent reasons, it was a widely-held belief in Cathobe working
class areas. The nationalist response was 3 somewhal am-
hivalent one. On the one hand there were those who had no
desire to see the Assembly survive, This was the most true in the
casze of the [RA who in effect engaged in & ceasefire during the
errike. From their point of view the loyalists were showing the
British one of the things that the IRA had been telling them for
vears, namely, that N1 was basically ungovernable. On the
other hand, there was a real fear on the part of the nationalists
that the lovalists would let the power go 1o their heads, as &
were, The SDLP (participants in the power-sharing exscutive)
wera furious ar the British allowing the lovalists to wreck fherr
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Assembly, Ordinary nationalists may have been less protective
of the SDLP's sickly baby, but they did fenr the latent sec-
tarianism in lovalist dominance. True, the sirike had been
much leéss sectarian than many had feared. the Ballymena kill

ings notwithstanding, However, there were twenty eight people
killed when car hombs exploded in Dublin and Managhan on
the 13th, and although they were not acknowkadged by any
arganisation, the lesson of the military power, and nol just the
industrial muscles, of the lovalist workers was not lost on many
nationalist workers, Although there was no pogrom launched
against nationalist arcas during the strike, there was the feeling
al helplessness as food and fuel supplies dwindled. Nationalisis
realised how powerless they were in relation 1o the power sta-
tions, oil refinerics and docks, and there was more than ane na-
tionalist worker who tried to hold on to énough perrol 1o get the
family across the border if necessary.

This poinl is very important, nol least because i was
overlooked ar the lime by many ki commentatars, The Com-
munist Pariy of Ircland (Marxist-Leninist), for example, saw
the strike as ‘a great siep forward for the working class in
Ulster, and strengthened (heir lass consclousness, unity and
revolutionary sentiment’. Similar séntiments were expressed by
Tom Nairn, a writer less easilv dismissed as being on the lunatic
fringe. in @ book which looks remarkably dated only seven
vears after its publication,

*It was the working class that made the Ulster nation. lis

1974 general strike defied, and defeared, three hourgeois
governments and the British army. Although they will
never concede the faet, it relegated the claims of the [RA
farever 1o that historical archive from which they should
never have re-semerged. [ was without doubi the most
successiul politicel action carried ow by any European
waorking class since the World War. Belore that rurning-
point there was an Irish-Protestant nationality confined
to the level of pogrom violence, 10 the archaic mier-class
tribalism of the Orange Order, Calvinisi bigotry and
Kiplinesgue empire. After it, there s at least the possibili-
ty of & middle class nation."

Not only does Nairn miss the crucial Fact of the relationship of
loyalist workers (o the state in NI, and thercfore the extent to
whtich the state was not prepared 1o take them on in the same
way as. say, the French state did workers in 1968, but Py alsa i
nores the wavs in which nationalist workers viewed the sirike,
and the effect the sirike may have had on working class unity
overall. With commentatars right, lefr and cenire either singing
the praises of the lovalists, or a1 least acknowledging their in-
vulnerability, many nationalist workers were understandably
wary of what any post-strike political settlement would hold for
them. The UWC had only one major demand as they called of
the strike — new elections. But the LUDA, the largest loyalist
paramilitary group represented on the UWC executive, hegan
10 canvass actively Tor an ‘independent Ulster’. Many — such
as Merlyn Rees — lent credence to the polirical respeciability of
the lovalist position by referring to the hade invincibilily and
new-found nationalizm of the lovalists. Even sections ol Lhe
republican movement toyed for a while with the idea of some
kind of ‘marriage of convemenee’ with the loyalists, comparmg
Jim Smyth of the UWC with Wolfe Tone, the founder of
republicanism (in An Phoifachr, 14 June, 1974) and pursuiny
even more lorcefully their then proposal of a federal solution

the lovalists held the ultimate veto in the
political sphere in Northern Ireland

The lovalists were on a high, and few were sericusly. cnlicis-
ing thee, But with the beneft of hindsight it 1s easier to draw
another conclusion from the events, 4 conclusion thal helps 1o
explain the partly unarticulated lears of northern nationalisis,
Faced with even minor changes in their traditional position of
dominance the lovalists closed ranks, They pulled the unionist
middle class and all the major institutions af the state in behind
them and were thus practically invulnerable. The trade unions
organised an ill-conceived and abortive back-to-work march on
May 19th. The forces of the slate did oot move against the
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Edward Carsan reviews the loyalisi veto force before the Firs Waorld
War.

strikers until it was roo late. In short, the loyalists held — and
were allowed 1o hold — the ultimare veta in the political sphere
in M.

In a sense, then, there was little new in the content of the
U'W{C message, despite Rees, Nairn and evervone else. All that
wais historically dif ferent was the form. Hence, comparisons o
other cras are both apposite and only partially valid. In 1912,
for instance, it was the uniomst bourgeoisie which moved
againgt Home Hule and the lovalist working class which fell
behind. So, in that sernse 1974 was very different. But there s a
valid logic in arguing that, at base, there was little difference. In
both cases an all-class alliance of unionists opposed British al-
templs to extricate themselves somewhat from directly govern
ing Ireland, In fact, if anything, there was something perhaps
even more pessimistic about 1974 than 1912, In the latter, one
could, if one wanted, paint the loyalist working class as duped
by its bourgeois masters, Bul ten years ago the lovalist workers
showed, as they have before and zince, thal they are ofien
gtauncher and more militant in their pursuit of the union than
some of the untonizst bourgeoisie are.

The lesson was not lost on the British. The Assembly, even
in full Might, would not have meant any significant weakening
of the traditional lovalist position of dominance. 11 was,
however, judged by the loyalists as a potential chink in the ar-
mour which, if let be, could lead to the diminution of their
power. The message of the L'WC strike was that the Brilish
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were not préparéd 1o pish the lavalists on this point of their
velo pawer, Since 1974 the essence aof the bipartisan Direct Ruole
af the Narth has heen determined by that lesson of the UWC
strike. The 1975 Constuutional Conventian, which resulied
from the new elections demanded by the U'WC, was not the
Assembly mark two, True, the British were nol prepared o
concede 1o the lovaliss majority in the Convention a return o
strafght majority rule, bai at the same time, they did not push
the lovaliste towards any palitical progress, and the Convention
collapsed. In 1977 Paisley, Ernest Baird and the UDA altemp-
ted (o repear the WO strike, but their larget — increased
security — was less specific and the lovalist unity was much less
tight than in 1974, Despite that, the 1977 ‘lock-oul' was no
failure. As the British had conceded 1o lovalist demands in 1974
by speeding up the process of “Ulsterisation’ of securily. so the
1977 “lock-oul® was Tollowed by increased SAS operations and
an expansion of the police force. Finally, Jim Prior’s experi-
menl of ‘rolling devolution® reached a very sudden brick wall in
the current Assembly. Even beflore Lhe unionist parfies began (o
bicker among themselves, it was apparent thal Prior was noi
ot ta woo the constitutional nationalists of the SDLP as Rees
had been in the mid-seventies. Thal in iself is perhaps 1w
strangest proal of the conviction with which the lesson of 1974
has been iniernalised in the Britain bipartisan psyche. The
SDLP ean flutter around the Dublin Forum. Sinn Fein can 2o
from electoral strength (o strength. But there 8 no way thart the
British seem in the shghtesi concerned to challenge the lovalist
veto on political mnovations.

Could the loyalists repeat their success?
There's no reason Lo believe that they could
not

Could the loyalists repeat the success of 19747 There is no
reason o believe that they could not. True, they are in many
ways more disuniled now they have been in a long time, but
given the opportunity of having to react 1o some British pro-
posal Tor political change which challenged the union or their
position of dominance, they could surely be expected to close
ranks again. The power stations are still loyalist-controlled
The British army is no mare able (o run those stations now than
they were ten years aga. The institutions of the state in NI are
still 1o some extent or another pro-unionst, and could be ex-
pected to defer once more o the musele of a loyalisi workers-
led ppposition to political change.

Any such political change seems a long way off whale bipar-
tisanship — despile the few slight dents in thal structure in-
flicted by recent Labour Party conferences — reiging supremse,
Bul the ultimate question mark is in respect 1o the actions of
any future British administration which would seek to break
with bipartisanship. Would they come up with any political
scheme which seriously challenged the union? And, if so,
would they be less naive than the Labour Pany government of
1974, and realise that standing over that scheme will require
them to take on the lovalists, not just in Westminster, or in
Stormont Castle, but on the streets? For without that realisa-
tion, they would be destined to repeat (he errors of the past,
and even more emphatically underline the loyalisis® ultimate
saurce of strength here — their power of veto over any political

prOgress.
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GOODBYE PROLETARIAT ?

ANDRE GORZ

Has the microchip short-circuited the classical
Marxist view of the seizure ol state power by
the proletariat?

Phil Hearse talked to Andre Gorz, author

of Farewell to the Working Cluss, about the
consequences of new technology for the
future of socialism,

The title of your book, Forowel! 1o the Working Class, is very
provocative. Bul are we saving ‘goodbye” in faci? Surely the
decline of the traditionsl manual working class has been ac-
companied by (he proletarianisation of large numbers of white
callar workers. There's also a proleinriznisstion of intellectual
lubour. Over the last decade there was an expansion of (rade
unionisation which was only halied by the capitalisi crisis of
1974-5.

In vther words, this saciety is still dominated by capilalist
sacial relations of production, in which the overwhelming
majority of people earn their living in the wage labour/capital
relationship. as part of the proletariat.

Mo doubt about it. Everything you say is righi. When the
labour mavement was born in the 1820s there was a revolution
going on, the industrial revolution, This made it pessible for a
few people — the first soclalists — 1o envisage a totally dif-
ferent society, one which would be based on the collective
appropriation of the means of production, of workers' control
of the production process

Today there is another technological revolution going on
which can be comparred in ils significance 1o the industrial
revolution and which holds out the possibility of a realisation
of the dream of the first socialins — the abolition of wage
tahour. In the Grundrisse Marx opposed disposable time 1o
lahour time. And certain key parts of his work say that the
measure of wealth is disposable, free time. ‘Really rich” is a na-
tion where you wark six hours and not twelve hours.

I think the micro-electronic revolution brings us into the
same perspective as the first socialists, who said that wage
labour was a curse which could be abolished eventually. The
new working class has not at all the <ame relationship o work
and its job as the working class in the nineteenth century, the
relationship which made it possible 1o say that socialism was the
taking of power by the working class i production and in
saciety. This relation to work has been complesely wiped gut by
capitalist management techniques.

The old indusirial working class which had real power on
the factory foor, which bargained on almost equal terms with
the boss, is gone. The same thing has happened (o the produc-
tion process among white collar workers. Now both are being
automated out of existence. You have on the one hand a small
stable class of wage earners, and on the other hand a growing
class of precarious workers who are unemployed part of the
year, or mast of it.

This bears out Marx's prophesy that workers would even-
twally not just do one particular job, but just work. And we
have reached a stage where people are indifferent 1o the content
of their work. A majority of the working class would rather not
work, would rather just receive an income for not working. So
the 'farewell to the working class’ is & farewell to the proletariat
which identifies with wage labour as a source of power and of
social sell-recognition. Only the working class aristocracy now
identifies with its own work.

You have raised o number of guestons. The first is the
possibility of the microprocessor revelution leading 1o the
abolition of wage labour. But hasn't il always been part of the
Marxist programme, to reduce the working day throngh the ap-
plication of technology?

According to the traditionn] Marxisi schema, after the
seizure of power by the working class we move immediately
towards a reduction of labour time, 1o & gradual implementa-
tion of autemation technigues and towards a gradual sholilion
of repetitive, drudge work, Surely the slogan of socialism
equals auiomation plus workers’ councils’ is 2 modern render-
ing of the traditional Marsist programme?

The second question which arises from whal you've said is
your siress on the identification of the working class with ils
lahour as 8 spurce of satisfaction and power. Ii seems In me
thai the ebjective basis for the working class becoming con-
scious of itself us a class and Mighting together 25 a class is not a
particular relationship of satisfaction and identification with its
product, but its experience of the wage labour/capital relation-
ship — which still dominates society.

Which brings us to an empirical question, 1s it the case thai
the changes In the lahour process necessarily mean thai the
working class has become any less conscious, any less unified
and any less combative?

We are still in 8 process where work is being abolished. IT we
keep ta the 35-hour week, in the 1990 there will be 30 per cent
unemployment. In Japan labour time for the 1990s 1 predicted
to be 24 hours o week, When people work two days a week. the
essenice of their fife is no longer labour, it's no longer the wage
relation, its what they do with their lree time. Whal will sociery
give them in terms of facilities, possibilities, culture, crearive
potential and social relations which 1they can develop in an
auronomaous way?

today’s technological revolution holds out the
possibility of the abolition of wage labour

It can turn two ways, Either they will be allowed 1o have
gutonomous, productive, creative activity — that is based on
seli-managed social relations — or they will be manipulated ina
“1984" sociely. So the emphasis on people’s capacity 1o develop
autonomy, lo develop sutonomous social relations, to develop
autonomous productive and creative potentials is essennal for
the shaping of society to come — and not simply the taking of
comirol of wage labour.

Then there's a second aspect. There's a crucial passage in
Capital where Marx says that the self-management by the pro-
ducers of their relations with each other, does not abaolish the
sphere of necessily, but just puts it under poeple’s control so as
to reduce it Lo its possible minimum. The sphere of freedom on-
ly begins bevond this stage.

I'm trying to say that wage labour is nol necessarily
something which is ungratifying. I'm saying that in a society
like ours — which is not based an a village economy, domestic
economy Or on autarkic (self-sufficient) communes, but on
comprehensive integrated social production — society always
has the aspect of a big machine. You can take socially necessary
labour and make it more pleasanl. You can alleviate people’s
tasks and make them less boring, but you can never make them
‘autonomous’, they are ‘heteronomous’ (ic governed by the
laws of others) by definition. Because society is a big machine,
because the box made in Glasgow has (o fit the screws made in
Southampton. Because there are 50 many inter-dependent pro-
cesses you need a country of five million people to make one
washing machine.

So eaying that people will manage the labour process in an



yvou need a country of five million people to
make one washing machine

autonomous way, through workers' control, setting the rules
and submitting them 1o their power, is evewash, All they can do
is self-manage a technical aspect, where there is a margin of
initiative. They cannol consider it their autonomous creative
activity. There can be some creativeness in this activity, but il
cannot be the thing they identifv with and say *this is my work,
this is my product®.

This identity with the product must develop auntside the
sphere of necessity, the sphere ol wage labour, if you want 1o
have a meaninglul society with meaningful social relations.
That's what 1 call post-industrial socialism, one where wage
labaur will be marginalised. | things go on as they are, it will be
the majority of the population who are marginalised by one
small stratum of privileged workers who have stable jobs, while
the majority of the population have nothing.

On the guestion of whether the changes in the work process
have made the working class less combative — certainly not
The capitalist technology and work organisation has destroyed
for o long time the possibility of workers being the subject of
power in. production. Technology is not neutral, it was
developed precisely in order 1o destroy workers’ power in the
factory. You can win a cértain amount of control aver working
conditions, over the technical process of production on the
shop Moor. You cannat, as Marx thought in his early period,
say that the working class as a whole will feel at one with &
single integrated comprehensive social process of production.
You have 1o compare the working class as it s now with an ar-
mv. It is structured by capitalist management, like anarmy. Il is
sub-divided by smaller units, led by what Marx called the ‘ol
hicers and petty-officers of production’. Of course an army can
take power. Bul as long as the technology of production re-
mains the same, the division of labour remains the same, the
sub-divisions of the units will remain the same and those who
take power will be the officers. It will not be the soldiers.

So il the working class is o take power, it has 1o change the
organisation of work and the division of labour, and to a large
extent abolish it. 1t has to reintegrate the individual worker into
units where they leel they understand what they are doing —
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which is impossible if vou make the components of a washing
machine.

This 15 made possible by the micro-electronic revolution,
where vou have much smaller means of production Snd jt's
possible to recover @ cerlain control and decision-making
power over what they're doing. It will not come on its own, b
only 1f we understand that present capitalist technology has 10
be completely changed. as well as the division of labour.

I would raise iwo abjections, The first is whether there is really
going lo be a ‘collapse of work® so long as there are capiaiist
spcial relations, All Lhe technological changes we've seen in the
lasi 100 years have nol led 1o this resali. And sccording lo
Muarxist theory there's a good reason why it shouldn't — which
i thai the only sanrce of surplus value and profil is the ex-
plobiation of living lshour power. If that is abolished then pro-
fits are abolished as well, Can capitalism abolish work? Tihink
the answer is ‘no’,

The second abjection is that you seem (o be saying (hai (he
realm of freedom can only start after the destruction of (he divi-
gion of labour. B why cam’i we, in the initial sfages of
socinlism, proceed fo redoce social labour mapidly. (hus
gradually expanding free lime? IU's impossible (o desiroy the
division of abour overnight.

It always turns out that the capitalists haven't read Marx! The
capitalists are abolishing labour, they don’t know that thereby
they're destroving the source of surplus value. What Faces us in
the future is a measure of automation thar will make it impossi-
ble for people 1o live on a wage, Therefare governments and
capitul will combine 1o give people an income to buy com-
modities not related to their work, That’s what s already hap-
pening.

The necessity of rhe capitalist system 10 make income m-
dependent of the performance of work i= visible 1o everyonc.
You are paid for sindving. In France we have 600 voung
people trained s=very year in skills they will never be able 1o use,
Hundreds of thousands of people are paid redundancy money
io ensure they give up work, They are trying to gel people to
retire at 55.

We are going towands a society where commaodinies will buy
people instead of people buying commodities. 1" what 1 call
‘dead-living capitalism® — capilalism which is a living corpse,
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The duys of the pewerful white mak working elas are numbered

Capitalism which is already dead but keeps up the appearance
of the wage relationship and commaoddity production,

I think that you're saying thal capitalism has already realised
pari of the Marxisi project, or is in thé process ol realising it —
the move towards (he abolition of alienating labour. | think
that the thesis that capitalism will be prepared 1o pay an increas-
ing part of the working class nol lo work, even a majority of the
working class, is noi valid...

The ruling class will be forced (0 redistnbule surplus value
much more widely or the system will break down, it is hreaking
down...

But in a period of erisis there's an increasing atack on that
redistribution of surplus value — look a1 Britain. The resl in-
coime of the unemploved has decrensed by 20 per cenl in three
years, which is precisely o demonsiration rhat the law of value
conlinues 1o dominate, and that the infiniie redistribution of
surphis value is not possible because it leads 1o a collapse of
profits.

But what will happen when the work week comes down to 24
hours a week? I people are just paid for thal you won't be able
1o sell anything you produce. This society has 1o saften its own
terms of il wanis (o survive, And it will do sa. 11%s a condition of
survival.

What is vour erilique of the traditonal notlon of the working
class taking power 1o solve these problems?

¥ou can't rely on the working class because it's a minority. You
have 1o widen your political base to the increasing number of
poeple who are marginalised by this society — the marginalised
sub-proletarial.

Obvigusly there’s o necessiiy 1o assemble u popular majority
for socialism, which means buliding an alliance between the

warking cliss and other social groups and popular movemenls.
Dioesn'l this still mean an overall political programme and
politieal party to cement the allisnce?

But my point i that all political parties have become discredited
hecatise they are identificd with government and nol the aspira-
tions of the people; They have become convevor belts for siate
power and not for civil sociely

When you lalk aboul the state, why can'l 8 new [ype of siale
exisl — @ workers' state hased on workers' councils which are
federated at a regional and national level, which breaks down
ihe division hetween the state and civil society?

Yes, but vou can't base your warker's councils on wage labour,
You have 1o consider it a= a federalion of labour-exchange co
operatives, What does it mean if we are Marxists and com-
munists? It means not the exchange of lahour for money (o buy
commodities, but exchanging labour for goods and social ser-
vices. That's the idea af the new communes that are growimng up
in Canada and Scandinavia. That ¥ou give so many hours to the
commune and in return vou have credits for goods and seraces.
That is the only way to have autonomously controlled labour
and social relations.

1 think your vision is essentlally uiopian. Surely you can’t im-
mediately abolish the national markel and a money econamy
after the destruction of capitalism. That requires a siiuation ol
abundance based on auiemation — il's more like the initial
stages of communism. (therwise you will revert o a simple
barter economy and you will have de-industrialisation.

You are too rigid. | didnt say abolish the national ¢conomy,
the national market. Bul vou must have scope for autonomous
ly contralled social relations at a local level, Otherwise vou will
never make the leap from the “sphere of necessity” o the
‘sphere of freedom’.

Farewel! (o the Workimg Class by Andre Gorz is published by
Pluto Press, £3.95.
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WHAT IS STALINISM?

CHRIS ARTHUR

In New Left Review 139 Perry Anderson
provided an assessment of Trotsky's analysis
ol Stalinism. In International (Vol 8 No 3)
Phil Hearse replied. Chris Arthur argues
that although Hearse made some good
points, he failed to convince on two crucial
issues: the definition of Stalinism and its

contemporary reality.

Trotsky held that there was an asymmetry in the role of
Stalinism: within the USSR, the Stalinist buresucracy plaved a
contradictory role, repressing the working class while opposing
imperialist allempts to restore capitalism; owtnde the USSR the
Stalinist Comintern was purely counter-revolulionary.

Anderson makes Iwo poinls in criticism of Trotsky's
diagnosis. ‘Firstly he erred in qualifying the external role of the
Soviel bureaucracy as simply and wnilaterally “‘counier-
revolutionary'' — whereas in fact it was to prove profoundly
comfradictory in ils actions and effects abroad, just as much as
it waz a1 home. Secondly, he was mistaken in thinking that
Stalinism repre<ented merely an “‘exceptiongal" or ““aberrant™
refraction of the general laws of transition from capilalism o
socialism, that would be confined 1o Russia itsell. The siruc-
{ures of bureancratic power and mobilization ploneerad under
Stalin proved 1o be both more dvmomic and more general a
phenomenon on the international plane than Trotsky ever im-
agined.” (p36)

The firsl point here 15 the adoption of the pernicious politics
of ‘Socialism in One Country” with the consequent sacrifice of
the world revelution to the shifting diplomatic interests of the
USSR, After the spasm of the *Third Period' perspective, the
Comintern settled down (o a consisiently class-collahorarionis
practice which appeared o provide ample evidence for Trotsky
te wrile it off as subordinale 10 the Krembin bureaucracy
Nonetheless the objective weight of the growing power of the
Soviet Union in the world, including its hurling back of the
Mari invasion, could not fail 1o have international effects in
spite of Stalin’s misleadership

When the Red Army occupied large pans of Eastern Europe
Staln was still obsessed with maintaining an anti-fascist
alliance. All indigenous revolutionary circles that had survived
underground were crushed and the Communisi Partics
reconsiiiuted under Scalinist leaders flown in from Moscow
Assured that no uncontrollable revalution would break out,
and acting under the pressure of imperialise Cold War tactics,
Stalin moved in 1948 1o destray capitalism from above, Hearse
says that, ‘the creation of buffer siates was carried our not
because Stalin was innately hostile to capitalism in Eastern
Europe, but for the military defence of the USSE. ' This is true
but rather beside the point. The ecival gffecs was o
demonstrate the Stalinism was capable ol extending itself
geongraphically and 1o weaken thereby capitalism as 4 world
system. The likes of Winston Churchill would not have been
mallified by Hearse's fine distinction, in spile of Stalin's Yalta
concessions. Defending its-own interests, the Soviel state ap-
pargius weakened capitalism in the short term, while storing up
big trouble for itself, and ultimarely damaging the standing of
Communism in the eyes of ihe international working class, by
establishing its dictatorship over new peoples, That is why we
Can say that its role was coniradictory.

Having said thai, we must also stress the limitations in
herent in the nature of Stalinism s defence of the Soviet Linion
As a fossilised laver of conservalive bureaucrals totally divore-
ed from the masses, the Kremlin Stalinists are guite incapable
of defending the Soviel Union in a revolutionary way, The best
deflence of the Soviet Union lies in the extension of the world
revolution, but the Stalinist bureaucrars have no confidence in
the masses or capacity 1o lead them. They only know how o act
under the umbrella of the Eed Army. They reply (0 H-bombs
with H-bombs

| would therelare criticise Anderson for bemg overgencrous
to the Saviet hureaucracy as an ‘infernational revolotionoary
factor! in speaking of ‘external gains by exploited classes’. Part
of the problem here is that the abjective weight of the surviving
conquests of Ociaber provides the Sialinist apparatus with an
inherent strength which s eazily confused with the apparatus
itself. The antagonism of the imperiahst world to those con-
gquests creates a sttuational logic in which the apparatus is fore-
ed 1o rely on that sirength to defend itsell — externally as well
as internally.

In their debute Hearse and Anderson emphasise different
aspects of this. Anderson points oul the importance that the ax-
Etence of the Soviel Union, even under Stalinist misleadership,
has for new workers' states, the colonial revolution, and so on
But no Trotskyist has ever denfed this. Hearse picks up the ap-
palling opportunism of the Soviel Stalinists in misusing this
strength. Because the stréngih of October is now mediated
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L#on Trotsky
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through the Stalinist apparatus its potential i blocked, misap-
propriated, and distoried. The crisciel guestion Trotsky was ad-
dressing, however, when he asked whether Stalinict conser-
valism had reached the point where 0 was  counter-
revolutionary, related (o its inability 1o promote secialfs
revolution through B massive mobilisation of the working class
[Trotsky never dreamed of saying that Sialimism was always
apainst bourgeois revolutions, or natiopal revolutions, or the
colomal revelulion within strictly bourgeois limits.} Here the
historical record of the Soviel bureancracy, and the Comintemn
apparatis controlled by il speaks for imself.

Anderson writes of the Soviet state being *persisiently andi-
capitelist' externally (p58). Yet, leaving aside the structural
assimilation of part of Eastern Europe to the USSR regime, we
can see that nowhere has the political practice of the Sovicl
bureaucracy brought about such an overthrow of capitalism.
Every serious commentator on the Chinese, Yugoslay, Viet-
namese, and Cuban revolutions stresses the indifference, or
downright hostility of the Sovier rulers to the prospect of the
revolulionary seizure of pawer

Let us now address the second point made by Anderson —
and this is the important one. He expands on il as follows:
‘Sralinkism proved to be not just an apparatus, bula moversmeni

one capahle not only of keeping power in @ backvard en
vironment dominated by scarcity (USSR): but of actually winn
ing power in environmenis that were yel more backward and
destitute {China, Yieinam) Stalinism as a broad
phenomenon — that 5 a workers' state ruled by an
authoritarian bureaucratic stratum — did not merely represent
i degeneration from a prior siate of (relative) class grace: ii
could alsa be a sponlansons gereration produced by revolu-
tionary class forces in very backward societies, without any
traditions of gither bourgems or proletarian democracy”® (p57).

What &5 comrade Hearse's answer to this? Surely brute

Photo: DA VD KING COLLECTION

historical facts have to be 1aken into account I our concep

tualisations? Unfortunarely Hearse atiemplts to solve the pra

blem by megns of o defTeition. He defines Stalinism as *subaor

dination to the diplomatic interests of the Kremlin®, This allows
him to deny that the Chinese, Albanian, Yugoslav. or Viet

namese revolutions were led by Stalinisis because all these
Communist Parties ‘Broke with Moscow, generally over the
crucial guestion of whether or not to take power.’ Inasking thie
guestion whether Trotsky was right in assuming that the Com-
miern was purely counter-revolutionary Anderson imagined
himself to be addressing a gquestion of fact, With Hearse no
facts are relevant becanse Stalinism is counter-revolutianary by
definition

But Trotsky became convinced of the need o found a mew
International, when he concluded that as e netter of Juct 1he

Third Interpational was dead for revolulionary purposes. 1
Hearse insists on biv defimition, then Trotsky's diagnoses mas
he expressed by saying that he beheved the Comintern partics
were incapable of breaking with Stalinism. History proved him
wrong. | have encugh respect for Trotsky 1o believe he would
have meadily admitted that he had over-genéralised the ex
perience of the thirties.

Bui shawld Hearse's defimition be acceptad? len't it the case
that the parties concerned profess lovalty to Stalin, and to this
dayv model themselves on the conceptions, methods and
organisational structures introduced by Stalin®? st it the case
thal the one cauntry in the world with a:profusion of pubhc
monuments 1o Stalin is Albania? Yet, becanse of the Albanan
CP's antipathy 1o Moscow, Hearse's definition lorces us to say
that it has broken with Stalinism!

This definition of Sialinism ‘subordination 1o the
diplomatic interests of the Kremlin® — refers purely (o the
poditical level, and 1o a very specific political conjunclure al
that. It is mare or l2sg useless from a malenalisl point of view,




Im the thirtecs it might have passed muster, for there was only
one workers state and (0= Staboesl rolers had succeeded in
spbordinating the Cominlern 1o their sway. This could all be
passed off as a deviant phenomenon Lo be explained by spevial
circumstanges,

We are now fifiv years on. We have several *workers® states”
in the world, bevond the coniral of the Kremlin, established
under the leadership of parties coming out of the Stalmised
Comintern and retaining the same regime, These states mre
similar 1o the USSR in their basic political systemn, and cach of
them bases their foreign policy on the narrow interests of their
own siale apparatus, Furthermore there have emerged, and
there il exisr, a lot of parties of varving size, marked by the
same general features of “Stalinism’. Hearse savs this argument
does nor afTect the substance of the matter’ (p32). But i1 has
evervihing 1o do with the substance of the matter because il
shows that we are dealing with a generyd phenomenon. This
provides a concfisive argument against Hearse's narrow defini-
rion of Stalinism, and far introducing a conception based an a
scientilic analysis of this new develapment. Hearze himaell cites
Trotsky: * The most dangerous thing in politics is to fall captive
to one's own formula thal yesterday was appropnate but is
bereft of all content 1oday.” Yet he {gnores i, It isa den of our
(ailure thal we still resort to the personalised label 'Sialinism”
long after his death, (o refer (o phenomena lor which he could
not be held personally responsible, namely the ‘spontaneous
generation’ of ‘Stalinist’ tendencies on a world scale.

There are two broad dimensions of Stahmsm as we know il
Il represents a differenpation within the workers' movemeni
wherehy the apparaius becomes independent from, and domi-
nant over, the mass membership, and legitimates iself in terms
of such themes ax homogeneity; so-called *democratic cen-
tralism’; discipline from the top down; banming ol tendencies;
the imposed slate in clections; no open discussion of policy
changes; so-called criticism and sell-criticism: in sum a con-
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sellation of methods and concepts pioneered by Stalin in the
LISSR, Abave all, Stalinism approaches mass work in a
manipulative way rather than endeavouring 10 spark <ell-
mobilisation by the working class. [t alvo consists in the fusion
of this apparatus with a state apparatus, and a @ of policies
ploneered by Sralin under the slogan *Socialism in One Coun-
try" which subardinates the interests ol the world revolution,
and of other warkers” states, to the national interesis of the
s1ale apparats

It is of course not adequate 1o characierise Stalinism simplv
in terms of its theoretical conceptions and institunional prac-
tices; we have (0 ook tois material basis, The abjective noois
ol Slalinism consist in the dilTiculiy a subaliern class has in
realising its own power and kecping ils reproseniglive oTEANS Bs
servanls rather than mastérs and the uneven development ol
capilalism which leads 1o the disaggregated characier of world
revolution.

On the goestion of the fusion of party apparaius and siate
apparatus, Trotsky admils there 15 a *grain of truth’ in anar-
chism. In Stelimisor arnd Bodchevism he savs: *The state as an ap-
paratus of constraint is undoubtedly & source of political and
moral infection. This also applies, as experience hay shown, 1o
the warkers” stale ... Stalimsm i 2 product of a condition of
societv in which society was still unahle 1o tear isell oul of the
siraitjacket of the state.” Tothose making their careers in such a
national state apparatus, national chauvinism comes naturally

| would argue that Stalinism is spontaneously marfoamadiv.
This was obseured in the period of the Comintern hy the
Orwellian use of the phrase ‘proletanan internationalism® 1o
mobilise support for the Kremlin in the Comintern. Larter,
Stalnist leaderships used the support of the LISSR agalns their
memberships. However the subordination of the Comintern
panies 1o the diciates of the Kremlin was not really a spon-
faneous progess. I regquired a brotal campaign of sysiemaric
deceit, slander. intrigue, bribery and violence. Ulimaiely,
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Was Man Ze dong n Stalinist?

though, Stalinist leaderships which acquired an independem
base, especially if they achicved stale power, were 1o Invrale,
rather than collaborate with, the Kremilin,

As a gencral rule of thumb, one can =y of the parties of the
Comintern that the smaller theéy were the more they remained
loval to Moscow (whose moral and matemal support was rc-
quired), and the larger they were the more they became
autonomous (having a material base in the indigenous workers’
movement, or, sometimes, the local governmental apparaius).
The Kremlin had 1o displace the leadership of the German pariy
four times before leaders pliant enough were installed, I is
known that Mao tse-Long was not Stalin's candidate for the
leadership of the Chinese CP. Mao defeaied Wang Ming, the
Kremlin-irained sipoge, in a Factional battle. The Chinese and
Viemnamese CPs declared war on Trotskyism rather later than

s
What remains ar issue in all this, as m 1938, i the perspec-

tive for warld revolution. Hearse objects o the idea that
bureaucratic forms of mobilbation i the semi-colonial coun-
tries are generalised spontaneously, Helinks this o the analysis
of the hureaucratic degeneration of the Russian revolution. In
koh cases he argues that 1o say such developments are in-
evitable amounis o apologetics for Stalinism, This is 8 com-
pletely fallacious argumenl.

Let us take the Russian case lirst, Given the actual maierial
conditions Stalinism in the USSR was inevitable. To believe
otherwise is tantamount 1o giving supernatural powers (o
Joseph Stalin. If one is a materialist at all, one must accept the

necessiiy of such consequences al a revolution taking place in o
backward country, with a hostile imperialist world, The strug-
gle of the Left Opposition was doomed to failure withou! o
wprear! of the world revolution. However, it is simply bad lagic
to infer from this that Statinism was fustiffed. The real problem
is; how can one justify the siruggle of the opposition against
overwhelming odds?

It was always possible that some new revolulionary upsurge
in the Wesi might have come to the aid of the USSR which
would have changed the conditions of their siruggle, The iarer-
mationa role of the Lef Opposition 1o Stalinism was well worth
undertaking, for there the situation was more open. Even now,
it is hard to understand how Stalinism and Soacial Democracy =0
comprehensively blocked the emergence of a revolulionary
beadership in Europse,

When Hearse tumns to the revolutionary movement in the
semi-colonial countries he becomes compleiely absiract. He
asserts that bureaucratic forms in the transitional regimes arc
‘the product of the lack of a conscious fight agamst
bureaucratism, that is 1o say, the absence of a revolulionary
Marxist leadership,' This i a pathbreaking method in social
science 1o be sure. Positive facts are brooght into being by other
positive facts and not by ahsences! It is true that, speaking col-
loquially, we sometimes use axpressions like: *He died from
lack of oxypen”; such expressions only make sense, however, if
in normal conditions the facior is preseni. In our case the
revolutionary Marxist leadership is generally gfisens so Hearse™
expression is meaningless. [Fit were the case that revolutions in
semi-colonial countries were normally carried outl by Marast
leaderships and led to egalitarian and democratic regimes, then
wie might explain an exeeption in the firg inggnce by ‘absence
of a revolutionary Marxist keadership®. Bur this is not whai
historical experience shows, 1t is necessary therelore (o explan
the actual rend (including “the lack of a conscinus fight agamst
bureaucratism') by reference 10 material conditions, and
diseuss under what conditions a different leadership could
emerge.

[ have no idea whether Anderson accepts the inference com
rade Hearse artributes 1o him — namely that his analysis might
lead 1o *‘ahstentionism from the task of building parties which
hase themselves on the tradition of Trotsky and the Lefi Op-
position.’ However, it seems to me thal the scope and per
sistence of Stafinism makes such a task more and not less vital

There are {our reasons why il is necessary 1o build an
authentic revolutionary International:

1} Although we have had 1o modify Trotsky's perspectives it is
still fargely true that Stalinist partles are incapable of over-
throwing capitalism, Experience shows thal Stalinist parties are
not very well suited ro making revolution but well adapied to
organising defeats (eg Chile) especially when they persist in the
Menshevik “two stape’ theory of social revalulion.

2} Only the Founth International has the political programime
which can relate the struggles of workersin the "workers' states’
o the authentic Marxist tradition and hence facilitate a
tharaughgoing anti-Staliniz struggle.

3) It is mecessary o carry oul u pemisten! strugele in the
capilalist world to convince the working class that socialism
does not have 10 equal Stalinism and 1o popularize the pro-
gramme of prolelaran democracy.

4) Above all the International is nécessary 10 Promole genuine
internationalism, relentlessly to  criticise the narrow na-
thonalism of Russia, China etc, to combat the virus of
chauvinism in the workers’ movemnent in the imperialist coun
tries, and 1o sirive to build the most appropriate fom for the
expression of proletarian interests, namely an international
arganization dedicated 1o communist world revolution.

CHRIS ARTHUR lectures in philosophy at Sussex University.
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NO EMPTY GESTURES

PETER HAIN

Labour may have lost millions, and the right
wing may be dying to wave goodhye to the
proletariat. But for the left in the labour
movement the diagnoses and cures for
Labour’s ills are still hotly disputed.

John Ross talks to Peter Hain, vice-chair of
the Labour Coordinating Committee (LCC),
about the state of the Labour Party and its

chances for rejuvenation.

Whal s vour esplanalion for Labour's defeai in 1979 and
19837

I'hese are headling reasons rather than a full explanation, bui |
would say first of all thar Eabour’s clase base has been contrae-
ting. Since 1951 this has been expressed in electoral terms where
the Party's voie has declined ar every election, with the excep-
tion of 1966 which was & freak in this trend.

That is due 1o a number of factors, ane of which is tha the
party’s past appeal has been too generalised and woollv and
based on @ rather romanticised, old-fashioned view of whar the
British class sysiem 15 about. Increasingly recently it has heen
appealing to male, manual workers in the manufacturing in-
dustry, which is o conlracting sector,

But side by side with that s the pariy's ‘statist® 1vpe of
socialism, which we've been pnable 10 win support with. AL an
ideas level bureavcratic centralism is unatiractive 1o people.
Also | don't think thar i1 actually allows ordinary workers or
vlers (o engage in socialist palitics — it's all top-down rather
than bottom-up. So there’s bath a values issue and a strategy
issuz there in the kind of statism that the party has been
associated with.

OF course the pany's traditional millstone is ils incorrigible
parliameniarianism, al an activist and at a leadership level,
both suffer from the same prohlem — an almost taral concern
with elections. Those would be my major reasons lor Labour's
defeats. | don't accept the cretinous view aflten prevalent in
various seclaran groups on the left, thar it*s all a matter of
leadership: the leadership's sold socialism down the river, and
il we had a good leadership we'd be marching 1o the sound of
gunfire. | don"t think it's all a maner of leadership.

the partv's traditional millstone is it
incorrigible parliamentarianism

Why do you think the Labour Pariy voie has declined so spec-
tacularly al a time when the French and Spanish socialist parties
had such elecloral successes?

It seems to me that you've got (o ook at it in a specifically
British context, and that context must pay attention (o the rise
of a third parry in British politics — which is another change
since the fifties. Whether or not the SDP had broken away, |
suspect that the Liberal vote would still be on a higher level than
it was in the early seventies, Each period of Liberal revival has
been a third force revival, alsa 1o be found in the rise of the
SMP in Scotland — that’s the critical factor

Why the rise of third force partics and the inability ol the
Labour Party (o combat them?

§3*itain
vill win

e a

Wit
.abour

Can Labour ever win again with Wilson-type politics?

Because of those defects in Labour's siraiegy and ideology that
has opened up the critical space lor a third party io colonise
part of Labour®s working class base. More recenily, That-
cherism in the mid 1o late seventies, helped by some evenis like
rthe *winter of discontent’ and the Falklands war, has actually
made 4 positive appeal 1o sections of the working class which
the Labour Pariy's been unable 1o stap.,

Let’s come hack to the poinl you made aboul ihe recomposi-
tion of the working class, You've put forward @ fuctual shjee-
lion to o widely held view which is that in the *7% and ‘83 elec-
lions the sections of the working class that swung lurthest from
{ke Labour Party were male manual workers living in the south-
easl and Birmingham. How would you explain thm?

Thase groups, the classic skilled manual (incvitably) male
warker, their class ties (o the parly have been weakened by
these other factors. You could equally say, well look at the
swing there's been away, particularly since '79, among women
volers. S0 even recent palls in the last few weeks show us in the
lead among male voters, but behind amongsl women voters.

But if you look al thai poini, there is 8 more complex
phenomenon. I's true thal the Labour Pariv's failed 10 win
aver women voters. Bul on the other hand the single biggesi
erasion af the Conservative Party vote iisell has been (he loss of
WOMEen yalers.

IF you take the 1950's the Tories hud roughly & per cenl
mare women than men voting lor it. This fell to about 6 per
cent in the 1960°s, 3 per cent in the 1970°s and it completely
disappeared by 1983, This is nol the cose among skilled male
workers. Amaong these, ibe Consérvalives actually increased
their support, whereas they've been losing il among women.

I'm not saying there is a simple, single explanation thal ac-
counts lar both of those specific factors and the wider collapse
of the party's base. By the way, If this what you're getting at,
part of thestory of Labour’s contracting baze is the story of the
Tories' contracting base. The Tories have been winning elec-
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tions recently on a lower proportion of the vore, suceessively,
That Factor's impornani as well,

| also think there is something — and this 15 almost an n-
stinctive feeling rather than anyrhing that can be explained al a
high theoretical level — 1think that the party's socialist appeal
has been increasingly ar odds with the skilled workers that are
still in work, with their daily experience. For thar marter many
workers, not necessarily skilled workers bur people who are in
work on average or above average earnings — a very sizeable
proportion of people — felt that the labour movernent i nol of-
fering anything. Because we've led the electorute on a diet of
verv canventional consumerism, without any real socialist con-
tent 1o it, they've been very vulnerable to Thatecherism moving
into that kreach. They've smd “we'll et you buy vour pwn
council house’, *we'll let you keep more money in your pocket’
and =0 on. It was & basic failure 10 actually give anv socialis
content (o our policies or our appeal.

I abour governments have been the most
damaring factors in croding T abour’s base

If vou take the policies of 1975 (o 1979 thal were pursued by the
Labour Party, you had average wages of people in work falling
by ahout B per ceni over this period, particalarly those of skilled
manual workers who were hit mosi severely of all. Hlere is That-
cher's policy of increasing the differentials inside the working
class, which she's done, and actually increasing the real wages
of those in work. Don'l you think that must have a really major
effect on Labour's losl support among skilled male manual
warkers?

Yes. absolutely. 1 think it’s among rthat group that a
catastrophic haemorrhage ook place under the "74 1o *79
Labour government, | suspect thar for the poorer working
class, the really badly paid or those not in work, the beginnings
of the rot set in for them in the 'As under Wilson and the
failure 1o make use of what was then a relative condition of
growth 1o actually deliver for the poor. Whereas what happen-
ed in the séventies was as you say.

My only point is thar all the evidence suggests that Labour
governments have been the most damaging factors in eroding
Labour's base. But it"s inigresting to note thal our vole has held
up betrer during periods of office compared with the opposi-
tion. Our vote has collapsed more quickly and steeply during
periods of apposition than during periods af government

I you look ai ihal question of how 10 win elections, one el
ikt siands out in British politics since the Second World War is
that no party pledged to an incomes policy has ever won a
general election. What do you think of the prospects,
therefare, of the sort of view pul forward by the Labour Coor-
dinating Committee or in the leadership 0 make incomes
policy the cconomic bedrock of Labour's economic policy?

I think that the view that incomes policy would be the cen-
trepiece of the economic policy is suicidal — that is a view
shared by 8 lot of people on the Labour right, If you construct
the whole of your economic programme around the idea that
holding down wages is keeping the cork from exploding out
then you're not enly going to lose the elecrion, but there's no
passibility of building mass support. That’s not my position.

How does [he LCC see incomes palicy and its relation (o
economic policy?

Only o this extent, that [ think the left has to construct & credi-
ble pasition on what il sces as priorities, which is an issue the
left has always dodged. | think that's true also on public ownier-
ship. Necause we, understandably, have adopted a kind of op-
positionalist position saying no incomes policy, no selling out
on public ownership and so on we haven't actually construcied

a credible alternative that looks at priorities, says what you do
first and stops the thing going completely off course and onio
the rocks.

In terms of dealing with people’s incomes 1 see low pay as
one of the first prioritiss — that there’s got to be a statutory
minimum wage. That has all sorts of consequences n terms of
the repercussions vis a vis differentials and so on.

Women's pay has got to be again an incomes prierily for a
Labour government. There's got to be positive action both at a
governmental and a union level 1o actually deal with that. Free
collective bargaining hasn't, and | don'i think as it has iradi-
tionally been concelved il can resolve that,

Thirdly, my priorily for a Lebour government is jabs,
These three priorines, low pay, women's pay and johsare more
important than, say, boosting consumer spending in the sense
of putting more wages in the pockets of those already in work.
It"s thal kind of approach 1o income that we ought to be talking
ahout and seriously exploring rather than the traditional idea o
incomes policy as the be all and ¢nd all of economic policy.

Lei me pui Iwo objections to that, The first one is that the
Labour Parly cannot win an election and cannod sustain itsell
in office if it allows the working class (o be disastrously split,
for example between higher and lower paid workers, as un-
doubtedly happened in 1979, All incomes policies have had that
effect,

Secondly the policy Is a very substantial reflation of the
economy carried oul in 2 specific way as you've outlined. This
always comes up against the insuperable prablem thai people
will not invest, law da you (ackle these iwo problems?

I'm not talking about holding down wages of higher paid
workers. What I'm talking aboul is giving priority 1o those
other groups, to the low paid, to women and the unemploved.
In other words, | think they should get more, and that higher
paid workers should be prepared 1o take less of an increase

The low paid. women and the unemploved
should get mare, and higher paid workers
should be prepared 1o 1ake less of an increase

That"s not screwing them down or reducing their real wages
which is what happened during 1975 10 "78/%. And hy the way
the really high paid workers escaped from the social contract,
which they alweys do under an incomes policy. I'm talking
aboul pricrities, and | think the left ducks that, and 1f vou duck
that you don’t get round 1o tackling the problem or resolving il
in the end.

In terms of investment it seems to me that the important
areas are public ownership and demecratic control of the
economy, which | agree with you is necessary or else we're
simply going to have a traditional attempt at Keynesian expan-
sion which will fail. I think, by the way that’s all we were of fer
ing at the last election.

Sa rhe key areas for the left 1o push on for specific commit-
ment in the party's programme and for action thercafrer in
government is on control of finance capital and conirol of the
direction of investment — which can only be done by public
ownership and democratic control. 1t°s those areas where we
have to concentrate rather than on renationalisation or public
ownership of other sectors of the economy. Obviously those
would come later. But that has to be the upfronl issue.

Omne thing that's heen widely discussed has been Alee Nove's
hank, The sconomics of feasible sociglism. As far as I've seen
this book i seems o be a relatively ratlonal planned organisa-
tion of 2 fulure socialisr society, Positively, it rejects simple
maodels of statist centralised planning.

There are two big objections to it. One, it has no mechanism
for getting there, This is a society that somehow comes into ex-
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istemce. Secondly, it doesn’t deal with the problem of resisiance
o such @ socicly.

i you look ot the traditional model of the lell — 1 don’
beelbeve that vou can go and nalionalise the top 250 monopalies
tomorrow and this will solve all vour problems sort of approach
— but I do see an insupersble problem in capitalisi
sockety which you don'it deal with, Y ou canniol 1alk abaut con-
irl i peoaple jusi reluse to be controlled.

Also there are all sorts of mechanisms — economic,
political, violeat, foreign and so on — which are put in the way
af any allempl 1o get cantrol of invesiment and of the linancial
sysiem. These seem 1o he the two problems sou don'i address
yoursell lo.

I think we address ourselves 1o them, | don't think we're
nuaralvaed by them in the wav that some ol the uliralef group
who continually raise these points are. Cradely speaking what
vou're saving is that the rling class is not going to take this Iy
ing down. and thal the forces of nternaional capital are no
going 1o lake it Iving down gither, Well. 1o any decent s alisg
analysis that would be <o blindingly obvious gs (o almos not be
worth arguing ahout.

The guestion is important though i it becomes a prescrip-
tion for a state of paralvsis where vou don’t doanvihing. I you
simply keep on talking about it and pointing out all the defects
of the strategies that the labour movement has inserred in is
programme because it's going to be hammered by American
dallars, or the international economy or whatever, 1 think thal
vou fail 1o give people a credible strategy,

What | would argue for is a posttion which pushes forward
on these fronis and recognises that its going to face cnormous
ppposition, and then it will seck 1o bunld maxamum local sup
pori. maximum support among workers so there is a popular
support for Labour's palicies.

I don't think vou can legmslate for socialism without a real
base of support. T don’t think there is any easy policy pro-
gramme which you can construct w hich will actuallv remove
that threat in a world domimated by international capital

W, [ certainly don't think we're paralvsed. Bul there's a sorl of
choice imvolved in which economics and the social alliances thal
are made are integrdly conmected.

To take For example the policies which Labour adopied in
opposition from 1970-74. They weren’t perfect and Turther-

Phorta JOHN HARRIS

mare they didn'| seceeed in preventing the continued decline of
ithe Labour Parly voie, bul they were sufficient, coupled with
maess struggle. (o defemt the Conservative Party and clecl a
1 shour government which kad some impact for the first year or
so. Il succeeded in unifying the working class rather imperfectly
and defesting ils upponenls.

In 1975 you had real resistance 1o the programme of lhe
governmenl and vou had fwo cholces: one was fo procecd
agains| capital and mainiain the unity of the working class and
the other wis to go with the interests of international capital,
completely split the working class — and disaster followed.

Y, it*s always been part of my analvsis and sock-in=trade [
the belt i ihe party — bt | dan'n see why von're raising il as a
problem o all,

The reason that | raised i1 as a problem Is that while it may be
secepted on the befl, i1°s not so widely accepted outside, Butil’s
the irack record of the Lahaur goverament when confronted
wilh these choiees,

We're nol discussing whai Trotsky wrete in 1932 about the
inevitability of capitalist sabotage — we have real examples of
1966, 1975, Each time the wrong decision was iaken, each lime
it turned out to be noi even eleclorally realistic but completely
dlisasi ros.

| agree. 1 vou look at the expericnee of Tony Benn as indusiry
minisier in 1974775 there are two lessons vou can draw from
that. One i+ precisely the one vou made that the leadership ol
the party copped-out.,

The other poini. though. is that it was only allowed (0 do
that because there wasn'l the support among shop stewards, lei
alone below '\-.I'H]I'I- sleward ||_"x|:|_ for |'|l.'||'||'li'|"|ll| AgTECMEnis Or T
the kind of approach with which 1'm in hroad agreement. And
this is where there’s a lot of the disagreement between ourselves
and Sociwlisl Action, Tor example. 5o that when the IMEF and
the CBI and so on were nsed by the ruling class they were able 1o
be sed becanse there wasn'i the actual response from the rank
and lle of the movement la stop themn

it doesn’t achieve anvihinge tor the lelt to sin
that the most important single 1ssue is the
witeh hum

I think you have o somewhal distorted view of what Sovialiv
Agtion savs politically, 1 don’t think you cun change everything
by changing the leadership 21 the (op, nor is il an accident that
v have the people leading the Labour Parly you do. It's not
due 1o the fact that secreily peaple are nol aware of 1he views of
Socielive Action or something, and il they were then they would
follow the gloriows road (o sockalism,

1 think that the point is that vou can only build mass support
if you have policies which actually affect peaple decply. Same
afl the things thai are u magnificent example are what Maurice
Bishop did in Grenada, He showed that sacialist development,
socialist revodution, ransformed the fact of whether you had
free milk, education, jobs and se on or aot. And | believe that's
the only way vou can build mass support. The ides thal people
will cling to the Labour Party despite the [act it doubles
unemployment or reduces wages — (hai is whal is completels
wnrealistic,

But where the debaie should be on the len — and | don’t rhink
il should be a sectarian dehate — 15 precisley how 10 ConsTruct
those policies. 11's as much about strategy as it is aboul policy
about agresing a party programme and aboul implementing it
and winning support Tor il. So that you don’t allow a good
Labour cabinet minister honestly seeking 1o implement policies
to be marconad on their own withowt any kind of base that i
prepared 1o fight with them and for those policics,



17 | wanied io sum vp ihe problem of British polities (oday i
wauld be how o construct o new Labour majoriis, thal is con-
siruct @ social glliance that is commitied 1o the Labour Pariy —
undersianding that the previows one has disintegrated and (hat
all adiempls (o say ‘lei’s go back to where we were hefore” are
daomed.

Palicies are important but net sufficien), Resoluiions passed
ai conference vn their own wan'l solve anything. (dne 1hing
thut"s bren discussed is what one could call a Party of Labour,
or ihe sorl of debate that's aking place en the question of af-
filkation a1 the present time,

One of 1he strengths of the Labour Pariy unlike siber Eure-
penn socialist parties was the direct alfiliation of irede umions.,
conperative socicties and so on, instead of just resting on in-
dividigl membership. What do you think aboul that, par-
ticularly in relationship o black organisations, women’s
wrganisations and many other existing groups of the same sort.
Should the Lahour Party <simply add (o its present siruclore, of
keave & different kind of structiure or what?

The whole structure of 1he pary is 2oing (o b a big internal
sme, MNat so much aceountability. begapse | think this areu
meni has been won as much a4 we're likely 10 win i in the
forseeable Muture. But i's actoallv thar soructural problem in
relation 1o the base ol the party

The rivhe i« dvine i the | abour o

Bul that is going 1o be totally overshadawed by what hap-
pens on the political Tevy. Becawse unless we win that hartle we
could see o Labhour Pariv with s trade imion base torn o o o
structural level which s going 10 have enormnms COn=equUenee
particularly for rhe national party. Less so than locally, becanse
the links are <o weak ai g local level.

I'm not in favour of being obsessed with direct affiliation al
a national level, What we ouehi 1o be talking aboai is the prac
tice of local parties. I'm in Mvour of women’s sedtions being
much more central (o the way local parties operate. 'm in
favour of hlack sections ol local paribes, becavse | think that*<a
key constituency that the party’s nol even beginning 1o reach
aul 1o, But [ dan’t see than as particularly being relevant ar a na-
tional level. Affiliations not the kg ssue. What's important fs
how we work with women™s groups and black groaps omside
the parey.

Why do vou think the campaign around the political levy is so
important?

Litink that theeritical political issue for the party over the nexd
few years is to win those ballats. I can anly be done al the rank
and file level. Simply to rely either on wmon bureaucracies or
the national party bureaucracy todo this will be totally inelMeg-
live.

| also sec an enormous opportunity, which clearly we'd
rather not have had. 10 inject socialist argument and debane
back into the workplace level. There is a vehicle, and we have ta
prepare pow 10 do i, It can™ be done just a1 a kind of
declamatory level — just parading around senior fgurex in the
party to spread the message. 11 reguires organisation and in-
tervention by local activises.

What do you think shoul the demands of the Women's Action
Commitiee that the women's conference shauld be shie (o elect
women members divectly 1o the NEC, and put resolutions
direcily to national conference....

I suppart those fully

One big debate that has obvieusly come up bs over ihe affitude
of the Labour Party and ihe labour movemend fo ibhe law:
arodind the NGA and around whal to do about rate-capping
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and o on. What's your position on 1his?

The lahonr movememt has historwcally olwavs hoad o0 hizin
againar the low., amd rhe law oo rubng cliss insinomeni el
pEainst the interess of aniilisas
This combromtan an s ki aosery specite lormear e mgs
menl where Thaneherian o seckie 1o dmvert polncal strmeele
inten thie eonris. This i the whole stnmegy ol the emplovmen
[ — poborn an indusoeiad soeugsele o b o order noniee
— and 'don think vou can dock that issoe, Ddon’s think sop
can win the argument by saving thal The Eva hos 16 be obeced
The Evw has had o be delivd consistently by the b e
mient in the past and i owill hase (o be delied nes, The aren
mien that we shoubd <impls ageept the Taw B politically wiony
and ool i ownminge <teoless, D rhink the parts eachership was
wrong e corning ol Do sguare behind the NGA, anl 1
think the TUG beadership behaved abvsmally i ranting an jhe
MNEA,
ey termes of the mte-capping. again | think that a's probahls
going 10 be meeessary oo dely the law, 'm ool or winpis
gestores (houghe Dihink ithere™ too moch paeime on the et of
the pacty, A Jon of the eroops involoed on thae efr of the pars
are interested only i postocing amd poring porsitions which
have no relationship with realine. T8 we are coiig do e st
Lion af defvinge rme-capping amd defving the Liw, (hen von have
to carry peaple with von, voun lave s viems ihe anions. You
GAN'1 sl g0 lar empry pesiares

Whai do vou think sboui the witch buni inside the pariy? For
example, the LOCs letter that was sent oot immediarely afier
the leadership clection said ‘no more witch hunis’, There have
been ot least lwo cases. One was the expulsion of Tarig Al from
the party. Secondly, the people expelled in Bluckburn.

Alse there's the continuing ban on the sale aof Militen: at
Labour Party meetings and so on. Whai's youor aiiitude
fowards this?

The LU and | have always been opposed (o witch hunis and
this was realfirmed at our annual general meeting. That s why
the open letier mennoned . [ think the expulsion of Tang Al
— a shabby decision to which | was totally opposed — was a
legacy from the previous two years. | think Tarig will be in the
party in the loreseeable future.

Blackburn was a very dif fcrent matier, a more complicated
maiter involving a local party. I'm unhappy about expelling
supporiers of Mililaai or any other similar group in the Labour
Pariy. I'm opposed 1o the decision conference took on that
But where local party rights have been a key issue in the cam-
paign Tor democracy, you have to be very careful about con
demning out of hand what local parties do.

It*s mot the only example. For instance, in Birminghnm five
people have been effectively cxpelled by the local parly who
have relused their transfer. There is a form of witch hant which
i=n’t cemiralised, bui is giving the nod and a wink (o local par-
ties (o gel on wilh il.

Do you think that John Golding, for example, has given up
all his ideas of how the party should be run?

Of course not. But | think Golding's position in the party is
marginalised, and the right is so politically bankrupt that we
shouldn't over-emphasise their imporiance. The right s dyving
in the Labour Party — not in the unions, that's & different mat-
1er.
The decision laken by conference — it was a problem far
the left thal there was a conference decision — is obviously giv-
ing an excuse for some local parties 1o settle old scores, and
m‘f‘b{ £VEnNn New sSCOrcs.

I don't think it achieves anything for the left 1o say that the
most important smgle issue is the witch hunt. 1 think it's the
politics of the kindergarien, really. The dominant issue for the
lefi, as we discussed carlier, is How to reconstruct Labour's
historic bloc.
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LIGHT PERSPECTIVES

HILARY DRIVER

Most people don't
understand how holographic
images are produced, but are

excited al the prospect of
three dimensional
reproduction.

Hilary Driver reviews the
current state of holographic
technology revealed in an
exhibition currently showing
at the Science Museum in
London.

‘Gradually Connie had arcused her
curinsiiy and managed to get her to peep
at the sparkling night sky of the ceiling.
Fhis ceiling too became a nighl sky with
more purple in its black than the nighl
they had jusi abandoned, with a pale
miath-green modan rising in the south over
one of ihe enirances. Slowly as people
came wandering im to itheir seais, @
different colour moon rose majestically
over each ol the doors ...

*As the moons reached the zenith, the
fowr of them began a siately danee (o
music welling up. Their shapes began 1o
shifi from round to oblong to crescent (o
wing-shaped like birds, in images of
dignified flight ...

‘The cranes came down from the
ceiling and became Mesh — although she
had learned thal these vivid three-
dimensioanl images were a mere trick of
projeciors  and  lights. The image
broadened. One enormons crane Tilled it
and then its head spread into clouds and
its feet turned to water ..."

Marge Piercy's novel, Woman on the
Edpe of Time, porirays a vivid and
striking view ol the possible future of the
hologram. The word hologram conjures
up images of heing able to view
something from all directions which
Inoks real, but is in fact a projecied
image. Indeed, the word itself s denved
from the Greek Aofo meaning whole, and
praphls meaning image.

But imagmabion and technology are
slill many vears apart and, in spite of the
theory of holography being developed as
long age as 197 by the Hungarian
scientist Dennis Gabor, halography
todday can be comparad 1o the early
developments of photography or film.
Production of a hologram reguires
comparably as much investment in
specialised eguipment and technical
know-how,

At the risk of infuriating the more
schentificallv-inclined readers, here's a
simplified description of how a
holographic image is produced. A lTorm
of laser light 5 the first requirement.
Laser light beams are used because they
emit a coherent light — that is a narrow
beam af light all of one wavelength (or
colour), unlike ‘normal’ hghi which is
made up of 2 spectrum of wave lengths or
colours.

Any perceptible vibration will n-
terfere with an eveniual image, so the
cguipment and subject matter of the
hologram are placed on a vibration-free
tahle. The light is then splil into wo
paris. One beam passes through a deflec-
ting mirror and a lens onto the subjeci
maiter which 15 in front of a holographic
plate (similar to the enrly. heavy
photographic plates). The second beam,
also deflected by a mirror, passes
through & lens directly onto the plate
Since this second beam hasn’t had an ob
ject in its path, it reaches the plate in the
same undisturbed pattern as il originally
left the laser.

A shutter in front of the Jaser contrals
the two beams. When opened, hoth

beams meet at the holographic plaie

mteraction of these produces an
terference pattern on the light-sensi
plate which creates the hologram,
three dimensional image.

If you think making a hologran
complicated, more prohlems can aris
the viewing of the finished abject. '
can require the plate (o be illuminatec
laser light belore the image can be s¢
Even where no special highi 15 necess
at present it 1s difficult for more than
or two people (o Mully view a hologras
the same time

The exhibiion at the Scoc
Museum was al the same time disapp
ting and fascimating. Disappoini
because il was on the whole artistic
prehistoric with many of the works
abstract images that wouldn't have b
given wall space if they were on cany
in & sell-respecting gallery.

The exhibition was also dominarec
capitalist enterprises, the miliary an
on displaving how  they use

"The Meeting " — o kodoeram af o whok
plass meers wp with the real brokee ome
starding i froar af i




‘Yaira" by Francoiy Mazzero. Ax vou walk
st this hodogram the ragor blade moves (o
reveal fhe Maey on soch surfoce

technology  of holography for  such
socially useful works as advertising.
checking oul groceries in supermarkets,
or Tor forcing everyone 10 use a “fraud-
prooi” credit card in call boxes. But it
wasn't all bad, Some of the scientific ap-
plications of holography are valuable
For instance, the fact that minute vibra-
tions can be detected by holographic

analysis means. that the efficiency of

machinery or components can be
scrutinised  in tremendous detail.
Holograms have also been used 1o open
an entirely new area of medical research
from body scans to locating tumours,
improving the design of artficial hmbs
and even keeping holographic records al
dental work.

In the Soviet Union the holographic
reproduction of preciouns art ohjects had
resulied in what amounts to a travelling
museum. The work 15 of such amazing
guality that it 15 hard to believe that the

HMHologropine reproduchions, sacoh of Dy ane
of the feamous Flying Horse of Kaas. are
used i pavring art exhibirions lnsiead of the
i iengd

| v | Iamnamsv AR 'l 1

object 15 nol actually there in the glass
cise, People in remote areas of 1he coun-
try would atherwize be unlikely 1o be able
to see these cultural treasures in such a
lifelike Form

For me, it was these ‘rezl’ as opposed
1o ‘abstract” images that held the frue
fascination of holography. In particular,
holography comes inio its own in the arl
of portraiture. The Porfrail of Nicole by
Nicole Acbischer s undoubiedly the
most stunning of the exhibils. Impossible
1o reproduce in Man black and whire, i is
an animated halogram that really takes
your breath away. The lace looks real
énough 1o touch, but as you view the im
ape from different angles the eves appear
to naturally open, look directly at you
-l”l,l IIH;"II kEl_"‘H_" avery L!I‘ﬂ L HRYY l"[‘lll:._ L
perience!

As a technology, holography can be
like any other, developed for prahi or
for the benefit of the majonty of people

As an arl or enferimnment there 1s &
long way to go befare we can look for-
ward (o holographic theatre oF cinema,
with the bigees obsiacle being 1he
iremendous resources needed 1o enable
someone 10 produce holograms and 1he
limirations. exitimg al presenl on lhe
numbers who can appreciale the end
resuli.

Whatever the drawbacks, holo-
graphy 15 here 1o stay and, alongside
other new technologies, will have 10 be
wrested from the control of the ruling
class if it is to be developed as genuinely
sockally useful

& The Light Dimensions exiibifion s
ruaning wnid 29 Apnl ar the Science
Muiseirns, Lordlon SW? 10[-58] 4308},
HILARY DRIVER is n member of e
Inrernaiiony Editorinl Board.
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BREAKING THE CHAINS

TERESA CONWAY

Owver the last ten years the face of the British
trade union movement has changed
significantly, increasingly forced to respond
to the demands of the autonomous
movements,

Terry Conway argues that the left

has often failed to understand the
significance of these changes, and examines

the obstacles to deepening these far-reaching
developments.

The first wave of develppments rowards self orgamsation took
place specifically among women waorkers, spurred on by the
impact of the recent women's liberation movemnent but in many
instances also building on historical traditions. More recently
black workers, leshians and gay workers, and workers with
disabilitics have also fought For their rightful place within the
trade union movement. There is 4 strong sense in which all
these groups of workers have a common fight. All have
iraditionally been excluded from decision-making snd
influence within the labour movement, mirroromg the
discrimination they face in socicty al large. Even where
individuals have foughi their way through the structures, they
have been seen as exceptional individuals, not as representing a
particular constituency of interests. I is particularly on the
right losell organisation and representation that these different
groups are waging a similar battle: sometimes in different ways
and in different places and occasionally. consciously as one
struggle.

Yet each of the groups does face very different oppression
in society and within the labour movement; and each has their
own tradition of struggle. It is a crucial pan of the politics of
self organisation o recognise and respect these differences, 1o
refuse to allow one group to be played ofT against another. It is
vilal to acknowledge that none of the groups is individually or
collectively free of prejudice against athers and that this needs
10 be consciously combated. Real unity can be achieved if it is
fought for, not assumed.

To understand the historical relationship beiween the trade
union movement and these oppressed groups it isuseful to look
at the initial development of the unions in this country and the
particular role plaved by women.

The early history of British trade unions is a scattered pat-
chwork which repeats & pattern time and agam of women's
segregalion info particular sections of the labour market and
the determination of most male trade unionists that a woman's
place was in the home. Thus, whether women participated in
panicular unions very much depended an whether thelr arigins
were amalgamations covering occupations in which women
were found, or whether rhey were based on individual crafis
and excluded women. Even in the mixed unions things were far
from perfect, ‘women paid omly half contributions and were ex-
chuded from management' according to Beatrice and Sidney
Wehb in The Histary of Trade Unianism,

Thus excluded from of marginalised within mainstream
developmenis it was lefl 1o women 1o organise themselves. In
the 1870s Emma Patterson returned rom a visil to New York
inspired hy the Female Uimbrella-Sewers Union, and staried the
Mationa! Union of Waorking Women and the Women's Protec-
tive and Provident League. An example of the prejudice which

these women had 1o fight can be seenin the TUC statemen in
18T7: v is the diory of men and hoshands oo brine ahout 6 con
dition of things when their wives showld be in their proper
sphere a1 home instead of being dragged into competinon of
[ivelthood with the great and sirong men of the world.” There
wirs abso m clear axssumption thal men would make the ronning
in the battles with the mill and factory owners, and thai
women. despite the horrendous conditions in which they were
emploved, would have nothing 1o conteibute 1o the fight back,

Thraugh the latter part of the 1880s and the early 1890x this
illision was shattered as women (ook part in a =eries of militan
and bitter disputes. The most famous incident is of cour<e rhe
Matchgirls sirike of 1889, crucial ta the overall developrient of
British trade unionism. bul there were also strikes of cotion.,
iute and Mour workers. of blanket weavers in Heckmondike.
female cigar makers in Mottingham and women ai o tin bos fog
tory In London, all of which took place in 1888, In 1891 there
wis o long strike by women ot Manningham Mill and o
demonsration in London organised hy laundresses with the
suppart of 27 trades councils. At the same time trade unions 8.
a whole were prowing and new amalgamations ook place.
Women were increasingly seen as an inleeral pan of the labour
foree al leas! for the present time, ancd, as such, 11 was seen as
important (o organise them.

thus excluded from or marginalised within
mainsiream developments it was left to
women Lo organise themselves

Thus by 197 there were 200,000 women trade unionisis,
double the number in 1890, Bul the majority of these were still
in textiles and thére were many areas where large groups of
women workers remained completely un-unionised. In 1906
Mary MeArthur established the National Federation of
Women Workers with 2000 members and built its membership
up too 80,000 by the end of the First World War, She recruned
thowsands of isolaied and unprotected women — the jute
workers of Dundee, the Lancashire chain makers, and the jam
and biscuil workers of the East End among many others, Bu
during the war women were drawn into new areas of the labour
force, <0 that by the end of the war there were 437,000 women
out of a lotal of union membership of 4,145,000, Female
membership of the unions trebled during the war, while male
membership rose by only 60 per cenl.

The original basis for the self organisation of women was
their total exclusion from male organisations and their treal-
ment as second class citizens, As the patterns both of employ-
meént and membership ol rade unions changed, the rationale
for separate organisalion began (o fade. Thus, this period of
womet's organisation did not share the analysis developed by
feminists in the 19705 of women's oppression in areas oulside
the Babour market. nor was there any recognition that organis-
ing together as women could be positive in {15 own right, In
1920, Mary McArthur hersell argued ar the Federation’s Na-
tuanal Conference that it should merge with the Mational Union
of General Workers 1o become, “a greatl indusirial organisation
of men and women, in which women are nol submerged, but in
which they fake as active a part as the men®. Presumably she
thought that the expenences women had been through in the
previous five decades of fighting bitter battles against the
hosses and struggling for the vote, and in running their own
unions, would protect them lrom being submerged and silenc-
ed. But sadly this hope was not 1o be fulfilled. At first the
federation operated as a district of the NUGW and kepl ils own
executive and special officers. Bul within 3 years (he separate
district and the National Women's Commitiee were abolished



“Mol pow dear, can’l you see we're busy T

and the number of women officers swiltly fell from 1610 1, S0
bad was the sitnation that by 1930 the NUGW did not send even
pne female delegate to the TULC,

Remnanis of these carly forms of women's organisation did
persist in weakened form. In particular mdividual unions may
carry the hallmark of amalgamations between unions based on
woimen's trades and those based on mens, So the white collar
section of the engineering union TASS for example has had a
netwark of wamen's subcommittees since 1922 when the all-
female tracers union merged with the engineers and
draughisman’s union. It was perhaps more likely that separale
arganisations wonld survive here than in the NUGW because of
the craft nature af the union and the fact that women
themselves represented a specific trade. Whatever the reason it
has undoubiediv been the case that the existence of such net
works made it much easier for feminists within TASS inthe "7is
to start to organise within the union.

In 1931 the fist TUC women's conference wat held,
perhaps in same ways lakmg over the function of McArthur’'s
Federation. The conference which is held annually has un-
doubledly allowesd discussion of many issues that would other-
wise have been ignored. But the problem lies in the fact that the
conference itsell has no power; resolutions are passed o the
General Council of the TUC which is alb liberty to ignore them

and indeed freguently does!

It was not until the development of the women's liberation
movemnent that the question of the organisation and needs of
women workers was again raised in a concrere way, Initially
much of this activity was focused around the quesiion of pay;
both in terms of struggles around the implementation of the
Egual Pay Act and around low pay. Bul slowly, as the impact
of feminism grew, other issues were taken up. The public
employees’ union (NUPE! negotiated matemily  pay
agreements for twa large groups of public sector workers which
weni far beyond the statutory minimum. The local government
union (NALGO) has produced a series of negoliating gudes:
Negotiating for Eguality, Workplace Murseries, Righis for
Working Parents, and one an Adoption, as well as & leaflet on
Sexual Harassment ar work, all of which show grong feminist
influences, In 1974 the Waorking Wamens Charter Campaign
was set up with.a list of 10 demands of crucial significance 1a
working women. Within 18 months it had won the support of

4

| 2 unions at their national conferences. The TUC Congress of
1975 however voted against it, mainlv hecause it comtained a
¢lause on abortion, byl perhaps also because it was a grass rools
campaign which called for a national minimum wage. But the
Charter Campaign did foree the TUC o revamp its own *Aims
for Women at Work"™ and to begin 1o do some campaigning lor
it. Perhaps the biggest viciory for feminism came in Ociober
1979 when the TUC was hinally forced to call a demonsiration
against Tory MP John Comie's anti-Abortion Bill which
brought 30,000 women and men marching through the streets
of London. This was both the biggesi pro-choice march ever,
and also the largest trade union demonsiration ever held lor a
cause which lay beyond the parameters of traditional collective
bargaining.

Alongside these debates and advances on policy the gues-
tion of sell organisation wes stirring anew. While often the
pressure came from women outside the trade union movement,
the impact of féeminism on existing trade anionists and the in-
valvement of more committed feminists within the unions
hegan to lead o organisational changes. In TASS lor example
the existing structures of women's subcommittees began (o take
on new importance. The union began 1o run annual weekend
schoals for women and has produced an impressive array of
marerial on women's issues. In 1975 NUPE commissioned a
study af its structure from the sociology departement of War
wick LUiniversity which argued: *We do not bhelieve that the
under-representation has anvthing 1o do with  ““women's
nature’’ or lack of inierest in the affairs of NUPE... li hasiodo
firsl with the position of women in the wider soviely and at
work... The structure of the union can either be designed 1o
alleviate the effects of such disadvanlages or il can operate on
the basis of accepting subordination as a *“fact of life"" which is
anly confirmed by the low degree of female participation in the
union ar all levels'. On the basis of recommendaiions made in
the report MUPE reserved 5 seats an its National Executive for
wamen from 1975 onwards,

MALGO set up a National Equal Opportunities Commil-
tee, urged its districts 1o do likewizse, and began 1o publish a na-
tional bulletin. The office workers unions, APEX and ASTMS,
established similar networks or regional and national commir-
tees in the mid-'70s and by 1980 both the transpan union
(TOWL and the manual workers union {(GMWL), had begun

RN HARRIS
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to set up regional equal rights committess. While these hodies
were often a recognition by the unian leadership than issues of
particular concern 10 women were nol heing dealt with, they
had their own problems. Many were mixed commintess and
Pecause they were organised at national and distnct level
wamen already had 1o be fairlv confident and experienced in
the workings of the hureaucracy 1o be able 10 participate. They
undoubredly made the lives of those women more bearahle,
and by praviding & channgl for debare did lead to crudal in-
itiatives being taken, bui they didn’t necessarily alfect the mass
of women at branch or sieward level. Perhaps more significani
was the spread of women-only meetings and courses pioneered
notably by GMWLU and TASS but also by the TUC. These
courses have notl necessarily been organised around “women's
issues’, but in the case of many of the TUC courses have pro-
vided trpining for new women stewards 1o discuss issues of
relevance to all irade unionists, but in a situation where women
feel able to ask guestions that they would be reticent 1o ask in
fronl of men.

the objection thal women's place is in the
home, the hoary old prejudice ... is of course
still with us

In 1979 the TUC endorsed a 10 point charter, *Equality for
Women within Trade Unions', which urged unions 1o 1ake
definite steps to increase women's participation at all levels. It
recommended special seals on national and local bodies where
women were under-represented. special advisory commitiecs,
paid time off for wnion meetings in worktime, creches, en-
couragement for women 1o go on training courses and non-
sexisl unjon material. Despite these advances. clearly we are o
long way fram putting all these measures inta operation in even
one singhe irade union branch, lel alone one union nationally.
Mor is it correct 1o suggest that these advances have not met
with significant opposition, in many cases from people with all
shades of political opinion. The objeciions are often <imilar 1o
those faced by other groups fighting for scif organization. Far
the struggle 10 be extended il is necessary 1o name and confront
these different objections.

° The objection 1hat women's place is in the home, the hoary
old prejudice that has dogged women since the beginning of
wige labour, 15 of course still with us, It operates today both in
keeping wornen oul of spetific irades, lor example the print in-
dustry, and with rising unemployment in notions that women's
jobs are less important than men’s. A second argument is that it
is Mine for women 1o have jobs, even 10 be active in the unions so
long as they do w0 within the terms laid down by men. So,
fighting around women's issues Is seen as a diversion from the
‘real’ class struggle not as a way of braadening its scope and br-
inging in new and militant participants. Such arguments flv in
the lace of histary and deny the criucial role that women in
struggle have played in the development of the labour move-
ment. A more sophisticated version of this arguiment has been
to accept certain, primarily sconomic struggles as legitimate but
to baulk al tuking up other, more political issues, Thistendency
has been particulardy pronounced in Hritain where the trade
unions have historically been more economist than their Euro-
pean ¢counterparts. Indeed in rusing issues such as abortion,
sexpal harassment and childcare, women in the unions have
been able to redefine what is & “trade union issue'. For women
this redelinition is panicularly significant becav »¢ withoul rais-
ing these issues it is neither possible for women (o participate in
the unions or 10 see them as arganisations which defend their
interests. In this crucial sense women's organisation has begun
to break down the negative traditions of the British labour
movement of the division between the unions as the fighters on
the economic front and the Labour Party on the palitical. And
il has (o be said that in the same way as sections of the far Left
were sectarian in the extreme towards campaigns such as the

‘Reclaim the Might® initiatives taken by the women’s move-
ment, s«o many of them have not been particularly supportive of
rasing these issues within the labour mavement.

But above all the reaction to women-only meetings and courses
has revealed the greatest backwardness. As with the attitude 1o
the wamen's movement itsglf the roots of this come from pro
found ignorance of the real exient of women's oppression, 5o
instead of understanding that the purpose of women's separare
organisation is to draw in more women, the cry is always “hun
vou are excluding men'. This represenis a failure to accept tha
women are already excluded in so-called “mixed’ structures.
Often o is combmed with @ complete disregard far women®s
commitment @ the overall aims of the labour movement, an
idea that women are not *real’ trade unionisis and will come up
with proposals that will be trivial, irrelevant or *extreme’.
Behind these expressed feelings there is perhaps the glimmer of
unconscious understanding: that sometimes the road lollowed
by the unien has mal been in the interests of women and that by
wonmnen meeting together we will begin to demand that they pull
back from this path.

Sometimes men are prepared 1o gecept that there is a need
for oné-off women's meetings. perhaps for things like shop
stewards” educationals. But this understanding may well be
hated on patronising assumplions thar women are not able 1o
undersiand the complexities of trade union structures and
struggles, but ance they have had their special treatment if they
are worth their sall they should be ahle to keep up with the
boys... Thus there is hostility to any owgaleg organisation of
women within the trade vnion structure, This represents a
fatlure 1o undersiand thai the people with the direct experience
of a particular oppression are best placed to elaborate the
strategy and tactics for s crosion.

Clearly some mien fear that the granting of self orgamsation
will lead 1o demands being made on the oppressors (o change
their behaviour, both in terms of demands on the union to
change its priorities but also demands on individual members 1o
confront their own oppressive behaviowr. The amount ol
uproar that a challenge 10 sexist language often brings vou
would think @ man had been asked o give away half his pay
packet!

Finally it is important (o recognise that even where all these
hurdles have been jumped, even among those who seem com-
mitted 10 allowing women the privilege of on-going organisa-
tian, there will almost certainly be a vitriolic reaction il il is ever
suggested thar these proups should have decision-making
power. In my own MALGO branch for example we have
achieved a high degree of eIl organization: we have lour sub
groups that are subcommittees of the branch executive for
women, for black workers, for workers with chsabilities and for
lesbian and gay workers. These groups have co-opied members
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Defence campalgns for victimised leshians and gays have begun 1o
aftract unlon suppor




an the execurive, hur they don't have vating rights. We tried 1o
change this at the branch AGM, pointing out that these groups

of workers are not adequarely  represenied through the
srewards' systemn, noi necessarily because of individual pre-
judice bul because of the way oppression works. In parncular
there 15 no other mechamsm (or us Lo have our collective views
as members of a particular oppressed groop represenled. We
were opposed primarily not by ordinary members of the branch
but by crucial sections of the branch leadership including some
who had been supportive of the existence ol the groups up 1o
this point.

I some unions women have responded 10 these obstacles by
sétling up informal networks outside the aflficial structures.
These groups, Tor example within the teachers union (NUT),
and in Telecoms, have been a vital way in which issues can be
discussed and for women to gain confldence and suppar 1o
take on bailes within the uvnion. In general this form of
organisation has taken place in those areas where there was no
previous tradition ol women's structures.

The progress that has been made over the last decade has
been enormous but uneven. The road has been a hard one and
the victories won have been small in comparison with the ba-
tlex that lie ahead. Even where formal rights to self organistion
have been achieved, lack of other provisions such as child care
and meeting in work time senousky imit the numbers of women
who will be invalved. Often there s inadeguate opportumty lor
wormen (o learn from ench other's experience even within one
union let alone across the unions. The Women's TUC, which
perhaps has some potential to do the latter, remains an ineflec-
tive bodv and there are still <ignificant divisions among women
in the unions as o whether it should be dishanded or given
greater power and staius. In 1984, faced with the Thatcher
Gaovernment and iis drive 1o sirengthen the family, and with ris-
ing unemployment the need for women to be centrally invalved
in the unions has never been greater. 1 isvial that the Left, and
indeed the trade union movement as a whole, understands this
and Nights to deepen and extend the self organisation of women
and other oppressed groups.

Perhaps the greatest gains on the guestion of self orgenisa-
tion have been made within NALGO. In 1982 (he London
District st up four arca groups for women, black workers,
workers with disabilities, and lesbian and gay workers. Each
group is open o any member of the district who experiences
that particular discrimination and has the right 10 send 1wa
delegates 1o the discrimination committee {a lformal sub-
committes of the distrier council). In comparison with ather
unions this may seem like utopia, bul there are still problems.
Perhaps the most striking thing about the structure is that all
four areas of oppression have the same provision. Bur for the
day to day operation of the union 10 be changed this has 1o be
replicated ar hranch level. 5o far this is only the case in-a very
small number of the larger local government branches, Others
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have groups for one or (wo of the oppressed layers or
discrimination commitices which only deal with some of the
issues, and indeed others do nothing on equal opportunities at
all.

There is also the problem that the groups as such have no
decision making power. The way that the district leadership has
dealt with this, and the fact that it & very difficulr for the
discrimination committee 1o deal with all the issues raised, has
left a lot 1o be desired . First, there has been an anempi ta divide
the groups by arguing that women and black members should
have farmal commitrees of their own but that this wouldn't be
appropriate ar possible lor the ather two groups. So it seems
that the understanding of the leadership is rather skin deep.
When this i combined in some instances with raast comments
about the way black members have dominated the discrimina-
tion committee then it's rather easy to wonder il we have really
achicved anything at all . Fortunately the four subgroups have
vigorously resisted falling into these divide and rule traps, bul
have argued for full consultation with the members affected,
and in principle the same structures for each area of oppres:
sion, The discussion has also forced us to analyse the thin line
between maximum involvement through open meetings and ac-
cess Lo decision-making, which means being delegared and ac-
countable, [1is crucial 1o Might Tor structures which enable us o
fulfill both roles,

AL Lhe same lime we are conscious that the Metropolitan
(London) district is not all of NALGO, and thar the rest of the
union is & long way behind, Positive action for black members
was debated, and defeated as pant of a debate on racism ar last
yeir ‘s umon conference. But it is significant that the NEC"
own, white-dominated Race Equality Workinmg party, which
organised black members have boyeotted, has nevertheless
been forced to make recommendarions which support sell
organisation. Earlier this year, the Metropalilan District Les-
hian and Gay Group organized a conference lor all lesbian and
gay members in the union which Geoffrev Drain, then Mational
Secretary, urged all branches o suppon. It was only after his
letter had been sent that those of us organising the conference
realised whal a coup we had made — official endorsement lor a
sell organised conference! These significant achievements at
naticnal level do not mean that there are no severe difficuliies
on the ground, Several branches réfused 1o sponsor delegatesto
cither the lesbian and gay conference or the women's con-
ference last winter because they were *sepamtist®, whole others
heaped abuse on us for organising them at all, This vear's an-
nual conference will see the whole guestion of self organisation
discussed as part of the debate on racism, and also as part of an
extensive motion on leshian and gay opppression. There will
aleo be a specific mation which deals with the rght af self
arganisation for all oppressed groups. In this way [ hope that
there will be a principled debate on the floor of conference o
allow us 1o realistically assess what support we have won over
the last year, and o begin planning what s needed now 1o
achieve more extensive discussion and understanding. Even
the union where the most gains have been won there i a great
reluctance on the part of the majority 1o face up 1o the way in
which the union does not represent the interest of its members
and to change both structures and practices accordingly.

More progress has been made towards Lhe self organisation
of women than of any other groups. In 1980 the TUC Congress
passed a charter of ‘Equality of Opportunity' for black
workers, which takes up discrimination in employment and
within the trade union movement. In terms of the latter the
issue of =If organisation is fudged. Thus the Charter talks
about examining the srructure of the unions ‘to ensure the
rernoval of harriers which can prevent black workers from
reaching branch office and decision-making bodies..." and also
calls for the setting up of advisory committees within the union
machinery ta ensure that egual apportunities are actively pur-
sued”. But it does not specifically suggest thal members of these
commitlees should be black. Given the fact that there is no
tradition of black sell organisation in the British labour move-
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ment this omission makes it unlikely that such groups will be set
up. In Liverpool in recent years the GMWU, ASTMS, the
Liverpoal Teachers Association, and the Trades Council have
all set up Race Relations Commitiees, several have put oul
material to their members on Nghting racism, and organised
special day conferences 10 discuss how 1o take it up with
employers in terms of discrimination in recruitment, traming
and conditions. In the GMWU this local initiative followed a
national conference within the union in May 1981 which recom-
mended serting up regional comminess. Bul whai s clear
reading maierial produced by all these groups, as well as the
codes of conduct produced by the NGA/NATSOPA. is that
they fail to tackle the question of racist practice within the
unions Lhemnselves. So despite the faci that in relation to the

We are beginning ... to take on the unspoken
divisions that hetorosexism creates in the
labour movement as well as in society as a
whole.

population gs & whole there are maere black shop stewards than
white that is certainly not reflected ut higher levels: execurives,
delegates o conference. to TUC, fall time of ficials, eic, Nor do
initiatives taken on a national level mean that racism among the
workforce has been tackled in anything like a serious way. Thus
Bernie Grant, one of the very few black full time official of-
ficials who worked for NUPE in the Islington ares, together
with a number of other black trade ynionists, decided 1o set up
the Black Trade Unionists Solidarity Movement [BTUSM),
which encourages the formation of black caucuses within trade
unions, runs courses for shop stewards on anti-racism, speaks
to branches and deals with individual case work where a worker
has faced discrimination either from the emplover or within the
union. Bernie has been working full time for the organisation
for the last year, While working for NUPE he became increas-
ingly aware of the treatment hlack workers faced but did not
have time within the constrainis of his other commitments to
teke the matter up as effectively as he felr necessary.

The relationship beiween HTUSM and different 1rade
umions varies enormously. Some like NUPE and GMBATU
have been very supponive, byt many others have been over-
whelmingly hostile. The fact that such an organisation is
necessary, oulside the official siructures of the unions is an in-
dictment not only of indhvidual racism but of the failure of ihe
TUC Charter to be cffecively implemented; for clearly the
structures do discriminate against black members in extremely
serhous ways. On the other hand the work being done by
BTUSM is extremely valuable, and follows the pattern of some
trade union women's groups such as in the NUT and the
POEU, who despite the historical tradiion of women's
orzanisation within the official struclures in some unions, in
others on an unoefficial footing.

Even less progress has been made towards official self
organization for lesbian and gay workers. Indeed this has only
happened within the Metropolitan District of NALGO. Fur-
ther there has been lintle material produced by trede unions an
the harassment and victimisation faced by leshians and gays.
NALGO again is the exception; in 1983 it produced an official
pamphlet. There have been two instances, the sacking af lan
Davis, a social worker in Tower Hamlets, and John Warbur-
ton, a teacher, when local trade unions in pa: ticular have of-
fered important support. The 19705 and 80s ako saw the
development of a number of unoficial groups within particular
unions: in the NUT, NATFHE, the Civil Service Union and the
NUR for example, and also the more general "Gay Rights at
Work' campaign. The fact that leshians and gay men arc
generally invisible at work and face serious descrimination up
1o an including sacking if they are public about their sexuality
makes any form of sell organisation difficult in the extreme,

However toothless the legislation on sex and race discrimina-
tion is, and however prejudiced the courts, it is also significant
that there 15 no legal redress for diserimination on the ground-
of sexuality. In 1980 when John Saunders, a gav vouth worker
who was sacked, took his case 10 an Employmen Appeals
Tribunal, the finding ol the original iribunal was upheld. This
stated that it was ‘reasonable’ Tor an emplover 1o dismiss si-
meane because they were gay i they had anv contact with
children.

Diespite these obsiacks, the experiences ol the Metropolitan
District NALGO do show that if leshians and gay men can
achieve sell organisation as parl ol general moves within a
union, then that organisation can be sustained. The group ha-
begun 1o look at ways in which various local and national
agreements discriminate against lesbians and gav men. We have
argued that the union should be negotiating ‘parenthood leave’
or ‘nominated carers' leave <o that everv woman when she gives
birth, has the right to support rather than the more restricied
concept of ‘piternity leave'. We have begun to negotiaie equal
opporfunities clauses which accept that leshians and gay men
have the right ta be public aboul their sexuality whatever job
they do. We are looking at discussion among the whole trade
union membership: we were involved in running a national
school on sexuality and hope there will be future schoals a
district level. We are beginning in a small but significant way 1o
challenge the notion that sexeality is a private, moral issoe 10
uncover the way that the novion hides prejudice and discrimina-
tion, and to take on the unspoken divisions that heterosexism
creates in the labour movement as well as in society as a whole,

Warkers with disabilities Tace very particular batitles for amy
restl participation in the basics af irade union life let alone for
sell organisaiion. How many trade unions provide material on
tape, or in braille? How many union meetings are held in
smoke-filled pub rooms inta which you can't get a wheelchair?
How oflten, even in circles which in theory ar leasi accept tha
sexism or racism, and mavhe even heterosexism are political
issucs, do those with disabilities ger 2 mention? People with
disabilities are more likely 10 be seen as 3 group 1o be pitied,
maybe 10 be helped through charity rather than as a political
constituency. And this is perhaps particularly true in the world
of work, for it isoften assumed that those with disabilities (well
anything serious) can't work anyway. In this sense NALGO
again breaking new ground by setting up the London group,
However it is clear that it hasn'i faced up to its real responsibili-
ty when time alter lime meelings are still organised in inaccessi-
He venues. Members who have been excluded from the trade
union movement so completely will rightly take more than the
formal permission 10 meet to believe that the union really has
their interests in mind. The sheer lack of material and ex-
perience of self organisation in this feld severely restricts how
much can be diecussed at this stage on the issue,

My premise in this article is that sach group of oppressed
waorkers s as imparant as the other and that the (rade union
miovernent has to face up to its responsibility to represent and
fight for each and every one of its members. This can only he
done by tackling head-on the prejudice that is rife in it pwn
ranks. My experience within NALGO confirms the beliaf that |
held as a feminist that in the long term il 1s only where oppress-
ed groups are given the right 1o self organisation that this will
happen in anvihing other than a purely (okenistic way. Sell
organisation is the only way 1o create true democracy within the
unions, because it is only then that the voices of all its members
will be heard. And developing self organisation, far (rom diver-
ring the unions from the real issues, will bring throusands more
trade unionists into active parlicipation, making them stronger
in the fight against Thatcher. Divisions exist now in the wark-
ing class, only il they ere recogmsed and fought can they be
OVeTCOme.

TERRY CONWAY s a leshian feminist aciive in Islingion NALGO
and Islinglon North Labour Party.



IMPERIALISM BEGINS AT HOME

JOHN ROSS

The rising tensions between Western Europe
and the United States are increasingly
affecting West European politics. In a talk
given to an International school in March,
John Ross examines the theoretical problem
of the long term development of relations

between the capitalist states.

The most basic fact about the international capitalist order s
that it consists of a hierarchy of states, organised in a highly
structured world system. At the top is the LIS; then there is a se-
cond tier of eapitalist powers — Japan, West Germany, France
and Britain; then there are a series ol lower tiers, with most of
the semi-colonial countries at the bottom. The five chief im-
perialist siates by themselves account for something like 70 per
cent of world capitelist production, for 80 per cent of foreign
mvestment. Developments in the US economy alone determine
trends throughout the entire world capitalist cconomy.

This pattern is a feature not only of conlemporary
capitalism but of the entire history of capifalism. International
capitalism has always involved relationships of international
dominance and subordination among stales. There has always
been & dialectival link between Iwo conditions of capitalist
stability: competition between capitals and the international
deminance of one capitalist power which sets the conditions of
accumulation and economic relations throughout the interna-
tional system.

At the same time, these relation: of dominance and subar-
dination are not static and in the history of capitalism there
have been three great periods in the development of the interna-
tional capitalist order: first, with the hirth of capitalism,
Holland was the dominani force, attaining this position
through its bourgeois revolution and war of independence from
Spain at the end of the 1&th century; in the second phase
England achieved dominance through a series of wars against
the Dutch waged by Cromwell and his successors between the
1650s and 16B0. This transition to English dominance
culminated in the cunous take-over bid by which the Dutch
king, William of Orange became king of England while the
English ruling olass simullanecusly assumed hegemony in
Holland since the latter could not militarily defend itsell agains:
feudal France, During the 18th century, England consolidated
its supremacy through a series of wars with France (under the
leadership of Churchill’'s great ancestor the Duke of
Marlborough).

England's supremacy was finally shaken by the great shock
of 1914 that opened a thirty year bloody interregnum, until the
end of the second world war inaugurated the third great period
af the world capitalist order under US supremacy. [n historical
terms, the function of the two warld wars and the many warsin
berween was to settle the issue of dominance, 50 necessary for
the stable functioning of international capitalism.

Thiz briefl historical sketch underlines the second hazic fact
about the international capitalist order: that wars and
mihitarism are normal, necessary elements in its functioning,
not external interruptions of its stability. 1L is bizarre that an
historian of such great ability as EP Thompson can be so blind-
ed by political prejudice as 1o seek (o ohscure this historical
truth with hiz notion that modern militarism iz external (o the
capitalist economic order with an autonomous exterminist logic
of its own. At every step in its drive Lo establish & world market
capital has used military violence. And the biggest, most
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ferocious wars are those fought between capitalist states over
how regional or global accumulation should be organised,

From the siandpoint of humanity's most elementary in-
terests, the killing of 100m people in two world wars and their
aftermath was criminal lunacy. But from the angle of the most
clementary logic of capitalism the wars of the 20th century, just
as much as those of the 17th or 1Bth centuries, were netther ran-
dom nor superfluous. They were fought to achieve real, ra-
tional goals by the various national capitalist classes.

And we must bear this in mind when discussing nuclear war,
All those who refuse to recognise the overriding logic of
capitalism make an elementary error when they say that noclear
war could never deliberately occur because it is unthinkably ir-
rational. It iz indeed madness from a human point of view, yel
il has precisely been the job of the establishment in capitalisi
America 1o debate periodicallyv and cold-bloodedly whether
launching a nuclear war against the USSR wauld he valuable
and productive. This was badiy disputed in the late 1940=/early
19505 when a serious faction led by CGeneral MacArthur
pressed the case for & nuclear sirike against the USSR, There
was a similar debate in 1961/62 over Cuba, and this same
debate has now been revived in American ruling circles.

Bul to réturn to changing patterns of dominance within
capitalism, we find one threat running through the 1 great
historical periods: the palitical transition from one dominam
power (o the next, corresponds, curiously enough, 1o a transi
tion of economic dominance in agriculture. Modern agriculture
first emerged in Holland. The English then borrowed Dutch
agricultural techniques, applied them 1o capitalist farming and
achieved huge surpluses for capitalist accumulation. (Oné in-
teresting cultural reflection of English agricultural strength in
the 1Bth century is shown in the cartcons of the period which
portray Lhe English as extremely fel and the French as extreme-
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Iy thin!) The LS used the strength of the capitalist agricultural
system imporied from England to provide a surplus for capital
accumulation in industry — its base for its risé to supreme
power, (The Spanish exported a feudal agricultaral system to
Latin America with the result we know).

This American strength in agriculture has remained up 1o
the present and the hierarchy thal we mentioned at Lhe start of
this article is reproduced in the field of agricultural productivi-
ty. Thus American agricullure is about 4 times more efficient
than West German agriculture, about 8 timés mare efficient
than Japanese agriculture, and aboot twenty to thirty times
more efficient than the agriculture of the semi-colonial world.
Indeed one of the most fundamental problems of the semi-
colonial world is the gulf between an advanced, 20th century
secior in some branches of industry and an agricultural secior
back in the 16th ceniury.

There is, finally, one more feature that we miist stress: the
capacity of the capitalist stales to engage in colonial wars and
wars of plunder in Africa, Asia and Latin America.

Let us return to the coniemporary situation n indernaional
capitalism and to the relations between the US and other
capitalist states. There is a tendency for people 1o examing only
the industrial side of the picture. It is true that historically the
LS has had a much higher level of industrial productivity than
other imperialist countries. And it is also true that it is in this
sphere that American productivity has been most strongly
challenged. In the 19305 American industry was at least twice as
productive as German industry while today it is only about 20
per cent more productive. But the capacity of a single economy
to dominate the world economy is not determined only byvitsin-
dustrial performance; in fact, dominance in the short term is
probably not determined by industry at all.

The dominance of a capitalist state depends upon fts capaci-
Iy 1o set the framework within which all other capitalisms are

free to operate. Historically, Holland was able to do this
because il controlled world commerce through controlling
world shipping and through Amsterdam, the most powerful
bank in the world, being eble to control the international
monetary order. This, of course, corresponded o the age of
commercial capilalism. Britain's indusirial capacily was aver
taken by the US in the 18705, vet Britain continued o dominate
the world economy long after its industrial supremacy disap-
peared. 1t did so through maintaining the supremacy of the L
sterling and through its parallel capacity, through palitical and
military means, 1o maintain the imperial system as an economic
Entily,

Today alsa, the US has been ahle to maintain its hegemony
not simply through {is indosirial strength bul through its con-
iral owver the world monetary system — the (act that nobody
can challenge the dollar. To this must be added the following
other levers of power: its agricultural supremacy; its level of
control over world raw materials, especially oil; and, of course,
in the military field, where is has complete supremacy. It is only
by incorporating all these levers of power into the analysis that
we can establish the relations beiween the US and the other im-
perialist powers.

S0 far we have outlined the hicrarchical pattern of powers
within the international capitalist state system. But before
analysing the current relations between the capitalist powers we
must place them within the world capitalist economy. This
economy must not be seen as the sum total of various seperate
national capitalist economies — the USA plus West Germany,
plus France, plus Britain and so on. On the contrary we must
grasp the reality of a world economy that governs the opera
tions of every single national capitalist economy — an interna-
tional division of labour from which none can withdraw. Even
the US capitalists remain subordinated to the forces of the
workd economy,

This world econamy is plunged into crisis by the declining
rate of profit, and the sharpening capitalist competition is the
outcome of this decline, The spontaneous tendency of in-
dividual national capitalisl classes is to tam this reality on its
head, to see the decling in their rate of profit as the outcome of
compelition from other capitalist classes. They therefore tell
their domeslic working classes that they must work harder
because of the threat from the hard work of German workers,
or the Japanese workers, and 50 on.

But it is not competilion that creates the crisis of prafitabili
tv, bui the declining rate of profil that creates feracious com
petition. As Marx insists, very correctly. when there is a high
rate of profit and capitalism is expanding, there is a lessening of
the competitive struggle between capitals. As Mary says, there
i o large and expanding cake so the struggle over dividing it up
can be softened by compromise by means of which evervbody
gets a larger mass of profits even if their share of the ol
declines. But when the cake is shrinking, the capitalisis canno
compromise: they must arntack the share of the others in order
to survive at all.

That is what is happening at the moment, and what is pro-
ducing the inrense strugple between the USA and its main im-
perialist competitors. With this change in the economic cond-
itions of capiial has come a profound change in the relabionshap
between capital and the intermnabional state system. Dunng the
boom vears there was a softening of inter-capitalist competition
and a readiness 1o use purely economic methods 1o compete. As
a resull some renowned Marxists thought thar capital had freed
itsell from the national states and had become one single,
supra-stare international imperialist bhloc. But in the
19705 and even more in the 1980s, as the rate of profil has
declined and competition between capitals sharpened, the in-
dividual capitalists mus! increasingly turn (o non-economic
levers and weapons for carrying on their economic wars with
their rivals. This has meant turning 1o state machines, above all
the state machine of the home base, and seeking to re-shape
that state machine to make it a useful weapon for carrying on
the war,



Thiz involves two things: using the siate against inierna-
tipnal rivals in sharply new ways; and using the state against the
domesiic working class also in new ways in order (o jack up the
rate of profit. We miust be very clear what we mesn when we say
that big capital turns back to the various state machines, tries 1o
grab them by the collar and thrust them into battle on these two
fromis. This involves what, in histonical terms, are very sudden,
sharp and extremely far-reaching changes in polifics, both n
domesiic and mternational politics, convulsive upheavals that
tend to take the labour movement (and especially the Social
Democrats) (otally by surprise, utterly bewildering and
disorienting people.

During the long boom vears, such as wp to the first world
war or after the second world war, when there is a clearly domi-
nanl capitalist power able to provide a framework lor interna-
tional capitalist expansion in suitable world conditions politics
moves very slowly, in & scemingly evolutionary way, according
to =eemingly natural and immuizhle rulers. Then, when this
framework evhausts irself and there is a crisis of profits, a
gigantic, shuddering earthquake shakes up the entire founda-
tions of the international state system and the domestic palitical
systems ol the imperialist powers. Jusi such a world ensis
tormented the peoples of the world between 1914 and 1945,
And a siumular crisis 15 Upon WS now.

But if the basic workings of the capitalist system have nol
changed, as belween, say, the period before the first world war,
the 19305, the 19505 and today; the basic social and political
balance of lorces in the world has changed greatly since the
1930s. First, there is now a whole system of workers® states and
the Soviet Union is immeasurably stronger than it was in the
1930s; secondly, the peoples of the third world have entered
world politics in & massive way; and thirdly, the working classes
of Western Europe have become enormously stronger, acquir-
ing a range of political and social rights thar they nowhere ap-
proached before the war in the caphialist world. These changes
in the international halance of forces are a huge obsracle 1o the
pse af the normal mechanism for resolving international
capitalist crises — namely war. The siruggle between the im-
perialist powers is once again at the top of the agenda, buy the
form that this siruggle may ultimately take &= far more pro-
blematic.

Let us turn to this balance of power amongst the main im-
perializi powers we mentioned @l the start of this article. First,
we will look gt the changing guantitative balance over the last
cenlury!

Percenitages of World Tndwstriel Produciion
1870 1913 1924.2%
USA 13% 367 42
France, Germany. Britain 5% 36% 28%

By 1945 more was produced in the United States than in the rest
of the world put together, What lay behind these figures was, of
course, the exhaustion of a world capitalist system structured
and dominated by European imperialisme, & system that plung-
ed into a death agony as the varous European Imperialist
powers savaged each other to the paint of murual collapse dur-
ing the second world war. (Britain’s victory in the war was
largely formal and pyhrric — by 1945 it was entirely dependeni
an American life-suppart). The revival of European capitalism,
materially and idealogically, came not in 1945 or 1946 but in the
summer of 1947 with the massive imjeciion of Marshall aid.
Production in the first guarter of 1947 in Western Europe
was actoally undergoing an absolute decline, and it did not
recover its pre-war levels until 1948 — thanks (o thousands of
millions of dollars from the USA which realised Wesicrn
Europe wounld go under in a sociahst revolution without such
assistance. (As a matter of fact, afler the first world war, the
revival of European capitalism had also been a matter not only
of the political defeatl of the German and Central Europe
revolulions, bot of injections of US capital, notably through
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the Dawes and Young plan. And the withdrawzl of short-term
US funds from Europe following the Wall Sireet collapse in
1929 also was the key factor plunging Europe into the depres-
sion and onto the road of imperialiat war in the 1930s.) After
Marshall aid the USA continued to subsidise Western Europe
in many ways: il provided cheap world oil prices in the 195k
and 1960, and it also pumped huge quantities of US capital in-
10 Western Europe. reviving its economies throughout this
period.

This co-operative imternational relationship between the
American state gnd the Western European capitalist stares went
hand in hand with big changes in the internal political systems
of Western Europe and within the West Eurapean working
class movements. Abhave all, this period saw the development
afl pro-Americanism within the working class movement, ex-
pressed through the social democratic parties. We must grasp
this historical reality, and it is not easy for us, in 1984, 1o do so.
For us, when a US President arrives in Western Europe nothing
sefms more natural than for the Left to go oot and demanstrate
against him. When Reagan comes in June it would be in-
conceivahle that anvone would stage s demonsiration in his
favour. But this is s=omething that has applied only during the
last 15 vears, since the Vietnam war. History before Vietnam
was, on the contrary, a story of US presidents recetving mass
support when they arrived in Western Europe, and support not
leasi from the Left. Some of the largest demonstrations in
human history greeted Woodrow Wilson when he landed in
Western Europe for the Versailles Peace Conference after the
first world war. In France two 10 three million people par-
ticipated in demonstrations in his support, demonstrations in-
cluding the labour movement, And in recent rimes, when
Kennedy was assassinated in 1963, this was experienced in
Western Europe g a greal historical travma. Those old enough
can confirm this frem their own experience. Roy Jenkins
pointed oul — bul he was speaking the truth — that every per-
son can remember exactly what they were doing on the 22nd of
November 1963 when they heard the news of Kennedy's
assassination. It had a numbing, traumatic impact. That was
still a period when American presidenis were seen by the
peoples of Western Europg as the symbols of Democracy,
Liberty, Freedom and Hope. And Kennedy ix still a myth
because heis the last Amarican president before the LS bacamie
openly embroiled in Vienam and we have a litany of US
Presidents with a very different resonance in Western Europe;
Johnson, Mixan, Ford, Carter, Reagan — politicians abjective-
Iy no different from Kennedy himsell.

These pro-American attitudes within the West European
labour movements were partly induced by the classic social
democratic attitade of seeking o link itself with the most
dynamic capitalists, the capitalisis able 10 afford 1o give the
most, and therefore the forces able to give the best prospects to
pseudo-socialists seeking to tie the labour movement into the
capitalist system. But it was algo based on hostility to the old,
bankrup! imperialist bourgeos leaderships of Westermn Europs,
played out in the gargantuan butchery of twa world wars. Both
these factors, along with millions upon millions of dollars, were
nsed to pull the West European labour movements under the
hegemaony of the LIS bourgeoisie after the war; splitting the
ltalian Socialist party, creating Force Ouvriere in France,
creating the International Confederation of Free Trade Unions
(ICFTU), reviving the Socialist International through the good
offices of the Labour Parly's Atlanticist bureaucrats like Denis
Healey, and so on. From 1945 to 1968 we saw nol only a
physical division of Europe bul a political division of the West
European labour movements between the pro-Moscow Com-
munist Parties and the pro-American social democralic parties:
the Atlanticisis, the pro-MNATO =ocal-democrals.

MNow, in the context of Lhe new crisis of the imperialist
system and the new rivalry between the West European stales
and the US we see the huge transformations in the working
class movements in Western Europe. These transfarmations
have taken the form not of the victory of the pro-Moscow CPs
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over the pro-American social democrats, nor the form of the
rise of a revolutionary Marxist, anti-Stalinist and anti-capitalist
miiss current within the West Eurapean labour movemenis, but
rather the form of a rise of ‘Euro-Socialism': the currents that
first arose in 1968 in Western Europe against American im-
perialism have today been largely hegemonised by the mass
social democratic movements of Western Europe seeking to
build up a supra-national West European capitalism against the
Linited States. Nobody symbolises this more clearly than Denis
Healey, with his metamorphasis from being the arch-atlanticisi
of the late 1940s, the 1950s and the 1960s into being an oppo-
nent of the strategy of the US and supporter of European
capitalism in the 1980s.

Returming to relations between the West European
capitalist states and the USA, we must see how these relation:
become transformed from relations invalving LS subsidies of
Western Europe into an increasingly sharp rivalry. At the
political level, Vietnam was the turning point. Coincidentally,
al the economic level, the first generalised aconomic downturm
of 1969 in the world capitalist economy inaugurated the beginn-
ings of the economic siruggles. Since that time, the world
capitalist economy has been plunged into increasingly severe
economic crisis and inter-imperialist rivalry. The USA had
sought to replace its earlier policy of subsidising West Euro-
pean capitalism with policies designed Lo weaken its West Euro-
pean capitalist rivals

There have been three big LIS counmter-thrusts against Euro
pean capitalism. The first was a direct consequence of the Viel
nam war ilscll. The United States decided to fund this war
through a huge balance of paymenis deficit. And it used its
overwhelming economic hegemony within the world sconomy
to ensure that it could avoid paying for this deficit in gold or in
non-dollar currencies. The sccond mave by the US was the huge
ail price increase in 1973 which was 8 massive redistribution of
warld surplus value towards the USA. The oil price rise hit the
LISA very little because it imports very little gil from the Middle
East, but it hits the West European massively because they have
been importing 70 or mare per cent of their oil from the Middle
East. Furthermore all this oil has been sold in dollars and the oil
price rize did not hit a LIS economy that could pay in its own
domestic currency for the oil.

Thirdly, there are the economic policies of Reagan
associated with high interest rates and the Federal budge
defecit — policies which have the effect of sucking huge guan.
titics of West Eurapean capital into the United States and fun-
ding rapid expansion of the US economy at the expense of Waest
European capitalism.

The ramifications of this process for West European
bourgeois and working class politics are, lilerally, fundamen-
tal. Western Europe is in no sense a natural creation produced
by its own internal forces and equilibrium. 11 is abave all a crea-
tion of the alliance of West European capitalist powers with the
United States. Outside that contexi it has no shape and no
coherence. Least of all does “West Germany', a capitalism in
twa thirds of a nation, have any coherence ourside this relation
with the United States. The rise of conflicts with the United
States therefore necessarily undermines the enrire political
stmbility of Western Europe which was so carefully created after
World War 11,

Itis pointless to speculate on the outcome of these strugales,
They will be determined also by forces which are ourside
Western Europe altogether — the clitss strug, le on an interna-
tional terrain, the advance or defeats of the colonial revolution,
the development of protectionist and isolationist trends in the
United Stales, the situation in Eastern Europe and 50 on, But
whal matters is the anitude and position which the working
class movement takes on the fundamental treands and issues in-
volved in this development.

There is no project for a break of European capitgl with the
Linited States which has anything other then the most reac
tionary implications for the European working class. French or

Franz Joseph Strauss: the Wesi German *hard man’

German capital would not break with the United Siates io
establish ‘one, two, many Finlands' in Europe. [t would break
with the Uniled States only if it had a European nuclear bomb,
European austerity, European militarism, It would be a Europe
af Chirac and Franz Joseph Sirauss and forces far to their
right. not a Europe of Michaclangelo, Leonardo da Yinei, and
‘European culture’.

Secondly. there are massive obstacles ro any break of Euro-
pean capital with the United States. It is almost impossible for
European capital to create adeguale military forces 1o defend
itself. 1t has no way of creating an adequale international cur-
rency system. 1t has no cenrralised state, European captial to-
day is secking o remegariare its relations with the United Siates,
to avoid the warst hlows directed by the US against 1t Wesiern
Europe iz not secking todny 1o break the aliance with the LS A,
Far from European capital carrying oul a thoroughgoing strug-
gle with the Unitéd States it is on Lhe contrary refuming to break
with it despite very sharp blows dealt against Western Europe.

At the level of policy this has serious implicetions. West



European capitalism refises to break with NATO, refuses Lo
get United States nuclear weapons and bases oul of Europe, It
i subservient 1o the US military build up. 11 is the West Euro-
pean labour movement, not European capital, which is today
waging a serious struggle with US imperialism and with its own
bourgeoisie, over quéstions such as the missiles or US policy in
Central America. The entire world working class has an interest
in this strugele of the West European labour movement with
US and European capital.

The labour movement must not forgel that jtsown stralegy
can never simply consist of pulting a tick where its own
bourgeoisie places a cross, and placing 8 minus where its own
capitalist class puis a plus. The labour movement, in Trotsky's
words, must ‘learn to think™, The banner of defence of 'Euro-
pean values' against the United States, or draping the labour
movement in the tricolour or the Unjon Jack against " America’
is a reactionary struggle with which European labour must have
no truck. Indeed such demagogy will provide cover for some of
the most vicious opponents of the labour movement, as Chirsc
and Powell have taught us.

Rul the struggle against LS bases, US nuclear weapons, the
US army of occupation in West Germany, is o deeply pro-
gressive struggle which the labour movement has every interest
in pursuing. Furthermore the working class is the only class
which will carry that struggle through (o its end. Finally, in any
clash with the United States the European labour movement
necessarily encouniers the struggle with its own countries’ im-
perialism, and its own European states” militarism.

Today there are only two sirategic lines which have any
chance of winning a mass base within the European working
class — the line of pure and simple capitulation to the United
States has no chance of success. The first strategy is that of
alliance with European capital ‘against’ the United Stales —
poliey which is today that of the most powerful sections of the
right wing social democrats, and is given a left ideclogical col-
ouring by writers such as Gunder Frank, Coates, Thompson
and Hohshawm. Such a policy of ‘alhance with European
capital is a policy for disaster. It would mean the slow erosion
and grinding down of the European labour movement by
austerity, militarism and the restriction of its democratic rights.
A policy which finally would end in an historical catastrophe
comparahle only to, or even surpassing, that of the 1930s and
the rise of fascism in Eurnpe.

lronically, it would not even be a reel struggle against
Unired States imperialism! For a break with the LIS under the
present ¢lass relation of forces in Europe is completely and ab-
solutely unacceptable 1o West European capitalism. European
capital Feels itself far too weak in relation 1o its own working
class to risk destroying the entire world capitalist order so0
laboriously built up and stabilised since 1945. Furthermore a
break with the United States, in the present relation of class
forces, would necessarily mean an entirely new relation of
Western Europe with the USSR, involving both greatly increas-
ed economic ties and palitical agreements on military non-
aggression and other issues, Finally, given the economic ten-
sions within Europe itself, the European states would not be
ahle to mainiain a coherent united policy. Inevitably a series of
weaker European states would undergo a process of atlraction
into the arbil of the USSR — & reaf process of “Finlandisation®
ar perhaps ‘Austrification®. Others would by puolled sharply
and directly back to the Uniled States. Under the present rela-
tion of class forees there will be no break of European capital
with the United States. Only if European capital could first
deliver a crushing blow to the European working class would it
be prepared to risk a break with the US.

The sole progressive way (or European labour out of the
present crisis of the capitalist system is a struggle not simply
againsi the United States but also against the British, French,
German and the other European imperialist states. Such an
orieniation does not at all mean playing down demands against
the United States, but on the contrary being prepared to carry
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them through to their condusion — for a complere break with
NATO, lor the removal of all US nuclear weapons and military
bases, [or the withdrawal of US troops from Germany. But it
also means @ strugeke against the nstiturions and policies of the
European imperialist states themselves; against Arivish and
Eremch nuclear weapons, against the EEC, against the austerity
palicies, and for a nuclear free Europe from Poland io Por-
tugal.

Such a drategy enails a precise and defimite senes of inter-
national alliances: with the colonial revolution against US,
European and Japanese imperialism; for cconomic trade and
co-operation with Eastern Europe; support for the political
revalution in Eastern Europe. This is the framework which is -
being adopted objectively by seclions of the lelt wing of the
workers' movemeni in Europe. Within this framework a whole
series of guestions which have been ticking away under the sur-
face of European politics are going (o be re-raised — above all
the question of Cierman reanification.

For the division of Europe in 1945, a division created by and
hased on the alliance of European capital with the United
Siates, created irreconcilable contradictions. While it is correct
to reject any idea of *soculism in one country’, there i no real
‘capitalism in half a continent’. The continuation of an alliance
with the United States on a long term hasis means the pro-
gressive weakening of European capital compared (o its rival,
But West European capital has no way out of that alliance
which does not involve a violent confrontation with the Wes
European working class, which finds itself driven into conflict
not simply with the alliance of Europena capital with the
United Stares, but also with any real measures 10 inerease the
independence of European capital fram the United Stales. In
thal dilermma lies the germ of much of the future reshaping of
European politics.

Behind ihis develapment lies an even more fundamental
historical reality, For seventy vears Western Europe has had no
independent history. In August 1914 not merely the imperialist
system as a whale began lis decline, but that decline was in o
gence the most spectacular of all in the cenires of European
capitalism. From the pinnacle of world power West Europe
capital was reduced 1o a situation where its fate was determined
by forees outside its control and even outside its boundaries. In
1914-18 the centre of the world capitalisi economy passed for
ever across the Atlantic — and the relative recovery af Euro-
pean capital after World War 11 does not hide thai [act. Today
the msot dynamic centre of world capitalism lies in Califormia,
the sun belr, and Japan.

Within two months in 1917 two evenis occurred which bet-
ween them have shaped the entire subseguent history of
Europe. In February 1917 the process began in Russia which
cilminated in the first overthrow of capitalism in the world. In
April in direct response to the February revolution, the United
States entered the First World War, Thal clash between the
beginning of the European revolution spreading westwards,
and the power af the United States and its capilalist allies and
apponents attempting to preven! that spread, determined
through two world wars, and innumerable crises, the fate of the
European continent and a considerable part of the fale of
humanity. 1t still does.

In the socialist solution to iis crisis, not in the inter-
imperialist clashes which wrench its politics, les the sole
realistic outcome of the contradications which continue 1o grip
the European continent,

John Ross is 4 member of the International Editorial Board.



B temssr Spvil bmerrmsraag)

CONSUMERISM RULES,OK ?

OLIVER MACDONALD

Alec Move, The Ecomomles af Feasible
Sockalism. Allen & Unwin, (5.95

On the whole haurpeois economisis haven'
attempled to produce a theory of non-
capitalist economies, and have been comient
10 insist thal socialism can work anly i it
hecames capinalism. la Eastern Europe and
the USSR, ecanomisis hove produced o grea
deal off evonomic wnting uboul Sovict-ivpe
sogaies. but for pohical reasons they have
been reluctani 10 produce peneral, erithcal
theores of the politeal sconomy of sociglism.

Ihe Ticld has therelore been kel apen lor
Western, anti-Stalinist Marxisis 1o gain 5 near
monopoly ol general economic theories of
past-capitalist  sovieties.  Amongsl - such
thearists there is o widespread consensus that
muny of the most serious prablems of Sovie-
1ype econom bes derive from what can be called
*bureascratic planning’ in the absence ol
polinical demoeracy, with the way forward
Iving not through marketization bur socialis-
democraric central planning.

These Western Marxist  theories  have
become very influential in the Western Left,
while being largely lgnored in  bowurgeois
academic circles, Aur this  long-established
tramguility has now been rudely disturbed by
Alec Move in his new book The Exonbmics of
Feasible Soclalism (Allen & Unwin, 1983)
Nove s claiming Soctal-Democratic property
rights on the whole fisdd of the theory ol
socialist economics, wrguing that bath the
classical Murxist traditions and contemporary
Western Marxist sconomists have failed 1o
produce a “feasible model’ of how a socialis
ecaromy con work,

Meither his general theoretical (deas nor
his economic programme is particulary new
and original (nor does he cloim originality).
He driws heavily on the work ol Easi Euro-
pean coonomiats and his programme of wide
marketbsation plus the Introduciion of &
multiplicity of property forms — ceniralised
siaie corporations, small-scale capitalist firms
and petly, individual production — is very
similar 1o that put forward by Polish
economists close 1o the Salidarity leadership

The novelty and force of Nove's book fie
in the way he marshals 1hese ideas for an
wsopult on Western  revolutionary  Marxist
writers, accusing them of utopianism and
sloppy, vague thinking not only nbout existing
Soviet-type economies, bul alse abaut pro-
grammies for the Left in the West. And in the
course of this attack Move time and time again
argues that the failures of the existing plann-
ing mechamsm n Easiern Europe and the
USSR stem net from the delormations of the
political regimes there, bat from the natureal
planning itself. Indesd, he sugpests that the
palitical authoritarianism of the Soviet system
is, at least in some meausre, a necessary effece
of ceniralised planning.

As a great stimulus 1o theoretical debate
among  Marxists, Moves book 5 10 be
welcomed. This is mll the more troe because
MNove s himself a very knowledgeable scholar
in the history and problems of the Soviet
economy. However, the consequences of
Nove's progruomme gre not spelt aut in the

book, vet they are consequences which should
UALSE Erave concern 1o any socialist,

Ihe rmost valuable theme running through
the whale hoak & Nove's hastiliny towarde the
strains of wiopianism that can aften occur in
Western  Morsid cnticism ol Sovieli-lvpe
ceanamics: rejections of material Incentives,
promoting schemes tha imply & regime of
abumibance, exagperated idess absoul the hless
ines of plant self-management, hostility (o
any forms of peity production or serviee
work. relection ol marketisation of any seape
in mon-capitalist econamies and sa an,

Sevandly, in the lield of general iheory af
u socmlist imternatonal ccopomy  alter: the
suppression of capiialism, Nove's eritigue af
an economic eory of universal, centralised
plannimy docs constituie 8 challenge to Mar-
ists. Mave's cace has been uated many 1imes
before but he develops it with special vigour,
A b porints out, Mars's hasie premise for his
putline af how a socahst coopomy  would
pperate was that it would be an sonomy of
shundance, where absplute and relarive scar-
cities wonild be abilished. Such a premise will
nol be ghieved m (he Noreseeabie fuiure (Tor
Mo it s 8 uthpia) and consequently. the law
of value must réemain an impartant opera-
thomal concépt in socialised economies: some
objectively esiablished proporiions musl
halance the various branches of the economy
(Nove claims, wrongly, that Preohrarhensky
lathed 10 appreciaie thiv),

Move then argues thei the markel is 1he
best, indecd the omly way af objeciively
ealablishing such proportions in an adequare
quantifiable form, and correctly points oul
ihat the alternaitve method ol making some
agprepmie nocounting of wie-values, through
thetr costs of production rather than thelr
price established by the market, cannod work
in any satisfactory, exact way,

This leads Move (o argoe thal central plan-
ning of an entire economy i baund 1o be el
ficient and wasteful and 10 contam a large
medsure of cvonomic arationality. Diecen-
iralizsation of decision-making it exsential for
the efficient use of recources and lor avoiding
grippling hotilenecks. He continues that com-
petiion between enterprises 15 vital for efTec-
tive innovanion and for the suisfaction of
cansumer preferences.

Move then applies these idear 1o the inter-
national feld: “One would hope thal the clum-
&y “Sstate monopoly of foreign trade’” of the
Soviel-type would be unnecessary, but, ver
again, the anly known alternative is a market,
ie exchange, and since mullilateral trade has
evideni advaniages over bilateral barter, this
would scem 1o imply currency convertibility,
and the right of économic units 1o buy and sell
across borders, This in tom means realistic
prices and exchange rates. [t means also that a
productive or wholesaling enterprise will be
able to acquire forelgn Currency without
necessarily seeking permission from some
government office. Internal and foreign trads
prices in tradeable goods would be mutuallyv
consisient’ (p 244).

It ix here that the crippling weaknesses of
Move's method become abivious, His general
thearetical case far wide marketization is
abstractly applied w0 o single national
eronomic ‘model’. & model which is con-
stricted outside any consideration af the ox-
isting world political and economie situation.

Amed if we try 1o situate this medel esonomy in
the real world 0 guickly beocomes very unai-
tractive fram a ocialia point of view

The maost impariant Tact aboul the world
is that it remuin: dominated by a cupialis
world coonomy which s enarmausly more
powerful than the nan-capitaliyl sconomy
with a far more developed division of labouw
ared much higher productivity than Comecon
Sccondly. this capitalist economy is presided
aver by imperialist pawers that arc
rermdrselesly hostile 1o any form of socialised
economy, Yelm Move's enpire book this imrosi
{mpariani evonomic focr Tor any considera-
tion of 2 “Feasible Socialism’ plays no apera:
ilanal rale whatever. If Move was a clovdstered
academic with a distaste for politics this might
be an understancdable omissian, but for 2 man
whio has Mrequented NATO weminars such ob
wions fruths should not be phecure.

If we wre considering the problems of the
soviet economy, Lhis relentless pressure from
a wich sronger capitalist world economy
mist surely rank as a far greater obstacle (o
rapid econaime grawlh it the Sovia Uinon
{han the prablems of central planning. And i
i a problem which K Aol apen o any
eeanantic soluthon. The enormos econamic
advantage of socialism over capitalism for
Marxisis has lain ot in the supposcd
superionity of central planning over o soginhs-
ed market, bul in the suppression of private
property leading to the socialisation al pro-
duction on a world scale, avercaming tha
seralghtjacker afl me natian-stne defending
national private capitplist interests, Yot when
capitalism remuns enirenched in the most ad-
vanced sectars of the world economy and anly
relatively backward parts of the world
economy  have been removed from the
capilalist sphere, this pdvantage of socialism
canmiat  be remlised. whutever the form of
regime in the LISSR.

Thus, il the USSR dismantled the
manapaly of foreign (rade, made the rouble
converlible, allowed economic units
gutomatic sceess o Foreign exchange ar the
going rate, and let them borraw on the Euro
dallar markel, who con doubt that in the e
cond hall of the 1970 the Soviet Union would
have noquired a Brarilian-style debt with the
coonamy swinging oul of any contral by any
gowernment, And what then? Any fon-
copilalist economy faces a Hobson s chaice in
its relaiions with the world ecanomy: either it
participates, in which caze it benefits from the
mare advanced division of labour bul loses
control over #is own economy in imponan:
ways, particularly ac i i< likely o participaie
precisely in key, bottleneck sectors of its own
economy; aliernatively, it apts for
gutarky and sulfers the consequences in terms
of sluggish growth.

In this connection, il 15 siriking that Nove
nowhere discusses the case of the Easr Ger-
man economy. Here & an éconamy with cen
tralised planning and presumably all the dire
conegueees thal Nove assures us mosi flow
from this. Yet the East German ecanamy,
which is much more sophiaticated and ad
vanced than the Soviel economy has enjoyed
wery high growth rates, has a developed con-
sumer secior, provides a higher per capila in
come than Briiain, with full employment, k-
tle inflation and a welfare stale that in many
flelds is comparahle with that of Britain, Ah
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For socialists, demoeracy Is 8 matter of politleal soversignty of the working people

people say, this & because East Germany
benelits greatly From its close trading relation-
ship with the Federal Republic. Mo doutb this
5 true, but il precisely Mustrates the point
refations with the capitalist world economy
<an be a far more impertant factor than inler-
nal economic management mechanisms in
determining economic performance. By belng
the one country in the Easterm Bloc thal can
expect & large measure ol pohitical stability n
s capacity to do business with the capitalist
workd, the GDR is the exception thar proves
the rulbe.

There Is & second Motor that ought 1o be
siressed in the East German case: the ad-
ministrative culture within a non-capitalist
stale, T oo only really in the 1960 thar the
Soviet Union acquired a if:lllt.'-'j stratum ol
reasonably well-educated administrative per-
sonpcl in the lower levels of the state and
economic managment, and cven loday Lhere
would be no comparison beiween  the
bureaucraiic efficiency and ethical standards
of lower funclionaries in, say & Sovietand an
East German provincial town, These factors
are in turn & resalt of the colural level of the

working class uselt and they play an enor
mious role in the functioning of any planned
Colmnmy

Thix leads to Move's dismissal of the role
of political democracy within a planned
economy. He treats the issue of democracy
abave all a5 & question of who jakes
administrative-managerial decisions, ond
corseguently has no difficulty in arguing that
in & 1.:'4._*;1|_r|ji|l|'-'||||j1||u'1,| eLOnCmMY these deci-
sfans must inevitably be taken an the centre
He rightly poims out thai plamt  self
management in & centrally planned economy
leaves the workers council with precious linle
of importance to decide. Bal for socialists, the
issue of democracy is not fundamentally a
matter of adminisirative deciwons not in
ihe epoch of ransition to socalsm, our pre
sent epoch. [t is above all a matter of political
sovereignty of the working people within the
state and of permanent freedom ol miorma
tion, idess and criticism. Without this it i
curely phvious that there will be gigantic plan-
ning disasters and waste, without the develop-
menl of a clvie and political cullure that exertx
g powerful pressure for administrative ¢ffi
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cency and initiative. None of this figures in
MNowve's book

The Tundamenial valve thal Nove o
fempis 0 assen i consumer soversigniy. As
hie puts 12 "It is an esseniial part of socialist
beliefs that there be a real form of economic
democracy, that people can infMuence alfars
in ther capacities s producers and consumers
.vo To influence the pattern of production by
their behaviowuras buyers s surely (he mosl ge
nuinely democratic way 10 give power [0 Con
sumers. There is no direct **political”” way,”
This theme rums pight throngh the Book as one
af Move's basic values. Such wheas are alsa 1o
be found amongst many other anti-Maryisl
writers: the idea that central plannming = »n

iciatarship over the people as
comsumers; A dictatorship aver needs.

The trouble with this notion = that o
gssumes one set of peeds over and aguins
athers. IT the set of needs is envisaged 1o be a
wide range of clothes. fashions. car designs
furniture styles, restaurants, and so on, there
= 8 greal i,El:{lI of farce in what MNove has 1o
day. But whai about other producer and con-
sumer nesds: such os a job, very cheap ele
tricity and gas, very cheap necessiics il heavi
Iy sibsidised prices, frée holidavs, very cheap
standardised cars, virtually free and plentiful
public transport, a huge state housing pro
gramme with naminal rents, naminal charges
for theaires, cinemas, sporks facilities? Are
1hese non also cconomic necds andd arcihey ool
mare imporant needs than the others men
thoaned by Nove?

Yer. on the whole, Nove has 1itfle en
thusizsm for meeting such needs, He devoies
no attention o them, though he does deplore
the huge subsidies an food. This seems an okl
wale of values far a socalisi and a peculi
when looking at  Soviet-iy
CUDIOEmIeS 0 conn se, i1 N5 fAsV ta sav thi
these needs are nol Tally met im the LISSE and
that greamt shoriages remain i hese Dields
Fair enough. Shall we cun the milivary budgel
in haliT Nove d-l.!l;"-l"l deseuss such maliers
But the paim that must be stressed is nol (he
quaniitative aspect of this problem, but the
gualitative principle of the plan that enables
such needs (o be met and the principle af the
markei which tends 1o ignore these working
cliss needs.

form of slale dic

hlind-spoi

In conclusion, our gquarrel with Nave is
ot thisl he raeses the need Tor some clements
of marketisations and mdeed for  some
elements of a New Economic Policy (NEP)in
ihe USSR, He '"'FI" be right, um 10 8 paini.
Our gunrrel 15 that he reats these issoes @5
matiers of principle — he wants the market
principle 1o replace the planming principle in
nan-capitalisi economics. And he justiles ths
hy abstracting hinm el from the socia-political
aspects of functioning ol a socialised
ceonomy 1 8 predominant by capitalist sorld.
He does not seem 1o realise that no socil ised
éoaramy in this world can be organised on
criteria of economic efficlency divarced from
social and politicul criterin, For the eoomoms
ra function in its hostile environment at all o
must offer subuantial, even il technic '_
Yinelficlent’, social benefits (o the workmg
class which only the plannmg principle can
provide and only the monopoly of [orcgn
rrade can underwrite, And i1 is the exrsience of
thote defences ol the working class charactes
of the uate thal makes both possible and nec
cessary popular sovereignty over the state in
the political sphere.

OLIVER MACDON AL is ediior ol Labour

Focus on Esstern Europe.
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A NON-JEWISH JEW

PAM SINGER

Muaxime Rodinson, Culture, Ghetio and Stale
— the Persistence of the Jewish Question, Al
Sugp books, £5.95

In ane of Philip Roth's carlv storics o
schoalboy & horrifled as his mother and
grandmaother meticulously comb through a
list of plane crash casoalties to find the Jewish
names in order 1o determing the extent of
‘tragedy’. For Roth"s characiers. ‘life Had
fractioned itsell simply: things were either
igond for the Jews™ or “'na good for the
Jews'".

Fram fiction 1o fact. Infsaie Ma 124 of the
London magazine Oy Limits the Jewish
Feminist Group advertised that “their newlei-
ter ix naw available (for Jewish women onlv).”
This is nor to suggest thar the Jewish Feminist
Cirogp meeets to connl how many Jews have
dicd in plame crashes. It is to show that the
paricular form ol Jewish nationalism that
Maxime Rodinson would eall "Judeocentrism”
is not confined 10 American novels, The re-
genl revival of interest in Jewish culture and
identity in lefn circles mezans that many okd
guestions need 1a be looked ar again.

Maxime Rodinson's new book Celiare,
Ghetto snd Simie: the Persistence of the
Jewish Question was compiled as a defiberute
podemic agains a ‘Judeccentric” outlook an
these questions. In a fascinating callection af
essays wrillen over 15 vears, he tackles most
complex aspecis of the Jewish geestion from
the paint of view af the 'non-Jewish Jow" who
refuses 1a be claimed by Zionlzm and relighous
dogma,

1t is by no means casy reading. The cssays
are dense and exhausiing. Hecause of the fime
gaps between ewsaye i is hard 1o trace the
development of Rodinson's thooght.
Although one has (o marvel at Rodinson®s
mammath intellectual eMMon, his political
conclusions are a stunning disappainiment.
For those with o keen interest in the topic —
and lois of staming — the book is well worth
the time and effort. Casual readers will pro-
bably find i1 indigetible.

Same may find Rodinson's intradoction
plone disconcerting. He allows himeell fre-
quent putbursis of passionate sell-defence
against his Zionist arrackers. He expresses ex-
uspcraﬁon at the moral blackmail which has
aliowed the Judeoceniric outlook to clmim un-
challenged authority on all maters relating ta
lews. He points 1o the Eurapean eéthno-
centrism which has élevated the slaughter of
white European Jews in Auschwilz (o a
‘metaphysical phenomenon”™ — 1o a horror
somehow qualitatively different from the suf-
fering of millions of non-Wesern ofhers.
Without minimising Jewish suffering, he ex-
presses repugnance al the parrow viewpoint
thar would ignore the rest of the world.

Thie book 1s also admirable for iy rigorous
scholarship. Rodinson iz even carelul to begin
with a detailed definition of what is a Jew,
There are also (wo valuable essavs written [or
the Encyclopeadia Umiversalis. "Nation and
Idealogy® s not specifically about the Jews,
but the topic i= abviously @ staning point for
anvone examining Jewish history and politics.
Rodinson shows that modern nationalism is

o g fimeless elemeni of the human coddi-
than, hut s a product of a cerain period of
history, Likewise, he showe thar various
ideolpgmal forms of group identificaion go
back 1o ancient iimes, Unforiunately, an en-
cvclopacdia must be concise, und i1 i dif Ficul
toda justice 1o 5o huge a tapic in & short piece.
The result i rather head-spinning

The second encyclapaedia piece, “What ks
Ziondsm?" flows better. 1t i5 one of the best
shart pleces on the arlgine and early hivtary of
Fwomm. It suffers from an apparent atiemp
al ‘even-handednes', Some stalements which
were dodgy in 1972 when the essay wis wrilien
are utterly ridiculons today, Rodinson claims,
for example, that israel hoy had some
beneflcial consequences Tor Jows: coonomic
and military sicceda. Leading roimprovement
in their workd image, ar well as 8 “weure
refuge far persecuted ond hurossed  Jews'
Had the essay been written in 1984, 0 s
unlikely ihat Rodinson would have heen sp
gemerous. However This isa minar irritation in
un otherwise sound preee,

Cine of the high paints of the book s (he
controversial essay ‘From the Jewish Nation
to the Jewish Problem®. It was written as an
introduction 1o the French edition of Abram
Leon's clawic Tie Jewind Queition: A Mary-
i Amgivsis. Leon, a Belgian Trotikyist who
died in Auschwitz, set out (o prove thai there
was mo spiritual or mysierious quality that ex-
empis Jews fram the general laws of history.
The Jews survived not bevaiese of religion, b
in spite of it. He eluborated (he theory that
Jews, like other peoples, constituied o
‘people-class’. In other words, Jews played a
specilic social role in the societies in which
they dwelled which - prevested their 1otal
asvimilation. Rodinson cxamines this theory
in the light ol historical information
unavailable for Leon. He has some substan-
tial criticisms of Leon's material, bul claims
to be expounding upon his fundamentally
sound amalysis,

It s obvipusly impossible here (o aotline
the paints of this debaie, and one necds very
specialised knowledge 10 determine the validi-
ty of the gritique. But for those interesred in
further rending, there it areply to Rodinsan in
ihe American edition of Leon®s book . Maihan
Weinuock, asurthor al Ziomiem: Falie
Messioh, criticises Rodinson severely for his
objections. and upholds Leon's  onginal
material.

Their dilferences notwithstanding, Leon,
Weinsiock and Rodinson all agree on the two
fundamental ixsues. First of all, as Rodinon
explains, ‘Judaism is explained by history and
ol oisade Y, And secondlv, that Ziomism
has alfered no panaccea 1o the problems of
world Jewry, but has aggravated them. Final-
Iy, Rodinson pays homage fo Leon’s courage
and luciduy in prod ucing so inmovative a wark
in the dire conditions of the Belgion resistance
io Nazi ocoupation. He delivers an inspiring
message to everyone, particularly Jews. 1o
fislbovw Leon's example in trying to halt the
process et in motion towands more and more
reactionary aptions.

A curious inclusion in the collection iz a
45-page mea culpa of Rodinson's 21 years in
the French Communist Party. He needn't
have wasted the reader’s vime. For, unfar-
tunately, in the only eszay wrliten since the
1982 invasion of Lebanon, Rodinson comes
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out with a salution to the Palestimion [srach
conflict which s virtsally indistinguishable
From any CP's position, The title alone should
arouse suspicion: 'Conditions of Co-
existence’ puts forward the astonishing posi-
tion that, with good will and enderstanding
on bath sides, an lsraell store and a Palesti-
niln stede can live side by side.

Rodineon rejects the PLO position for a
democratic secular stare where Muslim
Christion and Jew can hve togeiher. He
pelieves thar the lsracli Jews dre not o radi-
tional religious community as such, Rarher,
het belisves that despite their disparate ongins,
the lsraclis - now constilule a mation-in
formation. Therefore balh Palestinian anc
Isragli naiions neod @ politicol struciure — @
nation-stale — af their owa Tor the
foresecable future. The Arabs, he zays. would
have 1o accept an liraeli dare. He allows tha
this i 0 tough one, given the ruthless manner
in which the Ziomisiz succesded in their
orgzinal project, He does nod allow lor o se-
cond that Jewish colonsation on Palestine
was legitirmate. But he is prepared (o accep
the fail accompli,

On the lxraell side. Zionists would have (o
define the lmits of their barders for ance and
for all, and promise not 1o step out of hine.
Secondly, they would have ta shaw more pa-
tiemce and understanding to Arab public opi
nion mnd pcknowledge “that the Arabs ol
Palestine had primordial righis to this lamd,
which they inhabited and cultivated. Their
renuncinlion of these rights can be negotiated,
but it cannot be expected thal they will
acknowledge that they never exisied”. An
astonishing statement indeed. It 18 mind.
boggling that someone of Rodinson's calibre
would ultimately 10 so simpliste  and
pragmatic

Whether or not there is now an feroeli na.-
tion as opposed 10 a Jewish nation 15 a vaiid
ongoing dehate among Marxists, Certaknly,
just s mations can be destroved, they can also
be creaied under coriem oircumstances, Even
if, lor argument’s sake, we accept Rodinson's
position on the lsraell nation, his canclusions
do not necessarily Mlow. In an interview with
Moshe Machover which appenrs '
Wiensiock's abave-mentioned book, he
speaks of an [sraeli- Jewish nationality and s
Palestimian- Arab nationality. His conclusnon
1% that the mos! favourable scenario for coes.
istence is a voluntary socialist union of 1h
Artb East. This imteroationabst  social
viewpodnt is far less utopian than waiting for
Ehamir and Sharon, or even Peres and Rabo
(o limit their horizons.

PAM SINGEH is n sociulist in the NUR and
an activist in the Palestime soliderits
moyemeni.



UNVEILING WOMEN'S
OPPRESSION

ROS YOUNG

Cermaine Tillon, The Republic of Cousins —
Wamen's Oppression in Mediierrapean Socie-
tv, Al Saqi Boaks, London, [2.95.

The wseclusion of Mediicrrancon womgm |
represents  the most  messbve  sorvival o
human handage' and accarding o Tillion
represents O serious obsiaele 1o progress. In
her thiesds, the Mediterranzan socigtics (Nomh
Alrica, Sotithern Europe and the Levant)y
whether Chrisian, Musdim or lewish shasy
~everal specilic forms of wormen’™s oppn e
These ore the veil. the harem, female =echs
iy, Dhee siricl sexiial cosbe Imposcd on women
amd the “male hooour® 10 enforee |

Thise particilar formsy @l Somen’s o
pression are olten cgunicd n the west st
Arab saciety and Ldam. Tillion @5 oul
show that they are common throughoum the
regon, i all ||:||',_;i|l:|-\. and thai thew roois can
he traced hack to prehistory (through (he ma
TREEE Il u L on Corm man 10 these societio —
mdogamous marripe (v thee marnage of
first cousins where the fathers ure drothers)
Hence the 'Republic of Cousing’. Tillion
divides the world up an the basis of kinship
syslenns fthe study in anthropology af mar
riaee. who s reliled (o who, and how wiorme
ure used i this exchange (0 form alhances)
*Savage’ sociery i the 'Republic of brothers-
in-law' and industrial, urban socioy  he
'Republic of citrens”

The Republic of Cousins has its orgin amd
lcgacy loday in the Mediterranean area, b
acearding 1o Tillion, (1< influsnce has spréad
further 10 Americn and the far East. She
claims thai she is setiing out to prove the con-
nection between *hread, buner, soup and the
1.‘|||,|I.|||.E [l with the OFgins ol the harem,
preferential marmoge bel ween cousins and the
philosophy of expansiomism®™. For thiv sbe
wees a mixoure of anthropology. ethnography,
historical sotrees, archasology and her own
fichd-work  observations amonest  pomoahe
peopics in North Adfrica, to give examples ol
the prevalence of firy coudin marciage, or
“keeping the girls in the family for the bowvs in
the farmiv'. Js ooy go hock 10 the
Nealithic Revolution where the domestication
of planis and animals bed {0 the accamulation
of surplus, priville property, mberitance oo
women and children becoming the property ol
men.

Thix sylem of marriage gave rise o
socicties where male solidanty amd the preser-
ving ol "‘male honour® through the oppression
of women became the instiiutionalized norm
as opposed 1o *civie or patriogc® duties, Asex-
amples, Tillwon describes the “vendetta® in lin
Iy and the *blood feud’ in North Africs,

The veil akes several farms. fram the
mask in Saudi Arabia 1o the headscarl in
Creece. Bul Tillion also singles out the veil in
the Islamic countries by drawing & parallel
between its geographical distribution  and
where women have spome property nights
through Koranic lnws on inheritence (where
women get hall a man's share}. Where women

s e, the vell soos nsed o seclade them
funher from anv moles cotside thye Taomils |
clan ar tribe, In the civies i resulicd Trom Ty
i In closer contadt with males from odher
Tovmnlines

THlion"s leaping arorind Trom country (o
country prodduces nothing bur o lwmbie of
bdeas and confiaion. She diwe- ned prove what
he b el onl ioda el endogqimoees e
riage Is finked (o the philowophy of evpan
sionism. Nor is her hypathesis an the ongin of
marrmee unigne. She does ithastoane that Avab
aracigty i mod oo in dis secluston ol women,
b im a2 overs amsatfafaoory and saper il
"as

e i fn amd hropaodemicn] Trovelogoe or diows
it have more sonoes implicatons? 100
meant 1 he o serious comri b tion bothe stads
of wonmien's oppression. as the ile sogpei-.
then whal emerges b oreacthan In the Gore.
Mo hcre does shae © I|.|II|._'||:|__'|_' Tl amsd aludd oown il
marriage mell, In (gt =he imphies that w hoe
endogamauy marriage is breaking down and
individoals assert thomselves 10 ke sible 10
marey auiside fhe family  thi thi~ i fre
gressive! For wham? Ceralnly not wamen. i
we can see very well in this country. | wonild
nkbso guesivon b s ol Bhe word “hareni” with
ol s roeisr connotations agmmst Avah
1. parkiu kaely when Tillomn dogs mod fnliy o
plaim w hial she means apan fram symbaslising
wannen s sechusion

Wors il no mentien s omade ol
palitical, economic ar class realitv. of ihe o
fects of colanlalism in Norh Alrica, the
economic deprivation in the South of ltaly,
the vears of the Generals in Greece and Franco
in Spain. For example in dicussang the voil,
she save Algerian women wear " 1o avoid
the ribaldries of urehms momany Alperian
townz.' What about the effects of brutal
French ocoupation in Algeria? Didn't women

L P . L T

jake np the veil b avalid the Barsament and
sl ol packs of thie Fremc b iroope? Ao b
o wy ewplmn the phenome s of the voil il
Iranian revoluion?

Tow cuchd Iy tos invsand i she ropsemts Thee mge
ol thewrs (hatl wl W ORI are O0lr OWTE %O
CRETN RS we've ol ol ves ke Blanig!
Womnen “have hroaghl op Bk boss o puass
il on wa them anew the old predousiong
VITHsES .

A Lo the rural masses < hais very Tk
wernpilis while they are Moading ine v
ham wreps, droeeine the melliipenag doan
the ueban  Tamily proper (presuamably by
muckear family of 2240 “are curramily evolving
fovsatreds pespeed o Lhe hoaaad iadividaal,
cven swhen this indivagoal s o womon”, Welll
haven® notheed this in London

Thils hook pravides in actual Fac, svery i
ile informathan on the oppression of women.,
s PIron s
wuspe ! s o tinielleetoml® esercrse dessgned o
confise and disiern wamen s appression s
how we hehi H

ROS YOUNG B an sctivist in the Palesting
solldariiy movemeni.
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TS POETRY | STILL LOVE BEST”

CHARLIE YAN GELDEREN

Alan Wald, The Revelutionary Dinsginmlbon:
the Paetry and Politics of John Wheelwrighi
and Sherry Mangan, Chapel Hill, IBdp
SIR.AND

n“ll.' 1l'ill.'|'ll:b|!1.ﬂ1|l| rl."lll"llllll'li“‘- mos Emenl
has beem enrchoed (hrpoghoot it histary b
the adherence ol 1alemied literary Heores foois
rank«. The vears following the victory ol the
Chetaber Bevolution in Rassia were partivular-
Iv fruftful in this respeet. In Europe, mop
literury Pgures like Henn Barbosse, Andre
Mairaux, Berwold Brecht, Auden and Spender
WETE RITHIngE thinse who were deawn inl i the
Communist movement. and in (he Unied
States thic infMux heralded by people like Max
Eastrnan, John Reed and others

Ay e revelitionmry wave chbed  amd
fascism reared s uely hend many of those in
el bectunls saw the Sovict Uniomn as the shimng
heacon in the sea af darkness, B Stalinesm
auipghl (o implant s nage On ark 4. on any
other forms of human activity, This had a
stuktilying effect on the emergence of new art
Fforms and the creativity af artists. John
W |'||_-|_':|'|'L[|!:h| Cone of e Tan POl whio Tor
the subject of this mepicwlows study by Alan
Wald, recopnbed this even before he joned
the organised socialist movement fn 1932,
About the American Communist Parly, he
wrote: ‘they grind out the dialectic, just as a
papal court grinds oul its dialectic’. Linder
Stalinism. the artist had 10 conform 10 the
iwists and changes of pariy policy, wering
fram the ultra-lefiiam af the *Third Period’ 1o
the reformism of the popular fromi. This was
complerely forelgn 10 the conception ol the
role of urt m the vears immediarely following
Ociober

Trotsky, In he classie Cherafire o
Revalution written In 1924, wrate: *... Anl
st make its own way and by s own means;
The Marxinn methods are not the came o the
artistie, The Party keads the proletariar b
ot the histarke process aff history. There are
domains in which the Pany leads, directly and
imperativel v, There are domiains in which il
only orentutes isell. The domain ol ari = nof
one in which the Pany is called upon io dom-
mand ... The Party cannol and will not rake
ithe I'lfl‘-i.l wmn of a ii:lrl’m:n circle which = '\.Irllr-
ghing and merely competing with other liierary
circles ... Uinder Stalin and Zhdanav, all this
changed. The Party did constitute itsell the
supremme arbiter in all things, including the
ans. Thus, in the lale 20 and "Mk the wo-
called praletarian novel became a cult only 10
be abandoned in 1935 when the poditical line
Chamged

To independent mnds hke Wheelwrght
and Mangan, the confarmity which Stalinism
demanded from the post was repugnani.
Developing i the same liverary rraditions as
TS Eliot and with the same class back-
grouned, unlike Eliot who moved to the
right, they became acutely aware of the
decademee of capitalist society. They were
formed and transformed, as the aurhor
wriles: ‘hy conseculive immersions in twa
movemenis of thought that allured the most
advanced af the inter-war generation of
writers. First as Harvard poets and periadic

exles in Europe. they micgraicd innovaiive
moslernist ideas with their clussical education
Then when the Grear Depreschon upse their
former  conceptions of the world,  they
assimilated the revolutionary ~ocinli=t polifes
that seemed plavsible 1o many dunng the
190k The sesult was that bath pogts hlended
privtocrane culinrml trminng ondd moder st
tastes with working-class politicat lovalies
Like Shelley, Bvron, Morrls and Emerson’s
Uniel, they were *“class fraitars””, who turned
aguins (he provileged groape lrom w hich they
came.”

Repelled by Sialinim with s slerile
theory and repressive attitude 10 the arns,
John Wheelwrnighi and Sherry Mangan turned
10 the reposaiory of revolutionary Marsism
Trowekviem. Thev jained the Socialst
Warkers Partv iUSA ) imthe 1930, When, asa
result @f the Stalin-Hitler pact in 1939, the in
tellectuals began o leave the couse of revolu-
tion in droves, Wheslwright and Mangan re-
musingd firm in their political commitment.
They saw po contrachetion  between  ther
liverary scrivivies mnd their politics, Thev hada
greal admiration for Leon Trotsky, who they
coiwitlered the foremou political fipure of
ther diy, Trotsky's defimton of arf a ‘anes
pression al man's needs for a harmomous and
complete life ... his need for those major
benelits of which a society af classes has
deprived him ..." compleicly fitied in with
their own conceptlon af 1keir rale as arrisis
and revolutionary socialists

As Wald writes, *they came 1o personify
Trotskys conception of the bond between the
dissident artist and the polibcal heretic'
Unlike many of the contemporarnics who con-
fined their comribution 1o the revelution 1o
their literary work, Wheelwright and Mangan
realised that art nlong was “an inddeguate in-
syumen for the iransformation of socicly
and allied themeelves with the working-class
movement. In these succestive siages of nr-
imstic and political rebellion. they remained
pledged 1o i higher arder of valies than they
believed exisied in the society around (hem,”
Mot far them the comparatively passive role
of *fellow-travellers’, Once he had decided 1
throw off the shackles ol hic Bodion upper
class background, Wheelwright threw himsell
enthusiastically inta the Hving socialist move-

meni. He toak pan in demonsirations, spoke
from soap-boxes and ran For office & o
reviolutionary socialist candidane

Wheelwright's poerry has Beenm rescued
frony obscurity by the publication in 1972 of
the CoalNevted Works ai John Wieelwiight
(Alvin H Rosenleld ed. New  Directions,
27%pp, S100, and Alan Wald's book has ndded
a new dimension 1o the appreciation of hi- lilc
anid woark ‘Il_l||1 i o and r1:n.‘1|1||i~.1|1:||3 . He
remained un active member af the Socialist
Waorkers Parny (LSA) (il hee tragee death i
1945 i

Whien Sherry .‘.-'!;an].lul! Becante radicalisel
in the 19%k he was already regarded o= o
vaunge man of sreat lierary pramise. Hui for
Sherry the revalution now became the prime
mative Tor his existence. While workmg as
foreign correspondent For Time and Foriune
magazines in London and Paris, he wis
worrelle workine (or 1he Fosrth Inlernational
o jearrnahia and rranskaior, and as pomember
an the International Secretariae. He wporilicel
his life of camfory and lrerary ereatviy (o
the raose i wideh he believed with all s
hean. When a8 boyvhood (nend asked lam
what socialism had done 'far® lim as well os
what it has done “to" him, Sherry replied: “For
mi it hax given a guidance and a purpose Lir
kevondd amy personal one that | might have
conceived, save poetry ilsell, To mwe, ves . §
has mnde me pav amd pav desir
vhange one opimon. one oia because of i0."

Under the name ol Terence Phelan. he
mevame the Eurdapean -.'nr.'nrm:lu]-.-m ol
Sociolivt Appewt, then the organ of (he SWFP
When his articles arrived in Mew York, Mas
Shachiman. then editor of Spciahve Apneu!
read pans of them alaud ta the editorial board
s exemplary Marsist journalism. Duaring the
Cierman occupalion  of Parix and before
America entered (he war, he contrived 1o keep
n touch with the Tratskyist underground. In
1543, back m London, e sel to wark frving (o
unite the disparae Trotskyist groups. Alter
the war, he played a leading part in re-
extahlishing international contacts and seiling
up the International Secreiariat in Paris. He
was also active as a member of the Cenlral
Camminee af the French section.

A i revolutionary joummash=, Sherry was,
as Max Shuchiman said, exemplary. His ari-
cle, *The End of French Democracy” which ap-
peared in the Fourth Infernatianal in the apr
g ool 1940, was g brilliam Marxist analyvais of
the historical reasons why France had fallen
so easily 1o the Mans, Just how much Sherrs
give up by s devotled work Tor the revolution
s perhaps bedd summed up by the letter he
wrole shorlly before his death in Bolivia in
1960: "Even though revoluiionary politiks arc
an hanourable occupation, 1"y poerry | ostill
lowe bt ®

Evervone interested n the  [lelt-wing
liverary tradicion who wanis o lcarn how in
tellectuals can find a place in the revolu
trionary mavement shauld be grateful 1a Alan
Wald for this avthoritative research inta the
frves of these two peeple for whom the revelu
tion completely synchronised with the future
of humaniy, and who gave therr all 1o s
cause

Hul | wim’i

CHARLIE YAN GELDFEREN is & Trooskyist
of 50 yenrs slanding.



END OF
THE ROAD
FOR RAIL?

IVOR EVANS

Philip Bagwell: End of the Line — the Fate of
British Kzilways under Thatcheér, Verio
NLB, £3.95

British Rallwavs have a repulation lor bemmg
overstallod and unproductive. Debates in the
media focus on whether “the couniry® ¢an af-
ford the huge subsidies Invelved in rumne
the system and whether or not raileay lines
ild b conwe reted over for the use of privite
vehicles. This preoccupation only goes
show how lar hatred af the public ector can
diztart reality

In 19%) British Hailwavs employed
497 14K winfl. By 1981 the lppre was 166 000
and falling. Yer passenger mileage was only 5
T Cenl down on the 1950 Nigure — quile pn
achieverment i terms of productivity
sipfisiics! Strangely enough, of the 21,000
miles of railway closed down tince the early
1920 only 70 miles has been converted 1o
rosds and that's despite the fact thal most of
The lmes were nod in rural areas but in big civies
OF OR MR rouies.

Conversion to raads is a nonsense. So is
the idea thar the railwavs are oversubsdhsed
It is roads and priviete oansport that have
benefited from government [ransport sub-
sidics over the wyears. The long term
discrimination against poblic transport s
firmlly bemng iransformed under Thatcher o
sulfocation of the rallways, End of the Line
documents the process

The railways are beginning (o rot in front
afour eves. Dl of the emaining 22,000 miles
of track 3,000 miles will have te be closed by
1990 due 1o lack of maintenance making il un-
sale. Mare and more speed restnctions due 1o
warn out track are slowing down the sysem.

Agan by 1990, 7000 miles of railway will
be conirelled by signalling equipment more
than 50 years old. In 1979 only 16 new
locomotives were buill out of 2000 which
needed replacement. The government is firm-
Iy Mlocking eléctrification which s the key 1o
development of modern railwavs,

From a straght forward economic point of
view it doesn't make sense 10 run a major na
ilonal psser into the ground. Britain is com-
pletely out of step with the rest of Europe inis
transport policy, A 1977 siudy found thar HR
capital expenditure was ower than any of the
nine other countries examined. That was
before Thatcher gat in, Since then BR inves|-
meni levels have fallen 1o hall the 1977 jevel

However, the opposile npplies 1o the raads
and to privale transport, The ROVETIET
happily approved expenditure of £730 million
on trunk road schemes i 1982-3, an increass
on 20 per cent on the previous vear. Ner did
they object 10 local authorities spending a fur
ther £1 .th'i million an raad Al A lenance and
construction. This reflects the blatam

shii

END OF
THE LINE?

disérimination involved in
ITANERO FesOLrces

When the Department of Transport con
siders o trunk road scheme, it uses @ method
of cost bencfit analysis which takes inbo ac-
caount the value of tomie sayed by motorisds ws-
ing the route. In other words, the road scheme
i msscssed as & public service. But when it
comes 1o the rallways, capital spending is
judged by commercial criteria in lerms of
FEfrm on capital invested,

I1*s no wonder that other industrial coun-
trics which do not make this crary distinction
spend 50 much mare on public L s
Anvone reading an article i the press about
BR. wouid gnin the impression that the
deermination worked the athér way around

The granting of licences 10 privale coach
Firms has resulted in low coach fares berween
cities. But it has also forced the Nationsl Bus
{Iﬂ!'l‘.p:“'l_\ o compele on egual terms with the
privateers — cutting back on their rural ser-
vices which were subsidised by 1akings from
the more profitable rautes, Dazens of villages
are now withour any farm of public transpent
at all.

The success of the NBC in competing with
the privateers (despite the fact that private
coach firma were alsa receiving subsidies) is (o
be rewarded by privatising sections of the
MBC jtsell. The NBC estimate this coubd lead
1o a wilhdrawal of sixiy million miles of ser-
WICES,

There are many other hidden subsidies 1o
Privale transpon
car owners run &b around £2,000 million a
vear, while the cost of road scodenis
estmmated al £1,730 o vear,

Polluiion and damage to the environment

allocaiing

tmx subsidies o com [ ELR

Philip S. Bagwell

—_————

"

1% impossible (0 estimare in cash rerms, as s
the social cost 1o the old, the VOUTHE, WOTn
and the poor in general who have (o rely on
public ransport and suffer at the hands al
EOvernmani r!-ﬂlll.".'.

As far as the labour movement is concemns-
ed, a policy of simply defending the raillways
and public ransport s inadequate. The only
case that can be made is a case (o FHpTOVInE
sgrvices endailing a massive national campaign
modn lising iranspori workers and the public

End of the Line 15 8 uscliul ivol for such a
campaign. It explains the problems facing the
industry and the attacks made on it by the
government, the COnFEQUEnecs af Privanss-
fon to date and the proposals of the Serpell
Repart. This iz vital educational material boih
far railworkers {the NUR has parchased §,000
copics] and Tor secialists concerned with the
seriaies I'I-l"l'tll'lrll‘Tll,'l:I[ ol l'lulu;:r on imdusiry

As far as the ucoual development of 311;!... o
b the rml unions is concerned, howover, Pro
lessor Bagwell's book suffers from his lone
assochation with the NUR bureascracy ;,||;|1r|é
the ¢ra of Sid Werghell. In two chapters on the
1982 sirikes he defends the «éll aut of the
ASLEF strike and the deliberate disorgansa
tion of the 2-day MUR sirike. It i5 ;;I.;.Jr that
along with the (mde unien Buresucrats he
doesn't expect much from the rank and file
His only hope Mlor change i placed with the
clection af & Labour govermment

Bul in order to sec elected the tvpe ol
Labour government which would seriously
Pul public ransport firs, Uie MUK and aniber
trade unions will have 1o lead ther member-
ship into campaigning and confronlation
IVOHR EVANS is sn sctivisi im ihe NUE,
working on London Transport.
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AES: REFORM OR REVOLUTION *?

JUDITH ARKWRIGHT

Anme Phithpe, Hiddes Hands, Mhato, 02 95

Anne Phollyps hos wnillen a wse Ll womiribg
Faewen 0y TR elefail e anver o ovvmmmn e SOy
fulls inpeeraring fembnis dengimds - et
which o paved since 1978 when Ben Cimp
bl e N ader e © bk |I|I|'I|‘-|i|.'n.] Lhasrii w'shiy
trssersipl paper "Wk 100 Ruole! | s
anewments were Ber repeniad i Soed
Frepoo, gad caoepl Tow aiae arthele by Meln
sy and  Anecla W e has i an
wy=tematie  reple v Bea
grsmmwnts, . fronn wibin thie snuneg paosg
el

Beo Cpmphel ™ gosmments, we mic Tkl
Bk up theee essentipl poimis, Do, thasl onds
locrive Targalning is o ot w ek bemetins
el mae traede mndonisag o ansd tha 1o desclop

U g el

i stroiarEy Tonr st A1 werrk w sl Pt
v of the thmes whweh e respbied
sipch s alif e renninbs, lome oo ored the 1o
Iv wage, Secondly, Campbell argwes thai the
Tristosrs o thie veade andons proves them i by
male merituioare, ared gl swommen shudd
ok clsemhere for allies inthelr Tight, Sh
vopeludes that wariten s new allies He with the
e, amd in parhaculag wilth thc notina of m
LM rsgl.h.,. e whpich she smamiimas hok'gin 1
st ard will im rhe Tovare gt oo deirbuie
wealth etween workers an @ mere even Tyisis
fibroniigh Ol vile incredses, prodection ol 1
lowser paibd, el 0

Phillips srgoes cogent pminsn his, fom
ting o that "y canmsl anest the st e
realisieibiiabe in favour of aonwn She -
that only under a different sysiem of social
awnership can planning of mcomes really
wirck 1o woomen’s and men™s advanmage, by
Prresnl SR el Ruoimes |"'|.'IIIL e~ mereh mean
it wenlith s ke Troaon | oabamar o give 1o
Capial rwther tham wommg ol oreepealinne.
hoepween workers. She ends Buoarguing thu
ironbes wnions musl be changed frem within
The hgsis o @ programme lor women in (e
worrkloree e spelled oot om demands T
<horter working hoors, o mapmme woes
viosing of differemnials, and sooop, These are
veperal demands which misg be oo forward
et Teminisd oomatest becanise, as an e licy
paper from the Sev pnd Class Cirongs s
[1|l||.Irn| ol Sworien's relation o W [RLRL
o gl Fereniby strpciored Trom that of g

However, 11 1« precisely shen the bosk
cloharares this {ramework that «ome ol the
ambiguitics and pi ks become  apparent,
Phillips strongly argues that the Alrernarive
Economic Siratcgy (AES) i inadequate
froam 8 woanen s poind of view s that o i bavad
on recapturing @ baom in the coonomy which
is unlikely 1a reappear; that when lssues such
(il emplovment and indusirial democracy
are rabed o s therelore pever spelt oal w i
role women will huve o play. She declures,
‘why showld anvane sunppor 8 dregy thi
threatens conihied with Caminl ol it snv
spmmething new?" In other words such u pra-
gramme b et bald enpugh to mabilise either
female or miale workers in its suppart and will
thereloie he crisheenl v :l|'|-i:|.I|

The concept ol indhesirial democracy pui
forward within the AES has many problems
aparn from the lack of reference 1o women. i

Lt ._ pall B
{ Hidden hand

| Yourmeen aand conmaomi I
\nne Phillips
F Tt s 1 s,
Tha e,

talks abour persiading emplavers 10 be n
volved in cemtral planning on the naive
wasumption that they will Tullv cooperate. N
diew nat 1alk aboun Sontrol of the econems,
‘-l,'\l_'llll:-' even i minimal amaunt of nationalisa-
o as “old fashioned”, In fhese Clircumatances
trade wmionists, women and men, hecome
mere pawns and democriey would be p sham
Anne Phillips scems 1o see the muin problem
av one of male bigx, rather than the nio-
pianism of the whole schema. She does not
clearly resndvie her artltude 1owards the AES,
should femunists regect it ar should they try 1o
change it? This gquestion s never answered.

The book puts forward the nobon ol
shared labaii as the major plink ol any
future sirateey. This is counterposed directly
1o the wssue ol socialisation of the different
msks which men and women perfonm. She
states that Mars and Engels saw capitalism "a»
liberatng for woamen® becaase it gat them in-
wvolved in socialised production. This s not
what Marx and Engels sad gt all. They merels
statedd that for women, as (or the prolerarian as
@ whale, the best chances of organising oollec-
tively agminst ¢lass society and mule domima
tion was under capivalism, D 15 undeninbis
triee thot where women are more invalved in
the worklormee thes have foimal ¥ easier 10
arganize. This dogs not mean, of course, | hent
wamen will not and should net organise in
many odher ways as well.

Anne Phillips then expresses réséivations
about the sociaiisution of domestic labour
toa, on the grounds ihai n is some crode ex-
tensian of the former error made by Marx and
Engels, and is o solution which ‘demands
nothing of men”. It is true that collectivising
the domestic funcrions of childcare, cooking
and cheaming does not inand of iself challenge
the divisian of labour belween men and
women, bul the point is should such a
framework inform cor demands or po? It
makes a difference 0 which demands we
priaritise and how we fight for them., Again

the bonk (2dls 10 answer anmd eoncentraes in
slesd on getling midre men idvalved n sharing
tasks witlh women as the isees sobation

Thrs miow SETE EEY 1n e o ihe Dighi 100
the <horigr workimg week, The book areues
that this would give more time lor men to b
invalved with children, housework. and o

o Ths many well beewo Bl ol eomarse there o

mor Tessoy Lo assone ot the extra time w il s
wset] by men 1o share oosework The shuarie
working week s primarily 8 demand 1o hgh
unemplovment in woimen™s aaed men’-in
terests, This m ol 1o say That women cannoe
wse 10 1o their advantage in other wivs but can
this demand really be used ns the waring
it in tack hng the msike of domestic laboar?

This demand mlso rmses Lhe vesed question
af prodaclvity deals and wage culs i retum
for shiorier hiowrs. Anne Phillips argues thai o
1= mot i wormien' s inleresd s tha whorter hoirs
be iraded off agains horder wark, However
later an she contradicts hersell when Ghe ssivs
that i order 10 reduce the hours "productivin
would have 1o merease 0 miraculous wav.
and wt o certan poant there woulbd have 1o b
irade off berween hours and wpeome " A
sirategy 1o reduce  wages  and  moreis
unemp lovment will hrdly benefil women
Hewever, she persisis that men have privileges
which they must give up if women are fo 201
cguality, Are these the Kind of privileges shei-
miking about — devent wipes and jobs with
decert conditions?

In fact the problem with her proposals i
rhat while many are accepiable mmdivadogally
miare time of T for parenis, more Desihle as
well as shorter working hours — the whole
framework is still based on the notion o
rededmblion wifin ihe \LL'IILiI'Igz class i a
similar way 1o Ben Campbell's arguments, COn
the Feue of differerials and overtime for ex
ample, Anne Phillips still alks of the need o
“ake Mrom men in order 1o give (0 women'
Weir and Mclntosh answer this point well
when they stare, ‘there b o automtic
mrEchimn sm |'|1, whneh W Fses Tor miners ol
primers must come oui of the pockels of
clerical warkers or cleaners.,.”

The confusion here s further exag g-.-r.-lr-.-.J
whers the guestion af how and in what contes
these demands will be granied. Anne Fhllips
spates that, ‘orisis alwaye has rwo faces. It
thremiens: what we uwsed (o0 (oke for
granted. . Al the same time it s o preface (o
revival , when Capital layvs the groundwork Tor
its nexi phase of expansion’. In ather words
the demands are premised on some form ol
economic recovery within capitalism, Here
the book comes full drcle with the debate on
ihe AES. Even the pundits of the Finomehal
Theries and the Ly are L beginning 1o
doubt the exient of the so-called economic
recovery. Il they have so little faith in their
own  syslem, should women bulld their
perspectiveon the basis of such a prospect T As
socialiss and {eminists we want practicel
demands aroand which we can organise row
and win cerigin gaims, bul these must be linked
o the fighi (o0 & dif ferent sockety where ous
necds can be fully met. A difficull task and
this book does not completely make the link

JUDITH ARKWRIGHT is a member of the
Mational Union of Hailwaymen.



ULSTER'S SPECIAL ARMY

GEOFF BELL

Michucl Famell. Arming ithe Profesianis.
Plutia, £7.95

o there was David 1w Cworpe, Tormier
lemder ool thee | oiberal Party aned Prime Smisie
of the U'mied Kinedom, discnoane wiil s
Cahinet thet poesibility of sapplving arme 0
the Protestam proletariy of the Norh il
Iretand, n the month ol Mayv 1922 He 1okl
hie  povernment  collegues  thal e
Sowalists” had been comparad @ the lower
orders ill the Easi I'IN.I of | osdon, but Tim
Prime Mimeicr Llovd CGicorge thal wos o she
on the East Enders. "The Fascisol in Ty
would be amore oxact analogy . he remairkod
And then be proveeded 1o arm and Unance the
v fesi

Thi= 15 1usl one of many, many ipedemnes
reparted in Michael Farredl™s  Eavest ook
which will make even the moal aispicines
observer of Writain®s dealineg with the people
of Irelnmd shoke the heod and go bock over
sentences fust (o make sure that it was rewd
correctly, It ois p ook of horror siories, ol
pnlv Michacl Farrell™ coal, muller-of-log
dispussionare stvle stope the hars rising on the
hack of the neck as page afver page b turned
pver. Exsample: Winstan Churchill, the siem
sipiesmman of Himish 11..||:|r_‘|n_-|,'|i'. lalklowe, on o
numbscy of pecusions in the vears revicwed
suggesied the  British governmend  should
premare an invision of the Souwth of Trelamd
Example: members al the *wduriny fomoe i
the North af Irelond who were known 1o be
guilty of assassinations of individual
Cathalics, were, for their contributions to law
and order promoted within these securing
forees, Example: o boundory  comimission
which politisil representiatives of the South of
Ireland had Been 1okl woaild tranafer large
portions al Morth o the South, was el
beforchand soas io ¢nsure thai conkd not hap
pen. And those who sanctioned the rigging
aere the members of the minarity | aboug
povernmenl who coime 1o power in 1923

There are olher, less shocking, oven
humorouns incidents reconmied. Like how 1he
super loyallsts In the Royal Ulsaer (an
siabulary and Ulster Special Comstabalary,
those who pledeed their fidelity 1o everything
Hritich with the most enthusiaem, waould pro-
Tyeed Inm]l._!. any time an English policeman o
soldier was send aver 10 commmangd hem —
becaise such forcieners Could mot be trosied
i Ulster”, And vel, although the discovery by
Michael Farrell af such cccurrences is a fing
testimony 1o fis work as a hestorsan, the sum
total of the bogk = cvon more impariam
because ol the palitlcal conclusion which can
b dhrawn Trom i, and becavse of iy relevance
1o currenl theoretical debales on The Bsoe o
lrefand,

There s the guesiion of the Protesian
working class in the Nenh of Ireland. There
are soime whao insest that the members of that
class are and plwoys have been ‘ordinary
workers” and wha, for instance, would jump
at the chande of vatine lor the Labour Pariv il
anly MNeil Kinnock woald send an expeds-
ey [oree Lo the Morth, There are ol
those who agroe that ves, 1he prods might be

sechirtn o e again b really,on soall the
Faul of the masty Catholles swho beep oilsdng
|"'l|.'||1l'|.|_.]| vt ik i il ol il
Amd there re thovse whee say the Profes
woirkers are simply  dupes af the nas
Liniomist hosses, Arming the Protestants pro-
vides un overshelming refutation of such
vilgar socmbism. Fanrcl desploys, beyomnd any
towiba than the Protesians working class in the
vesrs 1920 1o 1927 could be and was an in

tependeni political Toree sicbwse mmm amily

ing Mwior was an anti-Catholic bigoiry which
mecded no suppasad Republican threw befone
emerging with all the Povrish amd ol the
malevidenee of the lormmy grosegs g while
cloaks of the Ku Khux klan, OF cpurse. i
rimes the upper class feaders of Lnkanism urg

pil thew Tollivwers v, Bl e othdr oveaswins
they bad 1o ron 0 keep oo owith the see

tanmnism ol therr supporiers

A second gencral conclusion that can be
rawn Trom llll'- |||||,|L woneerns (e maiugre ol
the British role in the Morth of Irdand. It is
common coinage among madern Brivish
peicians 1o aceept thar in the pest Britain
dlid rgest s (hiogs in Trelomd, bt that cealls, i
cun hardly be directly respomsible Tor what i
happening todkay. This is another myth
demolished by Farrell. He chowes that naor anls
uhid the leaders of all the political parkies
Britmin pevmin the scciarian characier ol
madern “Ulster” 1o be buih in the 1920, hul
they wemt further and encouraged and paid
for its comstructaon. (ndecd, the only *hberial®
Figures Lo sur face in this book i the oocaswonal
British civil servanl who protested a1 the
overtlv  seCiormn  aciions ol the polieol
masters al Westonsicr :

And there & m third lesson on olfer,
almost incidental ta the Irish issue. This in-
vidves Farrell’s account of how the leadership
of Umionismy and the Bntish ostablishment

Imsrmaiional  Jamusry Apeil 1N 38

oy ol Bovalist vokomg ders o thae carls 1920,

In dimime s, overy constitodmmal mects s
vrampled  wndder fooi. dvery semiblunce al
adhercnee o a nom-partisan "law and order”
Wl |]|\|||_'r|\.L'|| willi. This wis '|'I.II||.IrI||. TR
demoergcy” i s nakod and vicwnes ool
There i+ a0 warnming theee Cor all theee who
belivve m (e Dmrness ] loomaamity aof
Writish svstem ol pelitics.

Some mav sy thar Parrell™ versian ol
histary isa history s little more. T sl
sperpes o events conldn't puossibly hoppen 1o
day, The “IF Specials have, alier all, vanished
fram the weene. Mo they haven't. only the
mame is chinged. Toaday they are ealked 1he
Lister Dielenee Begament, o0 oap by he
Labour Govermment in 1970, Belween (hem
and the old ‘0B Speclals there i+ only a 2 per
cont difference. 1o the *R* Specials evervone
witk Protestami. The lns, and owi ol dne
fipures, available for the UIR were that 98 pee
vl were Profestanl, Hol s oo less

moember. who hitve been imvolves] i seciinian
murders in (e los fen voars shows that the
LIDR s as Chrange and bloady s Farredl shows
ihie B Speciats o have been.

[t can be admitted that a2 times Arming the
Protestants is a heavy read. But that is becase
Fareell has chosen 1o detail the story he iell »o
melivalogsly,. And that, In nm,. & 10 his
vrechit. He mvoiils et A, lee avioniils rfel o
He just places mass alter mass of evrbeng
hefore his reader. Ho in that way be ends up
wilh as tetime un mdctment of the Nosth of
Ireland ‘lovalise” and their Briteh sponsors i
is ovaliabhke.

GEOFF HELL's latest boak The Arinich o

frevamd was pablished by Pluio Press lasi
manih.
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