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SOLIDARITY WITH ELSALV

US imperialism is preparing for a
regional war in Central America. It is
establishing itself in overall command of
the region's security forces 1o enable the
US military to take decisions which will
be implemented, in the first instance, by
local troops.

Thaicher's role in the region is less
publicised. Yet in the last month the
British Mavy has participated in NATO's
Safe Pass "82 exercises in the waters of
the Caribbean and Central America,
which included a landing at the US
military base at Guantanamo in Cuba,
Further, alone among its European
neighbours, the British government has

sent ‘meutral observers’ to the El
Salvadorean  elections. Even the
gstablishment press is uneasy. The
Observer coyly asked whether the

Foreign Office had *‘missed the news that
there is a civil war going on' in El
Salvador.

Thatcher’s observers will try to pre-
sent the election choice — death squads,
fascists or the military junta — as a valid
test of ‘public opinion’ in El Salvador.
Humphrey Atkins explained that: *Our
gesture in sending observers is an entirely
neutral act ... in no way a gesture of sup-
port for any of the parties fighting the
election ... we want first-hand informa-
tion." Translated from forked-tongue
language that means: ‘We think that the
“centre parties”’, ie Duarte, will win the
elections. We can therefore take the op-
portunity to freshen up Duarte's image,
further legitimising the *‘constitution-
ally-elected®’ regime's war against the
guerillas.” The fact that the bulk of the
population won't have voted will be
studiously ignored.

Ironically even these well laid plans of
the imperialists may backfire. The
notorious leader of the El Salvadorean
death squads, Major Roberio
D" Abuisson, who is widely believed 1o
have instigated the assassination of Ar-
chbishop Romero two years ago, may yet
prove to be the victor. D’Abuisson
belicves that Duarte’s Christian Demo-
crats — who have 30,000 tortures,
mutilations and murders under their belt
in two years of office — are too soft. He
characterises them as “water melons” —
green (the colour of the Christian
Democrats) on the outside, but red on
the inside. Campaigning under the
slogan "El Salvador will be the tomb of
the reds’” D"Abuisson’s major election
promise is 10 exterminate the guerillas
through massive use of napalm.

When the election project was
originally put forward in March 1981 the
idea was for the polls to be supervised by
the United MNations with Britain taking a
leading part in determining the
mechanics of the operation and lending

personnel with experience of the Zim-
babwe poll. This was soon after the
FMLN guerillas' January offensive had
failed to achieve its objective of bringing
the junta 1o the negotiating table before
Reagan's inauguration. The election
plan, allied to a massive increase in US
military aid, was premised on the
estimate that the guerillas would be
eliminated, or at least marginalised, by
the time of voting.

The estimate was wrong. During
1981, in more than 30 major offensives
against the FMLN-controlled areas the
junta’s army did nmot inflict a single
serious setback on the guerilla forces. On
the contrary, the FMLN proved its
capacity to retake the military initiative
from the repressive forces. This was
demonstrated most spectacularly by the
successful raid on the llopango air-base
just outside San Salvador on 27 January
which destroyed nearly half of the
Salvadorean air-forces' operational air-
craft.

In July/August 1981 the FMLN laun-
ched an offensive against the junta’s
economy. In a ten-day period they blew
up 62 high tension electnicity towers,
leaving the cast of the country without
electricity for between ten and fourteen
days. The centre of the country, where
the capital city and most industry is con-
centrated, was without electricity for two
days.

The guerillas followed this up with a
campaign to disrupt the junta’s ability to
transport troops around the country.
Mot only did they blow up in October the
Golden Bridge across the River Lempa
on the coastal highway, but on 27
December they destroyed the San Fran-
cisco Bridge, severing the country’s main
north-south highway, They have set up
road-blocks on the Pan-American
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highway, the only remaining link ber-
ween the capital and the eastern third of
El Salvador, and have been collecting
war taxes at several points, including one
only 35 miles from San Salvador.

A series of actions carried out in the
capital and in Santa Ana, the second
largest city, illustrate that they have also
managed 1o re-establish networks in the
cities following the heavy repression
after the January 1981 offensive.

These advances have been based on a
consolidation of the FMLN's implanta-
tion in the countryside. They control 25
per cent of the country, including large
areas of 8 of the 14 provinces. In one of
these areas in Morazan province, the
guerillas have set up schools, health
clinics and hospitals as well as the radio
station, Radio Venceremos. There is also
a rudimentary network of schools and
clinics inthe Guazapa zone controlled by
the guerillas. In Palo Grande, just 25
miles from San Salvador, a 4-bed
hospital has been established. Fields of
tomatoes, cabbage, yucca and sorghum
are being cultivated by local co-
operatives. Local assemblies elect three-
member courts. The FMLN have
established defensive local militias in
these liberated zones.

At the same time, there are reports of
demaoralization in the junta's army. Two
companies from the San Carlos barracks
in the capital recently refused to go into
combat. In some areas the army is engag-
ed in forced recruiting, sweeping into
villages and hauling off boys of 15.

The US response has been the *Viet-
namisation® of the war: massive military
aid including US advisors; the establish-
ment of the Atlacatl Brigade (the quick-
response unit modelled on the Green
Berets); the creation of free-fire zones
{Honduras is relocating 20,000 refugees
away from the border with El Salvador
to allow intensive bombing of the civilian
population and search and destroy mis-
sions against the guerillas).

As part of this ‘scorched earth” policy
the civilian population itself becomes a
military target, especially those who live
in areas near the fighting. Thus in
December 1981 at Mozote in Morazan
Province the army systematically killed
almost 1000 peasants, mostly women,
children and old people. They were bui-
chered, machine-gunned, or burned alive
by the Atlacatl Brigade. When the junta
savs that they have scored some successes
against the guerillas this is what they
MEean.

The junta says it cannol win the war
without American military assistance.
The Americans are worried that arms
and money will not be enough to turn the
tide. They are not certain that the
Salvadorean military ¢an absorb more
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equipment or whether it has enough of-
ficers to fight a guerilla war. The éntire
500 member student body of the
Salvadorean military academy is now go-
ing through accelerated officer-training
in the United States. They are part of the
1600 Salvadorean troops who arrived in
the United States in January 1o begin
training in counter-insurgency techni-
ques at Fort Bragg, North Carolina and
Fort Benning, Georgia.

There is growing doubt that a military
victory is possible without ground troops
from other countries. The US isn't en-
thusiastic- about sending in American
combat troops and would prefer (o use
troops from allies in the region. The
Argentine government is more than will-
ing.

The determination of the Reagan ad-
ministration to defeat the guerillas in El
Salvador should not be underestimated.
Thomas Enders spelled out Washing-
ton's position when he said on 3
February before the House Foreign Af-
fairs Sub-Committee: ‘If after Nicara-
gua, El Salvador is captured by a violent
minority, who in Central America would
not live in fear? How long would it be
before major strategic United States in-
terests — the Panama Canal, sea lanes,
oil supplies — were al risk?"

The hysterical propaganda campaign
against Cuba and Nicaragua, and the
cynical manipulation of the military
crack-down in Poland is designed 1o
allow the US to carry through projects
such as intervention in El Salvador at the
smallest political and social cost.
Reagan's programme of US economic
development for the impoverished na-
tions of the Caribbean and Central
America is also designed to provide some
cover for intervention.

The US government is not interested
in any serious negotiation process. It has
rejected offer after offer from the
FDR/FMLN to negotiate. It has ignored
Mexico's pleas to negotiate — though
Mexico (and France and West Germany)
sees this process of negotiation as a

means of defusing the revolutionary
time-bomb. Washington has drawn its
conclusions from the overthrow of
Somoza in Micaragua. Any [urther
revolutionary breakthrough in Central
America directly threatens its ‘vital in-
terests’.

El Salvador has the unfortunate
privilege of being, for the moment, the
place where imperialism’s re-armament
drive is being tested. That is why Thai-
cher is colluding over the elections. Denis
Healey has even sugpgested that the
British government has implicated itself
in the ‘shabby exercise’ of the elections
‘perhaps 10 cut a few million pounds off
the new nuclear deterrent. One of those
privy to the new nuclear Trident deal has
explained that *“‘the attitude of the
American Administration is conditioned
by the way the UK acts in the wider
defence interests of the alliance and the
United States.” (New Siandard, 25
February, 1982)

Thatcher's observers are by no means
sure winners in El Salvador. But they do
indicate the scope of the task before
socialists in Britain. The mass movement
in opposition to US policy in Central
America is developing in Britain, Europe
and the United States, bul it has nat yet
managed to stay Reagan's hand. El
Salvador is being drowned in blood and
fire. The people of Guatemala and Hon-
duras risk a similar fate and the people of
Micaragua, who have already gone
through such an ordeal, face renewed
strife.

Only a mighty international mobilisa-
tion is capable of raising the political
price which the Reagan government musi
pay. for such an action, of blocking the
interventionist course of imperialism.
Michael Foot's presence on the platform
of the 28 March demonstration means
nothing unless it becomes the green light
[or a massive labour movement mobilisa-
tion in Britain against Reagan and
against Thatcher's alliance with Reagan.
A warm reception for Reagan when he
visits Britain in June would be in order.




4 March 1982  Incernational

British Features

DOES THATCHERISM HAVE A FUTURE?

JOHN ROSS

What is the character of Thatcherism? Most
of the debate on the left has centred on
Thatcher's economic policies. John Ross
argues that there are no insurmountable
internal contradictions for Thatcherism on
the economic level within the ruling class. Its
major economic contradictions lie only in
relations with the working class. Above all
however the essence, and problem, of
Thatcherism lies in the realm of politics. The
left is drastically unprepared for the massive
reorganisation of the British political system
which is the consequence of the policies of
this government.

The depth of the crisis of British capitalism

Those capitalist forces backing the sirategy of the Thatcher
government have made greal play of the economic statistics for
1981. Manufacturing productivity, reflecting the pressure of
unemployment and a shift in the relation of forces on the shop
floor, rose by some seven or eight per cent — a higher rate of in-
crease than Japan’s. The profits of British industry rose ten per
cent between the second and third quarters of the vear. Days
lost in strikes fell from over twelve million in 1980 to only a little
over four million in 1981, Collecting these figures together in its
issue of 30 January the strongly pro-Thatcher Ecomomiss
magazine chose the headline ‘Nothing to smile about?'.

If they had been achieved in Japan, West Germany or
France, these figures would be worth more than a smile. The
problem for Thatcher is that the British economy now lags so
far behind its rivals that these results would need (0 be achieved
year after vear, amid incredible working class suffering, for
British capitalism even to begin to catch up with ils competitors
— a point dealt with in some detail below.

What is more the 1981 figures were only achieved at the cost
of a 15 per cent fall in industrial production in 1979-81 and a 40
per cent fall in manufacturing sector profits during the first two
years of the government's life. Crashing the economy in this
way is not a strategy which can be pursued frequently by the
bourgeoisic — otherwise its economic base will be reduced toa
point where it is completely incapable of confronting its com-
petitors. Such economic policies must produce once and for all
results if they are to allow the relative gap with rivals to be nar-
rowed, Thatcherism has proved itsell quite capable of creating
a gigantic recession and producing encouraging figures for in-
dustrial capital for one year after two disastrous ones. But for
capitalism recession is a8 means to an end — not a goal in itself.
Its purpose is 1o devalorise capital and raise the rate of exploita-
tion in order 1o permit a new wave of increased profits and
growih.

In order to understand this point, to see just how far British
capitalism is behind its major competitors, and therefore just
how long any ‘recovery’ would need to continue to result in
serious catching up, it is crucial to grasp the central qualitative

indicators of the state of the British economy.

*In 1969, the productivity of labour was 3.45 times the
Hritish level in the United States, 1.46 times higher in West Ger-
many, and 1.45 times higher in France. Since then the gap has
increased rather than narrowed as Table 1 shows.

Table 1: Average annual percentage growth
in productivity

1963-73 1973-78
Japan B.7 a3
Italy 5.4 1.1
West Germany 4.6 3.
France 4.6 2.7
Britain 30 0.6
Inited States 1.9 0.

Source: Hodgson; Labour i the Crassroads, Martin Robertson, 1981,
pp 154-5

When talking about the seven to eight per cent rise in pro-
ductivity in 1981, it is also important to remember that this
followed a_fall in the productivity of labour earlier in the life of
the government. In fact, in the two and a quarter vears to the
third guarter of 1981, it achieved a total increase in labour pro-
ductivity of 3.5 per cent — an annual average increase of 1.6
per cent. During the life of the last Labour government, pro-
ductivity rose by 7.6 per cenl — an annual average of 1.5 per
cent. It could, with some justification, be argued that Thatcher
has produced a one-seventh fall in industrial output and a thirty
per cent fall in profits to gain an extra productivity increase of
0.1 per cent a year!

Looked at from the viewpoint of trends, of course, the pro-
ductivity figures for 1981 are more impressive than this com-
parison with the Labour government would indicate. But they
do not begin seriously to dent the gap compared to Britain's
competitors., Moreover, the rate of exploitation, which 1s the
key to profits, does not simply depend on the productivity of
labour but also on real wages. Here, Thatcher has achieved far
dess than the Labour government.

*As regards imvestment in industry, the record of the British
economy has long been catastrophic. The average annual in-
crease in the stock of capital per worker in the period 1870-1970
was 1.8 times higher in the United States, 1.9 times higher in
West Germany, 2.5 in ltaly, 2.6 in France, and 2.7 in Japan
than it was in Britain {see: Glyn and Harrison: The British
Economic Disaster, Pluto, 1980, p37). The accumulated
historical result of these differences is enormous: in 1976, the
average worker in Japanese manufacturing was backed by
capital investment of £30,000; the equivalent figure for West
Germany was £23,000 and the United States fell between the
two. The figure for Britain was £7_500. To bring British capital
investment per employvee into line with its main competitors
would cost some £100,000 million. In line with the fall in in-
dustrial production under Thatcher, manufacturing investmen!
fell some thirty per cent between 1979 and the end of 1981
{Economist, 13 February 1982, p32). In short British capitalism
is falling further behind all the time.

*Britain’s trade figures reflect its inability 1o compete in
terms of productivity and investment, as shown in Table 2.

Table 2: P‘_:runmgn shares of world e:pd.lrl.s of manufactured
goods by value
1950 1960 1970 1979

United States 27 22 19 16
Britain 26 17 11 10
France 10 10 9 11
Japan 3 ) 12 14
West Germany 7 19 20 2]

Source: Gamble: Britain in Decline, Macmillan, 1981, p. 21
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British industry is not capable of competing even in its
domestic market, let alone foreign ones: in the relatively suc-
cessful year of 1981, despite the high exchange rate of the
pound and the depressed economy, manufaciured imports
were more than 6 per cent higher in volume terms than in the
previous peak year of 1979 (Economisi, 9 January 1982, p 21).

*Comparing the absolute size of the economy, a significant
consideration in the times of cut-throat inter-imperialist com-
petition to come, the signals of decline are just as clear. As
recently as 1965, the British economy (assessed in terms of
Gross MNational Product) was the same size as the French, four-
teen per cent smaller than the German, and ten per cent larger
than the Japanese. By 1979, the French economy was twenty-
five per cent larger, the West German forty per cent larger, and
the Japanese fwice as large as the British. The huge decline in
British industrial output under Thatcher has only served to put
Britain even further behind.

*Comparing profits, the motor by which any capitalist
ecanomic strategy needs Lo be generated, Table 3 shows Britain
consistently near the bottom of the league table, and the
situation has grown worse since 1975 even prior to the Thatcher
slump,

Table 3: Percentage rales of profit for industrial and com-
mercial companies before tax
196:0) | 965 1970 1973 1975

Japan 19.7 15.3 2.7 14,7 .5
West Germany 21,4 16.5 15.6 12.1 9.1
United States 9.9 13.7 8.1 8.6 6.9
France 11.9 9.9 111 10.2 4.1
Britain 14.2 11.8 B.7 T2 3.5
Italy 11.0 7.9 8.6 4.5 0.8

Source: Glyn and Harrison: The British Economic Disaster, Pluto
Press, pl2

To complete the picture of the gualitative position of the
British economy, it is necessary simply o summarise the further
effects not discussed above of the Thatcher slump initiated in
1979,

*In 1980, manufacturing outpui fell by over 15 percent ina
single year. This is a more rapid fall than was recorded in the
great slump of 1929 and, with the exception of the years
1920-21, which reflected the after-effects of the First World
War, constitutes the most precipitous decline in production
since the industrial revolution.

*British international competitiveness has deteriorated Lo
an astonishing degree since the mid-1970s, helped considerably
on its way by the high exchange rate of the pound produced by
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Thatcher's policies during 1979-81. By the beginning of 1982,
the competitiveness of the UK economy was around 35 to 40
per cent below its 1975 level.

*Despite the devastating increase in unemployment, That-
cher has still not succeeded in reducing rea! wages to anything
like the extent her strategy requires. Real wages after tax
decreased by only 3 per cent compared to an increase of 17 per
cent between 1977 and 1980.

*This ability of the working class to defend its real wages
despite huge unemployment up until 1981, has had important
effects on profit figures. The 10 per cent increase in 1981 must
be set against a fall of 40 per cent (excluding the North Sea Qil
sector) in the preceding two vears,

To sum up then, the British economy was massively behind
its competitors before Thatcher started 1o apply her policies.
The initial effect of Thatcherism has been to put British
capitalism further behind than it was when she started., I is this
context which underlines how little the 1981 figures amount to
in relation to what needs to be achieved, and how decisive it is
for the British ruling class, having made substantial economic
sacrifices to set out on the Thatcherite road, that these results
can be maintained and improved upon over a long period of
rime,

This is precisely the point where Thatcherism and British
ruling class politics in general face massive contradictions -
and explain the scope of the political changes taking place in the
country. British capitalism cannof rapidly catch up with its
competitors and certainly not during the lifetime of one govern-
ment. What is more, it cannot catch up while remaining per-
manently in a slump of the scale imposed by Thaicher, British
capitalism must produce major productivity gains and depress
the real wages of the working class over a period of many years.
And it must do so not merely during economic downturns but
also during the relative upturns they are designed to pave the
way for.

The last time such an equivalent offensive had 1o be made
on the working class, in the early 1920s and again at the beginn-
ing of the 1930s, the ruling class policy was spearheaded by the
Conservative Party. This both inflicted a crushing economic
defeat on the working class before and after the General Strike
and increased simultancously its political strength and vote —
going from 38 per cent of the poll in 1922 to 54 per cent in 1935,
Today however the ruling class offensive must he carried
through under conditions where the Conservative Party faces
much sironger working class opposition, and has slumped to
record unpopularity in the opinion polls. Furthermore it is con-
fronted with a Labour Party which, despite its losses, is elec-
torally more consolidated than in this earlier period, It is this
combination of economic and political contradictions which
begins to pose the necessity for a major reorganisation of the
political system.

Thatcherism and the working class

The improvements in the economy for the bourgeoisie during
1981 were achieved at the expense of the second largest fall in
living standards and the largest rise in unemployment ex-
perienced by the British working class since the Second World
War,

For the bourgeoisie to sustain this improvement for the
necessary period of vears to begin decisively to change its inter-
national position requires that the working class is unable to
win back what it has already lost or to resist the bigger and
unremitting attacks which will follow. What is more, not only
must the working class not fight back during the downturn,
when it usually does badly, but it must not fight back effectively
during a future upturn either,

This last point is an extremely imporiant one, not least
because of two prevailing misconceptions on the left about the
relationship between trade union struggle and unemployment.
First, there is the view that there is a direct correlation between
the absolute level of unemployment and reduction in the level
of working class struggle. It is sufficient to point out that both
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the number unemployed and the number of days lost in strikes
have been increasing consistently, albeit with ups and downs,
sinc the mid-1960s 1o show that this is not an adequate explana-
tion of real developments.

The second misconception is the somewhat bizarre one —
which runs counter to all classic Marxist writing on the subject
— that dramatic increases in unemployment should somehow
radicalise the working class on the trade union field. {This is a
guite separate and more complex issue than the argument that
increasing unemployment may lead to a radicalisation on the
political terrain which is dealt with later). The origins of this
misconception lie in an unwarranted generalisation from the
period 1970-72 when there was so great a surge of working class
militancy that it carried through a period of sharply rising
unemployment with no fall in strikes at all.

But leaving aside this one exceptional case, the whole
history of Britain since the restabilisation of the economy
following the Second World War, and indeed previously
indicates that there is a regular and significant correlation
between the onset and development of a major rise of
unemployment and a fall in the number of working days lost in
strikes. With the exception of 1970-72, there have been five
such post-war surges in the rate of increase of unemployment:
(i} The onset of rising unemployment in 1956 saw a sharp drop
in strike davs but a revival to higher than previous levels in the
period 1958-5% when unemployment was higher in absolute
LErms.

(i) Rapidly rising unemployment in 1962-3 led to a sharp fall in
strikes (initially disguised by a protest strike in engineering in
1962) but a recovery in 1964-5.

(iii) The year 1966 saw the introduction of the austerity reces-
sion of the first Wilson government and the start of rapidly ris-
ing unemployment. There was a drop in strike days lost which
gave way to struggles at record post-war levels towards the end
of the government’s life.

{iv) By 1975-6, unemployment was rising rapidly and strike
days fell sharply but recovered to reach a new post-war record
level by 1979 despite a level of unemployment which had not
declined.

{v) The rapid onset of unemployment in 1980-81 sent strike
figures plummeting.

The importance of this point, and the reason for discussing
it at such length, is that it shows the fall in strike struggles in
1981 neither to be part of an inevilable and unstoppable
downward trend {as proponents of the ‘unemployment ends
struggles’ school would have us believe) nor a dramatic change
from the normal pattern of events which can only be explained
by a major downturn in the class struggle (as those who
overgeneralised from 1970-72 now argue).

Put in this context, the strike figures for 1981 fit fairly
classically into the year's position in the economic cycle. In-
deed, given the enormously high levels of unemployment, it is,
if anything, surprising that the fall was not larger than it was.
The working class does not struggle for the sake of it but only if
it believes there is a chance of winning, for which the downs-
wing of the economic cycle creates unfavourable conditions.

It is also important for assessing the trade union struggle, to
note the general relationship between the level of real wages and
the economic cycle which has prevailed in Britain (in particular
since the 1960s). A frer usually suffering some slowdown or sei-
backs in the downturn of the industrial cycle, in each new wp-
turn the section of the working class in employment has suc-
ceeded in taking back a large part of, or more than, what has
heen fost. (It must be stressed that we are here talking only of
the wages of emploved workers and not of winning back the
jobs of the unemployed; unlike the former, the latter has never
been achieved at the level of the whole working class simply by
trade union as opposed to political struggle).

This can be easily illustrated by considering the period since
1974, The huge industrial upsurge of 1968-74 was broken by a
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combination of the austerity policics of the Labour government
and soaring inflation and unemployment which created new
and Far more unfavourable conditions for struggle. The work-
ing class waited uniil the rate of increase of unemployment
started to tail off in 1977 and actually decreased slightly in 1978
and 1979. The surge in strike figures in this period scored a con-
siderable success as Table 4 indicates.

Table 4: Level of real take-home pay 1974 1o 1979
(April 1974 = 100)

July 1974 105
July 1975 101
July 1976 103
July 1977 97
July 1978 104
March 1979 105

Source: Glyn and Harrison: The 8ritish Evonomic Disaster, Pluto
Press, pliI7.

This surge continued into the [irst period of the Thatcher
government with real disposable personal income increasing
three per cent in the 18 months to the end of 1980 (Economisi,
16 January 1982, p21). With the onset, over the last three years,
of the savage downswing of the deepest economic cycle since
the war, and as one would expect from all previous experience
other than the wholly exceptional one of 1968-74, attempts 1o
defend wages have virtually collapsed and days lost in strikes
have plummeted. Real wages started falling sharply in the lasi
half of 1980 and continued downwards throughowt 1981. To
maintain real post-tax incomes, workers would have required a
15.6 per cent wage increase in the year to November 1981; in
fact, wages rose on average only 11.3 per cent. Furthermore,
the rate of wage increases was consistently falling throughout
the year and was down into single figures by the start of 1982,
(Economist, 23 January 1982, p37). Real wages will fall far
more sharply in 1982 even than in 1981,

But what should also be noted is that this fall in real wages is
actually fess than the one occasioned by the last Labour govern-
ment's austerity incomes policies: the fall in real wages between
late 1974 and the end of Labour’s Phase 1l incomes policy in
1977 was at least ten per cent — in all probability the sharpest
fall since the Industrial Revolution (Glyn and Harrison, pl18).

Thatcher has achieved less than this, perhaps six or seven
per cent by the end of 1982 (and this is based on the govern-
meni's own projections) with a level of unemployment twice as
high. Furthermore, she is just reaching the crucial point of her
entire operation — the onsét of an upturn in the industrial
cycle.

The immediate situation of the trade union siruggle

It iz in this overall context that, for example, the much discuss-
ed guestion of the 1982 miners’ strike ballot must be seen.
While journals like the Economist expected the miners to strike
in support of their pay claim and the government (o capitulate
to them, sections of the left thought it the end of the world
when they did not. Apart from those who considered it a con-
firmation of their view of a major downturn in the class sirug-
gle (which they only arrive at because they confuse olass strug-
gle with trade urion struggle) others attributed it simply to a
betraval by Gormley. But workers alwayvs have to overcome
resistance and betrayal by their leaders if they want to fight. In
the context of a particular union, the character of the
bureaucracy is a relatively fixed element; it cannot explain why
the miners fought in one year but not in another. The processes
leading the miners to reject & vote for the strike reflected real
processes taking place inside the working class and not just
‘bureaucratic betraval’.

The developments in the NUM in fact should not have caus-
ed such surprise. They are explicable in terms of the above
analysis of the entire post war period. During the full down-
swing of the economic cycle no section of the working class has
really fought 1o defend wages. The miners did far betier than
most but it would have been fairly optimistic 1o expect a major
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wages offensive during this period, and equally impressionistic
to fall prey to demoralisation because one did not 1ake place.
What should have been expecied was the kind of steady
politicisation and move to the lefi without major wage struggles
which we have seen in the sweeping victory of Benn in the
NUM's Labour Party deputy leadership ballot and in Scargill’s
resounding victory in the election for the union's new presi-
dent.

On the field of mass struggle however, by far the most im-
portant event was the February 1981 struggle against the 23
threatened pit closures. The speed with which strike action
developed against this threat took both the NUM leadership,
and more imporiantly the Tories, totally by surprise. The
24-hour U-turn made by Thatcher on the closures was the most
humiliating defeat suffered by this government at the hands of
a trade union. This strike was a crocial index of the class strug-
gle. A mass wages struggle was not objectively speaking a likely
development from the miners at that point in the economic cy-
cle. But if they had not fought to defend their basic conditions
and jobs with all the indusirial strength they possess, that
would have indicated a really major downiurn and defeat. It
did not occur.

Mone of this should be taken as a justification for Gormley
or a lapse into economic determinism. Mot only may political
conditions be more unfavourable for the miners next vear, if
for example other groups of workers are defeated in the mean-
time: but if the miners had voted for a strike this year, it is, as
many bourgeois commentators thought, quite possible that the
government would have had to surrender before it even got
under way. On the other hand, if the government had decided
to stick it out, a pay strike by the miners would have provided
the focus for a major offensive struggle of the working class.
Victory would have very probably broken the back of the Thai-
cher government, For that reason the struggle would have been
unprecedentedly bitter and waged with enormous ferocity on
both sides.

The fact that the miners did not vote for a strike on pay was
therefore a setback. Bur it was neither a catastrophic nor, for
precisely the above reasons, an inexplicable one — any more
than a strike vote would have meant a 1otal reversal of the class
relation of forces and an advance to a ‘revolutionary crisis’,

The miners reflect, in a relatively very favourable relation of
forces, the general processes taking place in the working class
today. At this stage of the economic cyele, and in the given
political situation, certain layers of workers are prepared to
enter defensive struggles against employers’ attempts 1o make
use of the downturn to launch offensives on speed-up and pro-
ductivity. They are, however, mof yet prepared 10 break
through the resistance of the bureaucracy to launch a major
offensive against emplovers and the government on pay.

This is shown not merely in the overall strike fgures given
earlier, but is confirmed by the most important disputes which
have taken place in the last period.

#« At Brtish Leyland, huge defeats were suffered
throughout the downturn; indeed, given the depressed state of
the company, they started even before it. The slight economic
upturn, in this case reinforced by the introduction of the
Metrg, led, just before Chrisimas, 1o the first real moves in
years towards a real struggle on pay by a major section of the
workforce. This was not sufficient to overcome the tremendous
campaign of sabotage by the bureaucracy but it was the closest
run thing for a long time with key plants, notably Cowley,
voting strongly for a strike and significant minorities for it
elsewhere. It was followed, logically in view of economic cir-
cumstances, by the most determined fight against productivily
and speed-up at Longbridge since the introduction of the Ed-
wardes plan. This was followed in turn by a major strike againsi
redundancies in the truck division. Despite the defeats sulTered
this is still the first time for several years that eny major fight
back has taken place in British Leyland.

+ At Fords, a significant strugele against speed-up and the
management’s productivity drive continued throughout the
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recession. The well-organised and militant Halewood plant
secured some important victories. Dagenham was defeated. As
one would expect no major pay struggles took place during the
economic downturn. The begining of industrial upturn in the
second half of 1981, was accompanied by the most significant
move towards a pay strike at Ford since the struggle that smash-
ed the last Labour government's wage controls in 1978. The
final vote at the beginning of 1982 was very close despite an
enormous campaign by the bureaucracy, and a whole series of
plants voted against the national union leadership recommen-
dation to accept the company’s offer.

+ The ASLEF dispute was again an example of exactly the
type of industrial struggle one would expect 1o sce waged at this
point of the economic cycle. It is indeed notable for the extreme
determination with which it was waged by the train drivers, and
ihe solidarity given them by other workers. It was also notable
for the fierce determination of the employers Lo impose their
will. It would be idle ta expect in present economic conditions
some massive struggle by rail workers to push up their wages;
but their serious struggle on productivity does show that their
underlying strength is not defeated.

The bulk of the working class does not enjoy the strength of
the miners. The big majority of defensive struggles are lost. But
the definite upturn in struggles since the middle of 1981 shows
the real qualitative nature of the situation. lts overall develop-
ment appears still to be following the pattern it has shown since
the war, and more particularly since |968: setbacks and defen-
sive struggles in periods of economic downturn; fightbacks and
regaining of lost ground in periods of upturn. It is this cycle
which has both prevented the bourgeoisie finding any solution
{0 its economic crisis and prevented the working class suffering
any qualitative defeat.

This situation is of course not one for facile optimism. Over
the long term, successive cycles take place within a relation of
forces slowly moving against the working class on the economic
field. Fach downturn is more pronounced and each upturn
requires a harder struggle to win back less of what has been lost.
But it is simply impressionism to believe cither that, in the pre-
sent situation the ruling class can or has imposed a stunning
once-and-for-all defeat on the working class which rotally
hreaks its ability to resist, or, on the other hand, that the
periodic upturns in the trade union strugele represent any kind
of pre-revolutionary upsurge to overthrow capitalism, The
working class in Britain is much too strong organisationally and
socially 1o be rapidly crushed by the ruling class. The
bourgeoisic is too strong to be overthrown by any outburst of
sconomic strugeles, no matter how militant, by the working
class. The resulting interplay of class forces creates increasingly
severe fluctuations in the class siruggle with great victories for
ane side being met with counter-offensives from the other.

Battles are getting more and more bitter with greater and
greater stakes involved. As Table 5 shows, there has already
been a dramatic trend rowards fewer but bigger and longer
strikes since the early 1960s; a trend which is undoubtedly the
direct result of high unemployment and employers’ determina-
tion to resist wage demands: workers need (o struggle much
longer in the economic conditions of the {ate 1970s and the
1980s than they did prior to the onset of mass unemployment —
a fact which discourages many workers, especially in smaller
companies or workplaces, from going into struggle.

Tabie 5: Percentage of strike days lost in strikes

costing 200,000 worker-days or more

1960 1965 1970 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

B B 33 4 — 3 41 il
Source: Beecham Updating the Downturn, International Socialism 14,
Autumn 1981

As the trade union struggles get more bitter and the fluctua-
tions of gains and losses by each class become more extreme,
the whole process is becoming increasingly intertwined with the

major political crisis which the failure to resolve the situation in
its own interests is creating for both classes. The end result will
be an enormous explosion and a decisive confrontation on the
political field which will determine the relation of class forces
for a considerable period.

But we have by no means arrived at this situation vet, nor
will we in & short time span. Thatcherism has net broken the
resistance of the working class and there is no reason (o expect
that the present upturn will not (and given that the recession oul
of which it is developing is far deeper than in previous post-war
experience, it is to be expected that there will be a longer than
normal delay) give rise in the medium term to & real attempt by
the working class to defend and win back losses in real wages.
This will in turn create vet another intensification of what will
undoubtedly prove a prolonged crisis of British capitalism.

Thatcherism and the SDP

This now brings us to the real core of the problems facing the
British ruling class. The key to Thaicher's policies and their
risks and possibilities for the ruling class lies not in economics
but in pofitics, It is here, and not in terms of some non-existent
economic irrationality, that the contradictions of Thatcherism
are concentrated, In Labour at the Crossroads Geolf Hodgson
argued that:* There is no clear ecanomic rationale to
monetarism.’ But Thatcherism is perfectly rational and
coherent for the ruling class given one set of assumptions con-
cerning the political relation of forces between the classes in
Britain. It is totally irrational and even disastrous given
another. If the tvpes of cuts in living standards and conditions
imposed by Thatcher could be maintained during an economic
upturn and over & long period of time then the ruling class
would have succeeded in something very fundamental indeed.
It would have brought about a major and permanent shift in
the economic relation of [orces between capital and labour in
Britain.

On that basis, of course, of a real qualitative defeat of the
working class, British capitalism could begin to catch up with
its rivals at last. Such a situation would however mean, presup-
pose and require a complete transformation of the political
sitwation in the couniry.

A defear of the working class on this scale, the greatest since
ihe 1926 Gieneral Strike, would necessarily have 1o be carried
through and take place at every level of society. It could not be
sconfined’ to economics. The ability of the working class to
resist would have to be broken in the economy, in society, and,
above all, in their concentrated expression in politics.

This is what marks Thatcher out as a radically new 1ype of
Prime Minister in recent British history. She has seized the net-
tle that it is palitics which is the key to the solution of the inter-
nal economic problems facing the British ruling class. Her
predecessor Heath did this in the field of international relations
in embarking on a major reoricntation of foreign policy away
from iotal subordination to the United States and towards
alliance with the EEC: but he pursued a traditional “technicist’
economic policy internally — embarking on a major refla-
tionary policy in response to unemployment in 1971-72 for ex-
ample.

Thatcher has carried the idea of politics being the directly
determining question into internal economic issues as well. Her
extreme deflationary policies have an internal pofitical logic.
She believes thai by these means the resistance of the working
class can be decisively smashed 5o thal even in any subsequent
economic upturn it will not fight to regain what it has lost. She
believes it is possible to bring about a permanent shift in the
relation of forces between the ruling class and the working class
to the favour of the former sufficient to begin to catch up with
Britain's imperialist rivals. This is the political assumption on
which Thatcher's economic policies make full sense.

If, on the other hand, Thaicher does not succeed in bringing
about such a major shift in the relation of class forces against
the working class than her policies are indeed incoherent and
irrational from the point of view of the key sectors of industrial
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capital. She will have radically deflaied the economy, per-
manently reduced the manufacturing base of the country,
created innumerable bankrupicies, in order simply lateér (o see
the working class take back what it has lost. Under these cir-
cumstances the ruling class would have no serious alternative
but to dump Thatcher and at least temporarily find a different
tactic for dealing with the situation.

[t is this political question, which relates to the overall rela-
tion of class forces, which explains the divisions within the rul-
ing class and the Tory Party which opened up over Thatcher’s
course. She has been referred to as an extremely “doctrinaire”
and ‘theoretical’ Prime Minister. This is false. She is in fac
simply an extremely pofitical one. It is the political risks which
she is taking which create the divisions within capital over her
policies.

Divisions inside the ruling class

The initial period of Thatcher's government posed no major
problems for all the different sectors of the ruling class to unite
behind her. But they supported her for different reasons. Bank-
ing capital, concentrated in the City of London, had a direct
and continuing economic interest in her policies. Soaring in-
terest rates to enforce her monetarist policies created record
bank profits. Barclayv's Bank at least temporarily overtook its
US competitors to become the largest bank in the world, Bank-
ing capital also benefited from other aspecis of Thatcher's
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policies — notably the complete decontrol of foreign exchange
and the high exchange rate of the pound against other curren-
cies — which opened up major new opportunities for foreign
invesiment and foreign operations.

T'hese benefits became so large that in the budget of 1981
the government was forced to introduce & nominal tax on
‘excess’ bank profits; this, of course, only touched a small part
of their gains.

To give some idea of the scale of banking capital’s direct
benefit from Thatcher's policies we need only note that the
average real profit on British manufacturing capital by the first
half of 1981 was down to 2.25 per cent. In contrast interest pay-
ment on seven-day deposits with banks was 14 per cent at the
beginning of 1982. In short it is over five times as profitable to
put money in a bank as 1o invest it in industry! Mo wonder that
manufacturing investment fell 15 per cent in real terms from an
already historically depressed starting point during 1979
(Economist, 19 January 1982, p2l).

Under these circumstances, of course, banking capital is
fully satisfied for the present policies of Thatcher to continue
more or less indefinitely. It is only some political event, a sign
that the governmenl was losing control of internal political
stability, that would lead the powerful British banks and finan-
cial institutions to want @ major change in the government'’s
line. Banking capital is a long term struciural supporter of
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‘Thatcherism'.

The situation for induostrial capital, however, is much more
conjunciural and depends on the relatively short term develop-
ment of the situation. In particular its relation to the Thatcher
government depends on politics and the overall relation of class
farces. Clearly, like banking capital, industrial capital hopes
that Thatcher will succeed. As the crucial test of the upturn has
not yet arrived, it would be foolish indeed (o withdraw its sup-
port before at least the first substantial results become evident.
But with so many risks in the Thatcherite strategy it is not sur-
prising that the more farsighted representatives of the capitalist
class are forced to prepare other alternatives.

The Social Democratic Party

It is at this point that the SDP-Liberal Alliance enters ruling
class strategy. Its significance for the British ruling class has to
be approached not through the superficial indices of opinion
polls but through the much more basic question of capital
accumulation and its interrelation to the political system in
Britain.

As we have already noted all major sections of the British
ruling ¢lass supported Thatcher during the period of down-
swing of the economic cycle. Alf will continue to do so of course
as long as she continues to have success in attacks on the work-
ing class. The Tory *wets' have been more quiet of late not out
of changes in ideas but simply because Thatcher has had some
successes in 1981, Ruling class opposition is the effect, not the
cause, of successes apgainst Thatcher.

Banking capital, as we have already seen, has a permanent
structural interest in undiluted Thatcher-type policies. In-
dustrial capital however faces the threat that any serious work-
ing class resistance will lead to the collapse of Thatcher's
strategy amid major internal economic and political contradic-
tions. Furthermore it is far too risky at present to accept the
threat of the election of a divided and unreliable Labour
government, The role of the SDP-Liberals is to create the
possibility for the imposition of a more preanisationally and
politically flexible system of bourgeois governments which can
be operated in periods not only of economic downturn but also
those of relative upturn.

It is radically false to believe that the bourgeoisie is primari-
Iy concerned with the formation of an ‘Alliance’ government
after the next clection. Not merely do the SDP and Liberals
realistically have little chance of doing so, but an SDP-Liberal
government would be institutionally weak, unstable, and liable
to collapse rapidly leaving bourgeois politics in crisis. The SDP-
Liberals are not going to replace either the Tories or Labour,
and their 40-45 per cent standing in the opinion polls gained at
the end of 1981 is an historical accident. The Alliance parties
will in all probability be the weaker force after both the major
parties.

What is more the SDP-Liberals are well aware of this. They
are the first significant parties in British history to campaign ex-
plicitly on the basis that even if elected their first action would
be to introduce a change in the electoral system that would en-
sure they never had a majority again! The introduction of pro-
portional representation would lead not to an SDP-Liberal
government but to a permanent situation of coalition govern-
ment, with the SDP-Liberals as the ‘permanent’ brokers and
thereby a key link in ruling class policy.

There is no doubt what the ruling class would fike to
achieve with the SDP: for it to replace the Labour Party as the
alternative to the Tories. If Thaicher can hammer the working
class economically and the SDP hammer Labour politically,
then indeed the ruling class would have taken an enormous step
forward in radically reshaping the situation in Britain. The role
of the SDP-Liberals would then be simple. If Thatcher's
attacks were basically working, but simply lacked a small
element of electoral support, then a Conservative-Alliance
government, probably with a new Prime Minister, would con-
tinue Thatcher's policies essentially unchanged.

If however Thatcher's policies should crash amid mounting

working class resistance then the Alliance also plays a crucial
role — only this time not in alliance with the Tories but with
Labowr. The programme of such a government would be carry-
ing through a major programme of wage controls, implicitly
accepted for example in the recemt TUC Programme for
Recovery, The ‘job creation’ part of that plan, in which the
bourgeoisie has no interest, would of course never be
implemented and in practice would be abandoned even by the
labour bureaucracy.

We can therefore clearly summarise the situation of ruling
class strategy in Britain today. At present all sections of the rul-
ing class are united behind Thatcher and will be as long as she
has relative successes. It is therefore against Thatcher’s govern-
ment that the chief artacks of the labour movement musi be
directed. But the more Farsighted representatives of the ruling
class understand that there is little chance of her policies suc-
ceeding over the timescale required. Other more flexible alter-
natives must also be prepared. Hence the SDP, and its alliance
with the Liberals. It plays immediately the role of the tool in
weakening any possibility of Labour winning the election.
More sirategically it lays the basis for a more flexible system of
bourgeois pelitical domination.

The SDP-Liberals, along with reorganisation of the elec-
toral system, therefore provide a neat potential way of tying
together political and economic strategy for the bourgeoisic. In
periods of downturn, a simple deflationist Tory, or Tory-
dominated coalition government can be put in place and direct
alliance with the trade union and labour bureaucracy ignored.
In any economic upturn where the working class fights back, an
SDP-Labour ¢coalition could attempt to hold back living stan-
dards through an incomes policy to make the work of the nex
Tory/coalition government easier. Meanwhile, because it
would have to bear the main responsibility for policing the
policy, Labour would decline in popularity even more than the
SDP in such a coalition, weakening the working class politically
as well as economically. Meanwhile preparations for such coali-
tions, or simply threats of SDP gains, would powerfully rein-
force the right wing inside the Labour Party and trade union
bureaucracy — as indeed they already have done.

Conclusion
The next vears are of crucial importance for British politics and
the warkers' movement. The labour movement however con-
tinues to be extremely unprepared for what is coming. Large
paris of the Labour left and the Labour leadership as a whole
continue to think that Thatcherism will collapse under the im-
pact of its internal economic contradictions. They orient to the
very policies, notably wage controls, that are the backbone of
the future coalitionist politics with the SDP. They watch the
latest fluctuations of opinion polls in the hope that the SDP will
go away of its own accord, rather than waging a real fight
against it.

The axes of such a fight flowing from the above analysis can
be summed up in four points:
1} Thatcherism will nor collapse because of its own internal
problems or resistance from the ruling class. It is only mass
action against it, with the final aim of bringing it and any future
Tory government down, that will end it.
2) In order to prepare itself for this struggle and against the rul-
ing class manoeuvres which will surround it, the labour move-
ment has to completely reject any coalition with the SDP and
the policies, above all wage controls on which it would be
based.
3) As the alternative to the de facto projects of coalition with
the SDP and Liberals the left inside the labour movement has to
develop a real socialist policy which it both fights for now and
seeks o pledge a future Labour government to.
4) Building a mass campaigning, democratic Labour Party and
movement which Tights for these goals.

It is out of these struggles combined with the immense
clashes in world paolitics that a real revolutionary socialist alter-
native in Britain will be built.
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LESSONS OF SOLIDARNOSC

JEAN-YVES POTEL

Resistance to martial law in Poland
continues. Inevitably the Polish workers are
assessing the events of the last 18 months to
prepare the next wave of struggle against the

bureaucratic regime.
In the introduction to a new Pluto Press
book The Summer Before The Frost

Jean-Yves Potel assesses the debates

within the Solidarnosc leadership prior to the
military crackdown.

Inexorably, the movement began increasingly to pose the
question of power. In August, Jacek Kuron had noted; ‘One
senses a terrible impatience, which is becoming more and more
acute, a feeling that people can no longer tolerate what is going
on. For a lot of people this means that the time has come (o
challenge and overturn the authorities’. And in September, Jan
Litynski wrote: *At this moment, evervbody is perfectly well
aware that the authorities are not going to change by
themselves, and that it is up to us to do it." However, at this
moment the tactics adopted by the Solidarity leadership
showed their inadequacy. Bujak, president ol the union’s
Warsaw branch, pointed this out in August: *“Our movement is
growing weaker (...) Union members do not understand the
tactics adopted by the leadership (....) | realised this when |
went to a meeting in Ursus. It was only when [ said that all this
self-management activity was leading to taking power, that
people understood and said OK (...) At the moment, people are
waiting for a clear programme.’

In effect, the Solidarity leadership saw the building of self-
management as their only means of winning economic power
and enabling the countrv to emerge from the crisis. But the
leadership was divided as to the concrete forms which, at a
political level, an agreement with the government could take.
Furthermaore, the seif-management movement was developing
too slowly. Ten days before the coup d'é&at, Tveodnik
Solidarnosc published a balance-sheet of the self-management
experience. Jacek Merkel explained that the movement had
affected only between 15 and 20 per cent of enterprises. ..

A confrontation became unavoidable, and Jaruzelski was
thought more readily able 1o take it on than Solidarity. He
anticipated a certain amount of support within the ‘silent
majority” and the mass of *don’t knows", which had undeniably
grown in number during those final weeks., A sizeable
section of the population was worn out and fed up with the
shortages of goods, as well as being disappointed in Solidarity
and confused by government propaganda. Some began to look
1o the army for a restoration of order. For example, an opinion
poll carried out by the union in Warsaw in mid-November,
showed that 26 per cent of people supported the abolition of the
right to strike being proposed by the central committee of the
PUWP. And, compared with the previous opinion polls, this
was an enormous number, Finally, Jaruzelski's reservations (if
reservations there were!) were quickly dispelled under the com-
bined pressure of the hawks within the Party apparatus, and the
Soviel Union.

According to official Soviet sources, the general had out-
lined his plan to representatives of the Warsaw Pact on the
occasion of three meetings at the beginning of December. The
first in Moscow, with Warsaw Pact defence ministers; the se-

cond in Bucharest, with ministers of Foreign Affairs; and the
third in Prague, with the heads of the various press agencies.
“Thus a three-tier military, diplomatic and ideological opera-
tion had been set in motion, as the first step towards martial
law. Marshal Khulikov apparently had the twin tasks of over-
seeing the execution of the operation, and of giving orders to
the two Soviet divisions stationed within Poland's borders.”

At the political level, the military operation was conceived
in two stages, with a view 10 aggravating dissension within the
union. On 4 November, Jaruzelski began negotiations with the
Church and with Solidarity, towards an agreement on national
unity, but he insisted on putting forward positions that were
unacceptable, and he used the mass media, of which he has a
monopoly, to spread slanders. He had a precise objective: to
make Solidarity publicly responsible for the breakdown of
negotiations. On 22 November, as if to ally suspicions, he end-
ed the deployment of the special military brigades which since
October, had been lesting the tension throughout the country,
On 24 November Marshal Khulikov arrived in Warsaw, and on
27-28 November, the general announced to the plenary session
of the ceniral committiee that the right to strike was to be
suspended, and that he would be given exceptional powers.

From that moment on, evenis moved very gquickly, and the
army went directly onto the offensive. The Solidarity leader-
ship was caught up in the trap of negotiations on ‘national
unity”, but they very soon realised the nature of the confronta-
tion which was being prepared. On 3 December, in Radom, the
union's presidiom saw the coming clash as unavoidable, and on
11-12 December, the national commission adopted, virtually
unanimously, a programme [o counter it: an immediate general
strike il parliament voted Jaruzelski exceptional powers; a
referendum on self-management before 15 February; and ree
elections. But it was too late. In the night hours of Saturday-
Sunday 12-13 December, the army began its wave of arrests and
Jaruzelski proclaimed martial law. . .

So [ would like to turn my attention 1o the question of the
apparent disarray within the union’s leadership. 1 see its main
cause in that extraordinary disjunction which has been revealed
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during the 16 months of siruggle — between, on the one hand,
the strength, the dynamism and the determination of this social
movement, and on the other hand, the weakness and lack of
strategic preparedness of its leadership. The two aspects of this
paradox must be analysed as they interact with each other; so as
to avoid false explanations, such as those which accuse the
union of bureaucratisation, Catholicism or nationalism ...

The lack of political preparedness of the union’s leadership
for the military clamp-down was recognised explicity by one of
Solidarity’s main leaders, Zbigniew Bujak, who has managed
to go underground. In an interview with the New York Times,
he says: ‘It was beocming clear that the authorities were prepar-
ing for a sizeable operation against the union (...) | would never
have imagined that the whole national commission and Lech
Walesa could be thrown into prison.” Obviously, these illusions
must be related to the power that Solidarity had acguired within
society as a whole. No doubt, success had gone to the heads of
the leadership. But, more importantly, these illusions were the
result of the strategic orientation adopied by Solidarity. Con-
sensus on this orientation was maintained up till the decisions
taken in October 1981 by the Solidarity leadership to par-
ticipate in a ‘social contract” which was to compromise three in-
separable elements: “an anti-crisis agreement” which would be
‘the first proof of a cooperation beiween the authorities and
society'; ‘an agreement on economic reform’, which would re-
quire a ‘cooperation in the direction of radical change'; and an
agreement on the establishment of a self-managed republic
which would outline ‘perspectives and means towards the
democratisation of the institutions of public life®.

It was on this point, that the principal divergences emerged.
The nub of the problem was how to define the precise content
of the social contract. Given the level of people®s mistrust of the
PUWP, signed agreements tend to be seen in the same light as
the peace treaties of yesteryear between white Americans and
Indians. They are only put into force if the balance of power
requires it. Furthermore, the choice of a number of priority
objectives — economic reform, sell-management, civil liber-
ties, eic — increasingly led Solidarity's national leadership to
seek 1o concentrate its forces and limit local conflicts. The latter
far from being the work of undisciplined militants, were, most
of the time, natural reactions to objective situations, Thus, ever
since the Bydgoszcz events, the trade union leadership faced a
permanent dilemma: either it took up an intransigent position
in every single conflict, and in that eveni ran the risk of bringing
about a national confrontation over quite minor issues; or il
conserved its strength for dealing with those few basic points,
In conditions such as these it is easy to understand the problems
and difficulties which the union was experiencing in developing
its policies, from the summer onwards. In a sense, the confron-
tational outcome initiated by Jaruzelski was unavoidable.

Discussions on the national commission and within the
Inter-Enterprise Strike Committee dwelt on the guestion of
how to get out of this dilemma, and how, practically, 1o define
the movement's new objectives. People were more and more
convinced that, without a firm position on the crucial question
of power, it would not be possible 1o go forward and embark on
an effective set of economic reforms. Two positions dominated
this debate. The position of Jacek Kuron, supported by Lech
Walesa, was conceived within a continuity of the union’s
original orientation. It was a pragmatic conception. They
should move forward step by step, The union should aim at
reforming the system, and should remain within the framework
of the Gdansk agreements. Poland’s geo-political situation
could not be modified in the short term. Thus, the government
would have to be forced into an agreement.

Concretely, Jacek Kuron envisaged the formation of a
‘Government of Mational Agreement’, During a debate in War-
saw in mid-September, he explained: ‘The problem is. as
follows: can we put forward a programme of gradual reform,
and presume at the same time that power will remain in the
same hands as at present? ls it not likely that such a reform
would prove impossible? One has the impression that this is

what life teaches us {...) Even if the realisation of a programme
of reforms from the ha:-: were 10 prove impossible, we would
have to gather the whole of society around this programme,
because only in this way would evervone come to see the
authorities as being responsible for the confrontation, and if it
should come to conflict, the government would very soon lose,
as happened at the time of the Bydgoszcz events. One could
then set up a Government of National Agreement, which would
set the date for elections, and would introduce reforms. (...)
The USSR would be obliged to accept such an agreement. This
government would be formed *“in the heat of the moment” and
would have the the support of the Party, the church and the
unmion.”’, . .

The counter position, while not explicitly breaking with the
general framework of pragmatism, feit that the only adequate
response to the provocations and incompetence of the regime
was to build the self-management movement, and to defend it
by ‘active’ strike action. This tactic was included in the electoral
platform of the leadership elected on the occasion of the Lodz
regional congress, in July 1981, It contained a clearer vision of
the government’s manoeuvres. Shortly after the coup d’état,
one of the Lodz leaders, Zbigniew Kowalewski, outlined the
position: *We were convinced that the regime was evolving in
the direction of a military dictatorship, but we thought that it
would be a long-term process. We thought that, as Solidarity
went on growing and concentrating its forces, the regime would
harden into the form of what we called a **military-police’” dic-
tatorship. Thus we did envisage the possibility of a coup d'état,
but in a more distant future. We thought that the dictatorship
would use every means in order to guarantee its legality, for
example, by voting measures through parliament [o support it:
and in our view, any such voting in parliament would still be
subject to the existing balance of forces. In short, we thought
that we still had time left to prepare ourselves.’

After the police evacuation of the firemen’s college in War-
saw on 2 December, the Lodz militants were of the opinion
that: *The country was entering a second revolutionary situa-
tion. (...) Within the rank and file there was a general fecling,
not of frustration, but of the necessity of taking over the
management of our own affairs. It is significant that at that
stage, the idea of the *active strike’’ which we had put forward
in August, was taken up at the base. An “‘active strike'" means
that strike committees take over power within the enterprises,
as well as the control of production and distribution: in other
words, a seizure of economic power by the working class within
the framework created by Solidarity and the self-management
movemeni. The inquirics which we carried out among trade
unionists have shown that 65 per cent of workers were in favour
of the “‘active strike’’ as a means of radical siruggle, and thal
only 12 per cent were in favour of a general strike. In the large
enterprises, the number of workers supporting the *“‘active
strike”’ rose to B0 per cent.’ In mid-November, the idea began
to spread to the whole country, and the National Commission
mecting of 12 December adopted it as a principle. But it was too
late. So, there was an orientation at hand which seemed more
effective againt the regime’s threats, but it was too slowly
adopted as an alternative. Furthermore, there was a lack of
clarity as to its likely political outcome. Was this orientation ex-
pected to lead to a seizure of power, or to an agreement with the
the government dominated by the Party?

Finally, and this is probably the greatest weakness of this
revolutionary process, the various political issues were govern-
ed by an overestimation of the extent of the regime’s crisis, and
an overestimation of the movement's strength. Following the
army take-over of 13 December, any resurgence of the Polish
revolution will require its leaders to undertake a clear reassess-
ment of this question. The stakes here are high, inasmuch as
this movement has raised hopes throughout the Socialist bloc,
and any advance of democratic and self-managed socialism
within those countries will depend, in large part, on the lessons
that are drawn from the Polish experience.




THE LAURENCE SCOTT STORY

For nearly a year 650 engineering workers at
the Laurence Scott factory in Manchester
fought for their right to work in a trail-
blazing struggle that still inspires militants

throughout British industry. Pete Clifford,
Phil Penning and Patrick Sikorski tell the
story and draw some conclusions.

‘We want to be Manchester workers not Doncaster Rovers’,
said the placards that went up outside the Laurence Scott fac-
tory on 24 April 1981, The 650 engineers there, faced with the
prospect of their factory being closed on 10 July had said ‘no’
1o their new owner Arthur Snipe of the Doncaster-based Min-
ing Supplies. Ten months later it took a 500-strong army of
police, spearheaded by the Tactical Aid Group (the Greater
Manchester SPG) to finally smash up what had been one of the
maost bitter and hard fought trade union struggles in recent
YECArs,

After the strike was finally broken, the Dailv Mirror
described Snipe as ‘*Britain's toughest boss’. But the real
reasons for the defeat were succinctly put by Denis Barry, the
works convenor and sirike committee chairperson: *We were
defeated by the national unien leadership and the police, not by
Snipe.” With greal determination the strikers defied the deci-
sion of the AUEW engineering union leadership (o withdraw
official backing from the strike in July 1981. In the heat of the
struggle they combined the best traditions of rank and file
solidarity with new ways ol political campaigning in the
industrial unions.

Only by breaking this new ground — highlighted most
dramatically by appearing with Benn on his deputy leadership
clection platforms in front of meetings of thousands — were
the Scott’s workers able to fight on after July. With all illusions
in the Tull time leadership gone and their eyes firmly on the rank
and file as the only guaranteed source of solidarity, the Scott’s
workers campaigned up and down the land, But they never
made the mistake ol attempling to bypass the official struc-
tures, As a result many labour movement figures were forced 1o
support resolutions, give donations and sign statements,
however reluctantly.

A Laker-siyvle boss

Arthur Snipe is the type of get-rich-quick *Freddie Laker®
style boss that Thatcherism has promoted. His own company
Mining Supplies 1ook over the Scotl’s group for £5.8m in a
‘dawn raid® when it was valued at £18.7m. Like Mining Sup-
plies, Scott’s mainly produced machinery for the Coal Board.
Smipe’s aim was (o grab the group, rationalise and remove a
competitor and boost his own profits. For his plan to succeed
the sirong union organisation at the profitable Manchester ac-
tory had te go. Snipe claimed there was nothing unusual in clos-
ing the factory. ‘Factories are closing every day’, he declared.

With unemployment at 3 million Snipe had a point.
Employers like Snipe have managed 1o gel away with this due to
the lack of any fight from the national union leaders. In the "60s
and "70s before the current slump, factory by factory action
could vield results. But from the time of the IMF intervention
and Labour's Social Contract a ceriain reluctance to confront
the Tories has arisen in the absence of fighting national policies
and leadership.

In September 1980 engineers' leader Terrv Duffy told his
members in a special pamphlet on unemployment to rely on his
good relations with the Tories. In a 21 point programme his
advice to engineers was first of all: ‘Do nothing which would
further reduce your companies’ competitiveness’. As a result
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Doncaster Rovers supporters backing Snipe

during Duffy’s term of office the industrv as a whole had lost
HL000 jobs in the two years up 10 1981,

Snipe was taking on a factory with a tradition of strong rank
and file leadership. Firsi to ocoupv in the engineers’ sit-ins
which swept the Manchester area in 1972, the stewards had
forced the pace in the area on wages and conditions. When fac-
ed with closure the workforce took their union’s policy of
opposing closures al face value. Local union officials, n-
cluding John Tocher, AUEW divisional orgamser. had backed
the sit-in, giving the workers confidence that the union would
stick by them,

But Snipe wasted no time. He moved onto the attack hoping
1o turn the minority opposed to the strike into a majority, First
he said he wouldn't pay their redundancy monev, Then he seni
threatening letters 1o each worker's home, And finally he paid
the redundancy money with an announcement of the
immediate closure of the factory. All these manouevres simply
hardened the resolve of the workforce who were spon
unanimous in backing the strike. The stewards organised all the
workers on a rota basis to ensure their involvement in the sit-in
and from this solid base were able to build unity against Smipe’s
scare tactics. They knew that with £2%m worth of motors in
the factory they had some strength. Activists were sent oul
across the country to gather support and the AUEW s National
Committee was lobbied. National backing for a factory dispute
was won in record time.

The sirikers began to meet stewards from local factories
who had been involved in fighting redundancies, especially
those from Gardner's who had recently won a seven week long
fight against management's attempis 10 sack several hundred
workers. They had also made an important breakthrough by
winning a worksharing agreement to avoid further sacking at-
tempis. But there were big differences between Gardner's and
Scott’s. Hawker Siddley, the owners of Gardner’s, wanted a
slimmed-down workforce, not a complete closure. With a bulg-
ing export-led order book they did not want a long dispute. But
Snipe was prepared to sit it out,

The strikers knew they would be in a stronger position if
they could affect Snipe’s whole operations. The stewards form-
ed an Action Committee headed by Denis Barry to plan the
extension of the fight to the Doncaster factory of Mining Sup
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plies. John Tocher had arranged a meeting beiween the then
convenor Bob Penchion and Yorkshire miners' leader Arthur
Scargill. Scargill side-stepped. He agreed to black but only if
the Mining Supplies group as a whole was shut down by the
AUEW. As the other plants were in Blantyre and Norwich this
presented a severe geographical problem, on top of which the
union organisation al these two plants was very weak.

Climbing the bureaucratic ladder

Discussions between the engineering and miners” union leaders
climbed the bureaucratic ladder until eventually the miners’
president Joe Gormley met Confederation of Engineering and
Shipbuilding Unions (CSEU) General Secretary Alex Ferry.
The result was hardly earthshattering — a phone call of protest
from Gormley to Coal Board Chairman Derek Ezra about us-
ing firms run by people like Snipe! Snipe realised that the of-
ficials were not prepared to rock the boat. To extend the bat-
tle would involve them in a wholesale conlrontation not only
with engineering employers but also with the NCR, as blacking
of essential machinery would lead to miners being laid off,

The strikers were getting more and more frustrated, so the
action committee planned a two week campaign to launch a fly-
ing picket on the Mining Supplies parent factory in Doncaster
to cut off essential supplies and close the plant. Union officials
panicked. Picketing meant confronting not only Snipe, but also
the Tories” Employment Act which had been in force for overa
year. It had hardly been used against the unions. But leaders
like Boyd and Duffly had used the threat of the Act Lo discipline
their own ranks.

They first advised, then pleaded with and then threatened
the strikers not to picket Doncaster, The officials claimed that
they had persuaded Snipe to talk, but only on condition there
was no picketing. But the strikers knew the stakes for Snipe
were high and went ahead. Within days, the 200 strikers
mobilised in the 24 hour picketing operation sixty miles from
Manchester had brought Snipe to the negotiating table. Boyd
and Duffy, anxious to end the strike, concluded a national
agreement on 10 July in just six hours of talks which guaranteed
virtually nothing. The factory was to be kept open on a 2 day
week for three months and then the position would be review-
ed. This was actually worse than the position befare the dispute
started when they had at least been promised a 5 day week for
three months.

Boyd and Duffy, armed with this agreement, moved to
break the strike. Boyd wrote to Tocher instructing that a mass
meeting be convened to ‘terminate” the strike. Timed to coin-
cide with & court hearing brought by Snipe to evict the strikers
from the factory, the meeting was to be held 5 miles from the
factory itself. The workforce was in no mood to accept this.
Out of the flying picket a stronger stewards'committee had been
elected with Denis Barry as the new convenor. The stewards
responded to the bureaucratic back door dealing with a fine
display of democracy. As though inspired by Poland's Solidar-
nosc, mass meetings were held daily and the stewards' commit-
tee was opened Lo all those with proposals on how to fight.

The workforce voted with only 16 against to endorse the
stewards’ rejection of the agreement. To protect their future
and their union organisation they wanted nothing less than a
guarantee of no enforced redundancies. The strikers returned
to the factory after lobbying the court hearing and agreed to
ignore the court order for their eviction and to fight on.

Despite a letter from Tocher stressing the strikers’ solidarity
and urging them to reconsider, Boyd and Duffy were determin-
ed to ride roughshod over the dispute. They ensured that the
AUEW Executive Committee endorsed their termination of the
dispute, in flagrant contravention of the union's rule book
which only gives this right to the members in dispute and their
district committee.

The Scott’s workers turned to their Engineering Union
District Committee — Manchester Morth — for defence against
Boyd and Duffy. A strong lobby of strikers ensured that a
resolution of support was passed. But the Broad Lefi-

dominated district leadership claimed that apart from local
support and protest resolutions they were powerless in the face
of Boyd and Duffy. The District Committee maintained its sup-
port for Scott’s until the end. But at no time did it mobilise the
kind of backing needed 1o ensure the sort of victory needed by
Scott's and every engineering worker. The same is true of the
Manchester No 29 District Confederation of Enginecring
Unions.

Back to Roberts Arundel?

Back in 1968 some thousands of Manchester engineers had
mobilised in support of the Roberts Arundel picket line. Then
the shop stewards, in a situation of mass unemployment, could
mobilise the rank and file on single factory issues simply by
having a militant shop organisation, Today the stewards can
still mobilise a minority, But to mobilise the majority round an
issue like Scott's it has to be put in the context of building a
mass campaign of direct industrial action for measures to solve
unemployment, like the 35 hour week, and to defeat Tebbit's
Bill. Outside of this it is understandable that with 4 million
unemployed, workers won't risk the sack for a few mormings’
picketing.

This big change has not come about because the stewards
have ceased to organise in the factories. The class as a whole is
undefeated and basic factory organisation remains intact.
Where there have been some of the biggest setbacks, as in
British Leviand, there has also been a laver of new voung
stewards coming foward to lead campaigns, such as that against
the recent 4 per cent wage offer and then the four weck *tea
break’ strike over conditions. The problems at Scott’s resulted
rather from national political developments as the bosses
successfully fought back against stewards’ power in the mid-
seventies.

In 1976 the hero of the Manchester stewards, Hugh
Scanlon, together with Jack Jones, became the McNee and
Anderton of Labour's Social Contract. Even two vears into the
Labour government’s term of office the Manchester stewards
had again mobilised thousands to another picket — this time at
Automat's. Every factory in the Confed had a set day on which
to mobilise. Scott’s stewards decided to mobilise every day. But
as Wilson, Callaghan, Scanlon and Jones preached the gospel
of the ‘national interest and tightening our belis’ the hesitation
and doubts crept in as unemployment slowly began to mount,
speed-ups arrived and voluntary redundancies were called for,
Then in 1977 Scanlon turned on the Heathrow engineers and
the BL toolmakers.

The Broad Left leadership which had put Scanlon into
power had no intention of rocking the boat under a Labour
government by breaking with Scanlon and the Social Contract.
The Communist Party was always the driving force behind the
Broad Lefts. Their strategy of alliances with left bureaucrats
like Scanlon left them helpless when the same people turned
round and attacked the membership. Once the full timers get
into power they will consistently pull up the ladder behind them
unless they are constantly accountable to the membership and
to fighting policies.

But the Scott’s workers shrugeed off these handicaps. The
strikers obtained a statement of support from local MP Charles
Morris. Using this and the resolution from the Manchester
Morth District they turned outwards to break their isolation. All
2,600 branches of the AUEW were mailed and Labour MPs of
all shades confronted over their attitude 1o this fight for the
right 10 work. Support Mooded in and 114 Labour MPs were
signed up to back the strugele. Both Benn and Silkin,
candidates in the Labour deputy leadership battle, were per-
suaded to visit the factory and identify with the fight,

Using this and a rising number of AUEW branches backing
the struggle they produced 15,000 copies of a strike bulletin
which was distributed through a series of nationwide tours,
including special delegations to the TUC and Labour Party
conferences. Linking themselves up with Pann, who acted as a
focus for those who wanted to fight bac.  they spoke from his




platforms to strengthen their own fight. At several massive
meetings, on the same platform as Benn, Denis Barry pointed
the finger at the problem for the Scott’s struggle, and for the
lefts in the Labour Party — the trade union bureaucracy. Even
Broad Left leaders such as Ron Halverson (National Chairper-
son of the Communist Party) and Derek Robinson had (o speak
on the Scott’s platform.

The AUEW was divided down the middle with nearly half
the union's 2,600 branches sending in proteést resolutions to
their executive. It became a big issue in other unions not direct-
Iy connected with the dispute. At the Post Office engineer’s
special conference delegates backed a resolution on Scott's
against the advice of their leadership. This national campaign
of solidarity enormously strengthened the strikers’ confidence
and conviction not to buckle under the pressure from Boyd and
Duffy. Mot even letters from Labour's Chief Whip to MPs or
the withdrawal of backing by *left’ union leaders such as Ken
Gill, General Secretary of AUEW/TASS and Communist Par-
ty member, had any effect on the strikers.

Snipe sees his chance

Snipe was finding it very hard. In August the eviction by bailiffs
had simply mobilised more support, then an attack by Tactical
Aid Group police on the picket line 1o escort in management
scabs failed, and offers from Snipe of 150 jobs back were firmly
rejected. Bur with co-operation from the police and the silent
support of Duffy and Boyd, Snipe began to up the stakes. On 4
MNovember the picket line was broken by an SAS stvle helicopter
raid with enormous police protection. Snipe's flying scabs
enraged the labour movement. After a strong lobby Man-
chester North District Secretary Doug Daniels sent out a letter
calling for blacking action in support of the strikers.

Sensing an opportunity 1o extend the fight, the strikers with
help from unemployed trade unionists and the Right to Work
Campaign relaunched the Doncaster Mving picket. In the first
two weeks it met with more success than was expected; rank
and file miners’ leaders across Yorkshire and Derbyshire pledg-
ed their support. By the end of the first fortnight 35 pits had
agreed to black anvihing removed through the picket line. Once
again Snipe’s empire was shaking.

But Arthur Scargill maintained his earlier position that the
whole group had to be stopped before he would call for official
blacking. Scargill was running for the leadership of the NUM
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and did not want a bust up with engineering union leaders.
Meanwhile CSELU national officials were conducting a smear
campaign against Scott’s aimed at influencing miners’ leader
Gormley, who was very willing to instruct miners not 1o black.
Transport union drivers were also instructed to cross the picket
line. Once again union leaders feared that one successful strug-
gle for jobs won through *secondary’ picketing could lead to a
whole rash of ‘copy-cat’ struggles.

With no lead in the NUM and the decision of the right wing-
dominated National Committee of the AUEW to endorse the
position of the Executive, the blacking began to collapse and
with it the impact of the picket. Snipe used the Employment
Act to force the strike leaders off the picket line in the
knowledge that they were no longer in a position of strength.
The Doncaster picket was withdrawn, Knowing the picket at
Manchester was still a weapon on their side the strikers opted 1o
hit back directly at Bovd and Duffy. Nothing could be done in
the union about the dispute itself after the National Committee
decision short of leading a fight for removal of the right wing
leadership. The strike committee chose this option and called
under the union’s Rule 14 for a ballot to remove the leadership
— ten per cent of the branches were néeded (o back this. But
Boyd wrote to Manchester MNorth District Secretary Doug
Daniels forbidding him from any further involvement with the
strikers.

Snipe had a chance to make a new attack. But he had to
move before the Rule 14 campaign got going. With the backing
of a massive police operation costing an estimated £250,000,
500 police attacked the picket line on 16 February.

Appeals 1o local convenors for defence of the picker line
failed to mobilise any more than a handful of militants from the
local factories. Even if the Broad Left-dominated factory
leaderships had wanted to pull their members out, the setbacks
of the last few years for their strategy of waiting to get the right
leadership for the union would have made it very difficult for
them to pull it off. These defeats have built a real base in the
unions for the right wing ideas championed by Bovd and
Dulfly. Many former militant stewards have dropped out or
inevitably become more conservative.

Laurence Scott like the other nationally known struggles at
Gardner's and Lee Jeans clearly ook place well outside the
framework of protest that all sections of the bureaucracy, sup-
ported by the Communist Party, decided was appropriaie
under the Tories. Led by militants in the factories these sirug-
gles broke sharply with the line of 'persuading Thatcher to
change course’. The very meaning of their fight was: ‘Enough
is enough. We're going to force Thatcher and her bosses to
change course, otherwise we lose our very livelihoods.”

As with other struggles such as Royal Pride and Schreibers
in Manchester and 5taffa in East London, the leaderships were
outside the traditional Communist Party-led Broad Lef tradi-
tion. That the struggle was eventually broken is a reflection not
so much of any weaknesses on the part of the Scott’s workers as
Socialist Review, journal of the Socialist Workers Party
suggests, but rather of the weakness in leadership of the labour
movement. A growing polarisation by workers against the
employers is pushing forward new leaders out of these sharp
clashes. The old Broad Left is not structuring this. Rather the
kind of approach that the Scott's stewards provided points the
way — building a leadership which rejects the framework of
compromise with the employers, which is consistently anti-
bureaucratic and thoroughly democratic.

A fight by 650 engineers has shown just what is possible and
has inspired rank and file workers across the land. That
struggle for a new leadership is in the hands of a small minority
at this stage but one that can increasingly pose a challenge to the
emplovers. Building that new leadership will involve a struggle
alongside Benn and the existing national focus of the left in the
engineering union, the Broad Left, against the right wing — but
a struggle based on action rather than the Broad Left's policies
of subordinating struggle to bureaucratic changes.
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REDS, the Hollywood epic from
Warren Beatty, depicting the
relationship between John Reed
and Louise Bryant, has plaved to
millions of people in the United
States. Its opening here has
aroused a storm of controversy
among the left and cinema critics
alike. We publish two views.

Ric Sissons

Politics and popcorn

Reds is nol an anti-communist flm. Any
movie that can syim pathet 3 kring 1o the at

ton of millions the life and work of the
author of Ter Davs That Shook The Warld
musl be acoorded a major plus

Running for three hours twenty minutes
v relationship beétween John Reed
and Louise Bryant is played ou inat the
background of Greenwich Village and the
Russian Revolution. It is beautifully shot by
Vitlorio Storaro camera operator for Ber
tolucei™s political classic 19N, But the Film is
not without problems

There is no explanation of why & young
man from a mildly progressive
Oregon family who went to private school and
Harvard should become a radical. Two events
stand out as crucial and politically formative

wealthy,

for Reed: the 1943 silk workers' strike at
Paterson, where Reed was arrested and
imprisoned with  Wobblies®  leaders  Bill
Haywood and Carlo Tresca; and the weeks
Reed spent in Mexico in 1914 reporting on the
revolution. The film fails to mention cither

We are left with a fun-loving Reed having
a good time in the Village with Louise Bryant
recently arrived from Oregon. The serious
-al views and work of Reed and his
nds, like Max Eastman, are downplaved,
although his opposition Lo American involve
ment in the lirst world war and his strong view
that profit was the rationdle behind war is
presented Forcefully.

Drawn by events in Russia both Bryam
and Reed headed for Petrograd. Here, in
some moving, romantic, foolage the reviolu
non and the Bryant/Reed relationship find
their zenith. Through this shared experience,
as comrades and writers, their relationship
redches a passionate crescendo as the workers
and peasanis siggc state Interna-
lionale. Intermission.

A bag of popoorn later Bryant and Reed
are back in New York. Although the film ig
nores il, Reed was detained en route, in Nor-
way, where the American consul refused him
a4 visa.

The Film records the lives of Bryant and
Reed in 1918 and 1919, including the writing
of Ten Days. But 11 fails 1o show the wave of
repression  against radicals and  socialists
which was sweeping the country. Eugene
Debs, whom Reed met and admired, was
sentenced to 10 years in jail, while 101 Wob

POwWET

blies, including Havwood, had been given
prizon terms of between 3 and 20 years and
fines totalling $2m. The lefi lived under the
threat of violence. Reed found himself on trial
under the Espionage Act, along with the other
editors of the magazine The Masses.

To its credit the Nlm does depict, with
some accuracy, the spin in the Socialist Party
and the formation of the Communisi Party
fed by Fraina, and the Communist Labour
Party led by Reed. In an effort 1o secure the
supporl of the Bolsheviks and the Communis
International Reed returned 1o Moscow. The
film records Reed's participation in the Se-
cond Congress of the Third International and
the heated debates in which the Americans
and the British found themselves in a minority
over the trade union question

Mow, in the period up Lo the Second Com
intern Congress, comes the mosl serious
distortion.af fact. Reed decided 10 return 1o
America. Inm February 1918 he set ofl via
Petrograd for Finland carrying among other
things Lenin's introduciion 1o Tes Davs and
102 diamonds, a ‘present’ 1o help the cause of
American communism. He was caught and
mprisoned. Around this term of solitary con
finement the film builds a dramatic episode in
the relationship between Bryant and Reed
She can get no word on his fate and sets of T Tor
Finland. Mo communications pass between
them

Afer a terrible journey she arrives @t the
prison gates 10 be 1old he has been freed. She
continues on 1o Moscow, Reed has lost con
tact with her. His telegrams 1o New York pet
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no-reply. The tension mounts, Reed par-
ticipates in the Second Congress and is then
sent to Baku for the Congress of the Peoples
of the East as a representative of the Fxecutive

Committee of the Communist International,

When Bryvant finally arrives in Moscow
Reed is thousands of kilometres away, On the
return 1rip the armoured, ATIPropP [ram s al-
tacked and Reed throws himsell into the frav,
They win through. Zinoviev, Reed, et al arrive
back. The train empries, the dead are carried
away, the platform clears, and Beatty and
Keaton fall into each others’ arms.

Linfortunately the stulf of history was not
like that. During the stay in the Finnish prison
they were in contact all the time, as they were
upon Reed's return to Moscow and during the
trip to Baku. According to Alfred Rosmer,
also on the Baku train, there wis no attack
Finally, according 1o Reed's biographer, the
reunion took place in Bryvant's room at the
Diclovoy Dvor. Pity. Nice story,

The film's conclusion is very moving with
Reed dving of typhus and Bryant's over
whelming grief. At his funeral, not in the fillm,
Alexandra  Kollontai speaking  for the
Bolshevik Central Committee said: *We call
ourselves communists, but are we really?
Dot we rather draw life’s essence from those
who come (o us, and when they're no longer
of any use o us let them fall by the wayside,
neglected and forgotten? Our communism
and comradeship are dead letters if we don’t
give purselves 10 those who most need us, Lel
us beware of such communism, for it slays the
best in our ranks, and Jack Reed was one of
the best’.

Reed is the only American to be buried in
the walls of the Kremlin, Warren Beatiy's pro-
duction of Reds will, at least, mean for some
time to come Reed will not be ‘neglected and
forgotten’.

volution, af Reed's funeral

Geoff Matthews

The selling of Reds

It 100k Warren Beatty ren years to complete
Reds. Trevor Grilfiths, who withdrew from
the film after the second drafi, chose 10 re-
main credited as co-author of the screenplay

Explaining this decision in Time Our, he pro-
vided an insight into the film's production

*... the film has been kept honest 1o a degree |
did not anticipate. And | don’t mean that |
think it was made by dishonest people, simply
that 1 got some sense of the heat of Hollywood
when you're making a movie, the incredible
pressure, the extraordinary amouni of dealing
that has 1o be done. To generate any kind of
purity from that process is a triumph, | think

Hats off 1o him to the extent that he's done it
It"s hix movie."

Reefs cost between $32m and $55m 1o pro-
duce and required a box office success the size
of Grease or Raiders of the Lost Ark (0 break
even., What were the terms of the deal? How
did Beatty sell his film? Did he sell Jack Reed
with it? I think he did.

Reds s packaged as a romance. Jack
Reed's history becomes the love story of Jack
and Louise Bryant, and in the process his
politics are diminished by his personal life.
The film shows Louvise Bryant as consistently
insipid. We are shown her sewing, cooking,
supervising furniture removal after her mar-
riage, and serving coflfee while Jack has a
political meeting, When she leaves the house
she is uwsually embarrassed, inadequate, or
simply a spectator. Onlv when she learns to
accept Jack's advice does she begin to achieve
Soame Success as a journalisi.

Her progressive ideas are made to seem a
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John Reed

As S000 A
shie Tiushes upsiair:

neurotic cover for her insecurny
Yack confesses inhdelity
1o pack her suitcase. Eugene ©"Neill, a frienc
of Jack’s with whom she has an alfair
silences her with the accusation that she 1alk:
revolutionary palitics with him before sex i
order (o absolve hersell from guill

Opposite her, Jack Reed 1s plaved,
Griffiths refers to as a “wildlyv modest perfor
mance . as a genial, bumbling, American boy,
who bumps his head on chandeliers, bums the
dinner. and can’t master  the Russian
language.

The feating impression of professional

n whan

competence we are given of the reactionary
alcoholic playwright €'MNeill is incongrisous
He has a strange stillness and solidity beside
Tack and Louise

The film looks through Loaise’s rounded
eves al the meeting which sends lack as a
defegate on his final jowrney 1o Russia, 11 sides
with her uninTormed polemic againsi the rif
in the American left, and agrees with her thai
the most sympathetic version of Jack Reed is
the-artist and not the politcian

The facts of Reed's short life recall o
similar, lesser, Enghsh figure — George
Orwell, He kel a life of privilege (o report on
Catalonia. The artistic Maws of Reds recall
problems raised by Orwell's work 1oo; the rel-
ation between the observer and the observed,
between politics and literature, and the nature
of history

The only attempd o resolve these pro
blems is made through the device of the
wiltiesses — i succession of famous contem
poraries recalling Jack and Louise with vary-
mg degrees of lucidity. Their anonymity is
crucial, Who are they? What were they doing
i 19177 What was their relation to the iwo
protagonisis? IT we don’t know, how can we
judge the value of their testimony? They func
tion as ghostly chorus Feares, providing
authenticity for the actors

This is a distorted, ahistorical version of
the past. Where is the indecision, conflict, and
learning Jack Reed must have gone through.
He doesn't develop, his life is polarised bet-
ween political and personal — neither informs
or influences the other. Where, oo, are the
voices of the thousands of workers who were
on strike, whao do remember these events —
voices like those so tellingly used in Rosie the
Riveter?

Above all, when are we shown Reed mak-
ing choices, making his own future, instead of
chasing a military wagon? Beatty reneges on
the responsibility of understanding and inter-
preting the past, in order (o let himsell off the
hook of acting responsibly in the present.

What do vou expect from the maker of
Shampoa?
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THE CRASH OF SIR FREDDIE

JOHN HARRISON

The demise of Laker Airways was
transformed by the media into a national
tragedy. John Harrison examines the reasons

for the downfall of Margaret Thatcher’s
favourite capitalist, Sir Freddie Laker.

Most industries are in trouble these days, and airlines are no
exception. Nine of the biggest American lines lost a total of
§750 million last year. So Laker is partly just another victim of
the slump. Bul the company always had a weak financial struc-
ture; Sir Freddie and his first wife put only £20,000 of perma-
ment capital into Laker Airways — a small fraction of their
wealth, So it has always been over-dependent on bank loans
with fairly short repayment periods.

Laker’s accounts were also ‘massaged’ 1o inflate profits. In
1973 Laker spent £267,000 on training air crews [0 operate new
planes, The accounts deemed this money 1o have been spent
aver the next four years. Paper profits were thereby jacked up
from £26,000 to £300,000,

Another device was the treatment of depreciation. Since
capital assets must eventually be replaced, a portion of their
value is rightly considered as costs every vear. This is deprecia-
tion. The normal practice is to assume an asset life (say five
years) and calculale depreciation correspondingly (say one fifth
of the cost of replacement). Laker did this until 1973, assuming
an aircraft life of about seven years. Then he switched 1o an ap-
proach based on flying hours (assuming, guite unrealistically,
that planes only lose value in the air, not in hangars). This ef-
fectively doubled assumed life, halved depreciation and so
boosted the bottom line of the accounts.

Laker played arcund with punters money too. Last March
the accounts of his tour company, Laker Air Travel, showed a
healthy £10 million in the bank, representing deposits made for
holidays. A few days after the close of the financial year this
money was paid into the parent company. The device is known
in the trade as *window dressing’ — which is like describing a
tar and leathers job as cosmetics.

S0 why did the banks lend over £400 million to a company
with a chronic shortage of permanent capital and blatantly
massaged accounts? Were they overwhelmed by Sir Freddie's
patter — taken lor a flight, so to speak? Laker certainly never
underestimated his sway with bankers. When trying to bail the
company out in August 1981 he remarked: 'l said to myself —
Laker, vou are an innovater. You have innovated the airline
business. Mow vou must innovate the banking business.” The
bankers tell a different tale. Several told the Sunday Tirmmes that
they were under intense political pressure from the Thatcher
government to lend Laker much more than made banking
SENse,

Laker’s greatest financial foolhardiness was his cavalier
attitude to exchange rate risks. Most of his debts were in
dollars, while income was largely in pounds. I sterling rose
against the dollar, Laker stood to make a killing. But if sterling
fell, he would be in real trouble. He could have covered himsell
against exchange rate risks as most people in his position do.
But he did not. In 1980 and early 1981 the pound rose against
the dollar and Laker did well. In the vear to March 1981 £1.5
million of the company's £2.2 million paper profit came from
exchange rate movements. This may have seemed to Sir Freddie
like money for old rope. But financial turbulence is as un-
predictable as its acrodynamic equivalent.

Three months later, when the 1980-81 accounts were finalis-

ed, an 18 per cent fall in sterling against the dollar had
effectively busted Laker. The bottom line had been transform-
ed from a profit to a £30 million loss, and £200 million was ow-
ed for new planes. | remember an interview with Sir Freddie at
the time. He seemed incoherent, insisting on a spurious disting-
tion between ‘real money' and the effect of currency
movements. It was hard to know whether this was calculated
dissimulation or ignorance about the importance of exchange
rates. Certainly a top banker has attributed a key role in the
Laker debacle to *mismanagement of the business’.

A particularly bizarre episode in the affair is a 1978 meeting
al Laker headguarters between Bernard Lathiere, a boss of Air-
bus Industrie, and Sir Freddie, Lathiere had flown in to sign a
‘memorandum of understanding’ on the sale to Laker of ten
European Airbuses. But when he arrived there was no sign of
the document he had drawn up. He was told it was being
photocopied. As time dragged on he grew impatient; he was
due in Paris for another meeting. Finally a copy arrived. It had
clearly been retyped since it was no longer on Airbus Industrie
notepaper. Lathiere quickly scanned and signed it. He failed 1o
notice that Laker had altered the figures, significantly upping
the “launching aid" discount — a price cut for early buyers of a
new type of plane. This escapade could have been lifted straight
from the pages of a Paul Erdman thriller.

So much for the background to the crash. The story of the
final fatal nosedive can be told very briefly. By August 1981 the
game was cffectively up. Laker was ridiculously overstretched
debt-wise and the global collapse of the industry made it im-
possible to reduce debts by selling off some of the aircraft on
order; planes were unsaleable except at knock-down prices.
The fall in the pound was the straw that broke Sir Freddie's
back.

But Laker does not give up easily. That month he and his
wife blithely signed a set of accounts which included the amaz-
ing statement that: *...it is not practical to estimate the financial
effect of the change in the American dollar.” In reality, Laker
Airways could have survived only if millions of dollars had sud-
denly parachuted into its lap,

The costs of flying the Atlantic are horrendous. To park an
aeroplane at Gatwick costs over £55 per hour. Landing a DCI10
will set you back over £810 (if you put up; towards the end Sir
Freddie did not). The direct costs of flving a skytrain from Gat-
wick 1o New York and back exceed £36,000. At around £200
for a round trip Laker needed to average 180 passengers per
flight to break even. To cover overheads he needed to fll
almost half the seats in his DC10s. Last summer he made the
break even point. But by the second half of January the
Gatwick-Mew York flights averaged only 125 passengers.
Those from Manchester managed only 107. Laker began
cancelling skytrains and the average dropped even [urther.




Then the banks moved in,

More interesting than the crash itself is the public response.
Saving Sir Freddie became a national mania. Dozens of people
spontaneously organised appeals and money poured in. Senior
citizens contributed from meagre pensions and unemployed
workers dug into their redundancy pay. None of them had any
real idea where the money would go or any adequate
safeguards. Demonstrations were held and songs sung. The ex-
planation is partly Laker's charisma. He is a self made wheeler-
dealer whose story is @ movie writers” dream. (The TV series
Airfine is loosely based on Laker’s early days.) His father was a
merchant seaman and his mother a scrap dealer. Freddie was
dull at school. When asked his ambition in life he replied ‘to be
a millionaire’. His class mates laughed.

In 1945 he joined BEA, as did many wartime Myers. But he
soon left. With the family savings he bought government
surplus trucks, which he resold at a profit. Then he bought a
cherry orchard, which he resold at a profit. Then he bought
radio spares. There are no prizes for guessing what he did with
those.

He made his fortune in the Berlin airlift. With £38,000 bor-
rowed from a friend in a pub, he bought BOACs fleet of 12
converted Halifax bombers. By the end of the airlift he owned
100 aircraft and 6,000 spare engines (which he melted down and
sold 1o a saucepan manufacturer).

Freddie is flambovant. The Times has described him as an
‘airline buccaneer” and written off his *‘unashamedly daredevil
approach to business, his talent for Mying right up to the legal
limit of accepted practice, not 50 much to break the sound bar-
rier as to extend it..." He fosters this image by feeding the media
clever off the cuff quotes. Being wined and dined at Number 10
has helped. So has the knighthood.

But the main thing that has endeared him to the public is
Laker Airways' image as a champion of the people. Sir Freddie
may seem an unlikely person Lo front such an image. His origins
may be humble bul he has been very rich for a very long time.
He and his first wife sold their airline in 1958 Tor £800,000
(worth £4 million at today's prices). Only £20,000 was ever pul
into Laker Airways. In 1979 the company bought a £650,000
yvacht for his use, In 1980 the Lakers issued themselves £4.5
million worth of free shares.

His present financial position is unclear. The shares are
worthless and much play has been made of the fact that his six-
teenth century Tudor house is up for sale a1 £350,000. But his
1,000 acre farm, near Guildford, and his stud farm, with 24
tharoughbreds, near Epsom, are not on the market. They are
worth about £2% million. The key unknown is whether Sir
Freddie has personally guaranteed any company.

In any event there is no evidence he has resorted to giros as
vet,

Despite such handicaps, Laker has managed to cultivate a
Comrade Freddic persona by clever use of populist rhetoric.
This dates from the introduction of the skytrains, when he put
himsell across as a people’s David fighting the Goliath of state
bureaucracy. (Perhaps the lone spitfighter pilot is a more ap-
propriate image). He also debunked some of the absurd mysti-
que of air travel. The success of this image seems to have gone
to Sir Freddie’s head. By the summer of 1980 he was describing
his new rates as the *first truly democratic air fare in history”.
Eighteen months later, when he was bust, he confidently an-
nounced that ‘The People's Airline” would soon My again.
Well, maybe. If it does, I trust its slogan will be *Fly the Red

There is, of course, a grain of truth in the rhetoric, Other-
wise it could hardly have got off the ground. Laker did play a
key role in bringing down fares on transatlantic routes. If he
had broken into Europe, as he intended, he could have crashed
fares there too. Internal US flights are about one third the price
of their European equivalents, The standby fare — Laker's real
innovation — also cut out much of the inconvenience of
charters, the only other cheap way to fly. And Sir Freddie flew
ordinary people. My best memory of the skvtrain is the at-
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mosphere, which was nothing like a typical scheduled flight,
There was not an expense account in sight and | was the only
person reading the Financial Times, Kids were everywhere. It
was like an outgoing holiday charter where people feel more at
home with each other than with the prospect of flving. The trip
was fueled by nervous exuberation and booze.

But that is only part of the picture. Laker did not pioneer
cheap transatlantic fares. British Caledonian did with charters,
which already accounted for a guarter of the traffic when
skyirains took off. Laker was also only able to cut fares so
much by sticking 10 more profitable routes. Most airlines over-
price these to subsidise others. Disquiet has also been voiced
about the long term effect of price wars on safety (10 per cent of
airline costs go on maintenance), though Laker's own safety
record is excellent.

Laker was certainly noman of the people when dealing with
employees. Sir Freddie has always been virulently anti-union,
Annoyance at spending time negotiating with trade unions in-
fuenced his decision to quit as managing director of British
United Airways in 1965, In 1977 the transport union, TGWU,
sought negotiating rights with Laker Airways lor cabin crews.
Laker refused. The TGWLU went 1o the arbitration service,
ACAS. But the company refused to co-operate and set up a
staff association, the Laker Airways Cabin Attendanis
Association, and gave it sole negotiating rights. Forty per cent
of the cabin crew were TGWU members at the time and an
ACAS survey found that nearly 70 per cent of respondents
wanted the TGWLU to represent them. But Laker stuck 1o his
guns. By 1979 hall of the 550 cabin crew had joined LACAA,
Stafl associations had also been formed for fMight crew,
engineers and clerical staff, All had sole negotiating rights.
Laker Airways never recognised a proper union.

Eaker also paid below the going rate. In 1979 ACAS obsery-
ed that: *...LACAA undersiood that the company worked on a
much lower profit margin than its main rivals and was prepared
to accept that this must inevitably affect the rate of pay the
company was able to offer”. In 1981 some stewardesses carned
a paltry £2,800, that is £2,000 below the British Airways rate.
Mot much trace of *Comrade Freddie® here,

Will Laker get airborne again? Plenty of people are keen, It
is not only small shopkeepers who wanlt 1o see him fly into the
Florida sunset one more time. Top bankers and financial
whizz-kids are also gripped by a Battle of Britain spirit where
our Freddie is concerned. The first Lo jump in was the Orion
Royal Bank. Its rescue plan was simple. Debtl servicing and
repayment costs would be pruned drastically by turning much
of the debt into share capital, and some multi-millionaire who
fancied a Autter would put £35 million of new money into the
company. This would have involved the banks taking enor-
mous losses on their outstanding loans and continuing (o back
Sir Freddie. Serious financial commentators say that the plan
stood less chance than a refugee column straffed by
Messerschmitis. Many were on TV within hours of its launch,
denouncing Orion for deluding Laker emplovees.

It is hard to decide what Orion was up to. Did it naively
believe it could persuade the banks that the package was finan-
cially sound? Did it figure on enough political pressure to make
the banks bail out Laker anyway, and reckon Orion might as
well take the credit for putting the deal together? Or was the
whole exercise simply a publicity stunt? The latest, and possibly
more serious, potential backer is Tiny Rowland, head of the
multinational conglomerate Lonhro, once dubbed “the unac-
ceptable face of capitalism’ by Edward Heath. Tiny has since
devoted much energy 1o trying to rebuild his image. Recent ef-
forts have centred on a boardroom battle for control of Har-
rods. That is still his main concern. But bailing out Sir Freddic
would be smart public relations.

S0 a wheeler-dealer denounced by Heath may well join
hands with one féted by Thatcher. This shows how far the
Tories have moved to the right. It also shows how wafer thin is
the divide between the acceptable and unacceptable faces of
our social system.
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TURKEY:NATO'S DICTATORSHIP

TURGUT TAYLAN

Ten youths hanged, hundreds killed in
military operations, seventy confirmed deaths
in custody, tens of thousands of political
prisoners, trade union activities banned and
political parties outlawed. No, not Poland —

this is the ugly record of eighteen months of
army dictatorship in Turkey, a member of
NATO. The silence of the capitalists in
Europe and the USA is deafening. In an arti-

cle recently received from inside Turkey,

Turgut Taylan analyses the social forces in-
volved in the Turkish coup, as the leaders of
the militant union confederation, DISK, go
on trial for their lives.

Turkey before the coup had one of the largest, and best-armed,
leftist movements in the world, as well as a highly organised and
militant working class and an extremely politicised Kurdish na-
tional movement (Kurds make up one fifth of Turkev's popula-
tion of 45 million). The coup therefore was a massive setback
for the working class internationally, changing the balance of
forces in favour of imperialism in the entire region. This fact
has not escaped the notice of the US admimistration. The US
Defence Secretary, Caspar Weinberger, declared his country’s
intent to speed up their aid with the *modernisation” of the
Turkish army afier his visit in December 1981; and announced
the formation of a ‘Joint Defence Council® to guarantee
Turkish involvement in a Rapid Deployment Force (RDF) unit
for south west Asia — outside the official ambit of NATO.
For revolutionaries, events in Turkey once again confirm
the principal thesis of Trotsky's theory of permanent revolu-
tion: that in those countries ‘peripheral” to the capitalist
metropoles, the bourgeoisie cannot rule through the institu-
tions of parliamentary democracy but is forced 1o rely on the
most brutal repression to create the conditions for *successful’
capitalist development: South Korea, Taiwan, Iran under the
Shah, the Phillipines, Brazil are the most prominent examples.

The Background

Military intervention is nol an unusual phenomenon in the
short history of the Turkish republic.’ The foundation of the
bourgeois republic itsell in 1923 owed much to the active role of
the ¢x-generals of the Ottoman Empire, and up until 1950 the
country was ruled by the party founded by Atatiirk, the leader
of the bourgeois revolution, within the structures of a guasi-
corporatist state. The passage (o multi-party parliamen-
tarianism in the wake of the Allied victory at the end of the Se-
cond World War brought along with it a dialectic of constani
oscillation between more democratic forms of bourgeois rule
and episodes of military intervention, arising with startling
regularity at the end of each decade, repectively in 1960, 1971
and 1980. Yet despite the apparent similarity of these three
episodes, each military regime had a different social basis, ex-
pressed the domination of a different power bloc, and
displayed a certain logic of its own. 1 will here restrict myself to
an exploration of the historical situation leading up to the re-

cent coup of 12 September 1980, in order to assess the prospects
for the future of Turkish society.

The immediate background to the coup was, of course, the

widespread political terror that had taken Turkish society in its
grip during the last few vears. On taking power, the junta ex-
ploited this situation to the full for the ideological legitimisa-
tion of its regime. In this it attained considerable success, one
that should not come as a surprise in a society where the toll of
deaths for political reasons had reached some three thousand in
the twenly months preceding the coup. Despite defensive
retaliation by the left and some mindless acts of individual ter-
ror committed in its name, the overwhelming responsibility lay
with the fascist National Action Party (NAP), which came to
determine to a remarkable extent the development ol the
Turkish political scene in the years after 1977. In order to
understand the strategy of the NAP, however, one has to go
behind the rhetoric of the junta, behind the appearance of
endless political strife, and search for the real determinants that
shaped the complex political conjuncture which paved the way
for a swift take-over of power by the military.
On the international front, the overall context was marked by
the growing importance of the Middle East for imperialism and
the setback suffered by the US with the Tranian revolution in
February 1979 and the Soviel intervention in Afghanistan in
December 1979, These developments made it an absolute im-
perative that Turkey, the only Muslim member of NATO, and
militarily one of the most powerful allies of the West in the
region, enjov a period of stability. A second problem was the
resurgence of Islam as a political force in the region, répresen-
ting social interesis that clash with those of imperialism. The
Iranian revolution had given a certain impetus 1o the Islamic
fundamentalism of the Mational Salvation Party (NSP). It isno
coincidence that a fortmight before the coup, the foreign
minister of the ruling Justice Party (JP) government was given
a volte of no-confidence on a platform which was exceptionally
anti-American in terms of Turkish politics. An additional ele-
ment was the need to heal the wounds ol the southern Mank of
MATO by laving the foundations of a Greco-Turkish ‘rap-
prochement” which seemed (o require certain concessions from
the Turkish side, not easily oblainable under a parliamentary
regime where aff bourgeois parties have constantly fed upon a
strong anti-Greek chawvinism. It is, then, no wonder that
NATO officially declared its relief upon receiving news of the
coup. After all, hadn't Turkey’s airforce chief, now a junta-
member, General Tahsin Sahinkaya, been a guest of the Pen-
tagon only days before the coup. It should also come as no sur-
prise 1o find Turkey's present government lighlening up its
relations with carefully selected countries in the Middle East,
foremost among which stand the arch-reactionary Saudi
kingdom and the oil shiekhdoms, along with other pro-
imperialist countries like Egyvpt, Jordan and Somalia.’

However important may be the international Factors that
gave a certain impetus to the military takeover in Turkey, one
should carefully avoid the pitfall of abstracting from the
specific class struggle within the country itself and of explaining
away the coup by recourse (o the supposedly omnipotent hand
of the US, This was in fact what the Stalinists of the Turkish
Communist Party (CP) tried to do in the days following the
coup: for them history, it seems is no longer a history of class
struggle bul the mirror image of the conflict between US im-
perialism and the Soviet Union, a conflict that by itself deter-
mines evenis all over the globe. This sort of reductionisi
representiation is far from capturing the complexity of the pic-
ture and there are rich lessons to be learned through a study of
class struggle within Turkey in the two decades before 1980

One has, Tirst of all, to distinguish the long-run tendencies
of the class struggle from those of the period immediately
preceding the coup. As regards the first, what has to be stressed
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is the inadequacy of the political regime that came into being
after the 1960 coup for a sustained process of capital accumula-
tion in Turkey. Bearing the imprint of a very specific constella-
tion of class struggle in a peculiar historical context, the 1960
coup gave birth to the constitution of 1961 with its system of
checks and balances and, more importantly, to a political
system that admitted, for the first time in Turkish history, in-
dependent working class activity in the political arena. The con-
temporaneous growth and organisation of the proletariat and
the powerful struggles waged in the late "60s revealed 1o the
Turkish bourgeoisie that the political and economic rights of
the working class imposed a harsh burden on the accumulation
of industrial capital which had not yet passed beyond its phase
of infancy, with a feeble degree of concentration {though not of
centralisation). Although many of these popular gains were
subject to an inevitable erosion in the period of military in-
tervention between 1971-1973 and the successive right-wing Na-
tionalist Front coalitions between 1975-1977, the bourgeoisie
was nol able to wrest decisive victory from the working class.
This victory had to incorporate a radical restructuring of rhe
basic framework af politics in Turkey and this could only be
carried through under a dictatorship not accountable, even in
an indirect way, to the criticism of the masses. The onset of the
severe crisis of capital accumulation in the vears following
1977, then, caught the Turkish bourgeoisic unprepared for the
impending turmoil.

This crisis of accumulation, articulated as it was to the crisis
of world capitalism and further sharpened through this very ar-
ticulation, was in fact the crisis of a certain mode of accumula-
tion experienced by most Latin American countries at the end
of the sixties. This mode of accumulation had as its axis of
valorisation those sectors of social production which had as
outlets the internal market. This meant for Turkey a position
within the world market of dependency on capital equipment
and intermediate goods creating insuperable barriers for the
uninterrupted flow of accumulation. These barriers expressed
themselves as a huge deficit on external payments and galloping
inflation (Turkey's foreign debt at the time of the coup
amounted to $16 billion owed to 250 different imperialist
banks).

But the underlying problem concerned the productive struc-
ture of capital and the consequent low level of the productivity
of labour. To overcome this formidable obstacle of capital ac-
cumulation, a profound restructuring of capital was indispen-
sable. This was the logic behind the adoption by the IP govern-
ment at the beginning of 1980 of the neo-liberalist economic
policies of international monetarism, policies which were only
to be deepened by the military after 12 September 1980,
However, this sort of restructuring of capital, not unfamiliar to
the British worker, has twa corollaries with significant political
implications. First, it requires a drastic deflation of the
economy and an accompanying centralisation of capital, ten-
ding therefore to divide the ruling bloc by alienating at least a
certain section of small and medium capital and the peuy
bourgeoisie.’ Secondly, it necessitates a policy of austerity and

hence a frontal assault on the gains of the working class and
other labouring strata of the population. All in all, this sort of
programme, inserted within a backward capitalist country, can
only be carried out by a government with a very narrow social
basis deriving its power mainly from the repressive apparatus of
the state. The only other alternative, with no guarantee of
success, would have been a ‘grand coalition” of big bourgeois
parties. Such a coalition of ‘reponsible’ bourgeois parties — JP
and Republican Peoples Party (RPP) — which was constantly
on the agenda of the ruling classes in the last few vears before
the coup, was all the more necessary since the NAP ithe
strongest fascist party in the whole of Europe) posed after 1977
a radically different solution with its forceful strategy of ten-
sion. Working its way towards a civil war through a¢ts of in-
dividual terror and large-scale massacres in various provincial
cities, the NAP was able, after 1978, through its *success’ in the
Maras massacres (where, according to official figures, at leasi
120 people were killed by a reactionary mob led by NAP ac-
tivists) to impaose its terms on the political development of the
country.* This aliernative of a grand coalition envisaged by the
maost ‘civilised' representatives of the bourgeoisie, proved 1o be
an impossibility in the conditions of class polarisation the socie-
ty had been undergoing.

Turkish monopaly capital finally cast its dice in favour of
military rule. Thus the junta can be described as the united
front of the big bourgeoisie, implemented through military
means where the traditional political parties of the class have
failed.

Organised Working Class Movement
Given the undeniable mobilisation and the heroic activity of the
Turkish left in the period preceding the coup, it is somewhat
surprising that within the country there has been as yet so little
opposition to the junta. Not that the movement has been com-
pletely shattered and atomised: the recent successive waves of
hunger strikes in the prisons of Ankara and Istanbul show that
the cohesion and morale of militants are to a certain extent in-
tact. However, the activity of the left has almost exclusively
been confined to propaganda in Western Europe, especially
concentrating on international organisations such as the € ‘oun-
cil of Eurape and the European Parliament. The efficacy of this
strategy is very doubtful: although European bourgeois
governments have already had to concede certain ground 1o in-
ternational solidarity expressed by the working class movement
in Europe — for instance, in cutting off EEC ‘aid’ to Turkey
from the 1982 Budget and in taking a *hard line’ in the Council
of Europe. But, until now, the left has built its strategy on the
assumption that, whatever the form of government, Turkey
needs European financial support desperately and could not
but heed its demands. This is true, but only to a certain degree,
Recent developments have made it possible for the Turkish
state Lo borrow quite massively on the international market for
money (which, as is proved by the case of Chile after 1976, is
notorious for its indifference to *human rights’, or for that
matter, anything human) and Arab banks, guided by reac-
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tionary Arab politics. Indeed, under these conditions, Turkey's
expulsion from Europe could, ironically, set free the more reac-
tionary forces in Turkish society instead of weakening the rule
of the junta. Whalt is being criticised here is moi the effort put in
to provoke international pressure on Turkey, but the exclusive
emphasis that has been placed on this mode of opposition.

This strategy of the Turkish left cannot, however, be
understood or criticised solely with reference to the period afier
the coup, for its adoption is but the expression of the incapacity
of the movement to put up any other sort of resistance. But in
order to understand the roots of this impotence, one has to
analyse the historical development that has shaped the Turkish
left. This cannot even be attempted here.® Suffice it to say that
under the dead weight of third-worldist, nationalist and
Stalinist traditions, the Turkish left was not able, despite the
enormous potential displaved by the masses on different occa-
sions in the course of the seventies, to present the labouring
masses of the country with a specific, independent position of
its own, a position that would distinguish itself from the plai-
forms of the bourgeois parties. Sections of it opted
unscrupulously for tail-ending the ‘lefi-wing' bourgeois RPP,
while others waded through the troubled waters of the so-called
‘vanguard war’, providing a perfect example of the mentality of
substitutionism. The Turkish left therefore, never took deep
roots in the working class and was unable to lead the masses in-
to action at the necessary moment. There was certainly coming
into existence a heterogeneous group of revolutionaries who
assessed the sitwation critically and looked for a way out of this
double impasse, but it was too late for this new tendency (o
acheive a breakthrough before the onset of the long awaited
debacle,

The future of Turkish ‘Democracy’

Most observers of the Turkish scene are inclined 1o believe that
the army will return to its barracks within one or two years,
after the promulgaton of the new constitution and the passing
of political legislation. This is a somewhat rash extrapolation
from the earlier military episodes where the army’s direct in-
tervention in political life did not exceed two and a half years,
General Evren, of course, keeps reiterating his promise of a
‘return to democracy’, but he has been very careful not to
specify a calendar for this. In an interview with the Finamncial
Times correspondent some months ago, he would not even
commit himself to a five-year period of transition, More impor-
tant than Evren's personal intentions is, of course, the objec-
tive logic of class struggle. The most important factor in this
respect is the duration of the crisis of capital accumulation. The
draconian austerity measures which are being implemented at
the moment are likely to bear fruit only over an extended period
of repression of the working class, and even in that case “suc-
cess' for the bourgeoisic 15 contingent upon  overall
developments in the capitalist world economy, where prospects
are not very bright for the near future.

A premature liberalisation of the political regime could, by
opening up a space for action for the masses, jeopardise the
outcome of the whole experiment. There is no doubt that the
Turkish bourgeoisic desparately needs to stifle any independent
working class activity for the next five years or s0. There is,
therefore, a contradiction between the needs of capital in the
sphere of class struggle and a rapid normalisation of the
political scene. This contradiction may, depending on concrete
conditions, prolong the life of the dictatorship over and against
the wishes of some of the ruling elements. It should not be
forgotten that the Brazilian military dictatorship kept promis-
ing a rapid liberalisation in the first five years of its existence,
only to continue its sway over society in the sevenleen vears
since the coup of 1964,

There are two main obstacles against this sort of an exten-
sion of the dictatorship bevond the expected one or two years,
One is the pressure of European international organisations, 1
have already noted that the European bourgeoisie was not
unhappy 1o see the Turkish state clamp down on the workers

and carry out the long overdue austerity programme with
forceful means. But, putting aside the opposition of the Euro-
pean left, even European capital is not content with a perma-
nent dictatorship on its south eastern flank, il only because of
internal pressure and the rather blatant pro-Americanism of the
military in Turkey.® Added to this is the danger that the present
situation could encourage the military and/or Fascist
movements to try their hand at a ‘Turkish solution® in the
various countries of Southern Europe, for example Spain,
where there was an attempted coup in February 1981, or
Greece, with Papandreou in power. However, in the longer
run, the example of Greece, which, under the colonels
withdrew from the Council of Europe, but was admitted to the
European Community only five years after the return to
parliamentarianism, should remind evervone of the possibility
of an extended isolation from the institutions of Europe.

The second obstacle, an internal one, concerns the
precarious nature of the support given to the dictatorship by
the two main bourgeois parties. This support has from the
beginning been made conditional upon a return to democracy
within a short period. Should there not appear a concrete
movement in that direction afier the convening of the ‘Ad-
visory Assembly’, scheduled for the end of this month, these
bourgeois elements will certainly put up a rising opposition to
the junta. The impact of this sort of a rift within the bourgeoisie
should not be underestimated. Moreover, the opposition would
gain momentum owing to the fact that European social
democracy keeps supporting Ecevit, leader of the RPP, and
that the conservative and liberal currents in European politics
sympathise with JP leader Demirel. However, as Troisky
pointed out during the rise of fascism in Germany, at certain
conjunctures the parliamentary form loses much of iis
legitimacy for the masses and its viability for the ruling classes.
The rampant crisis in every domain of social relations has
created an analogous situation in Turkey. This sets formidable
limits on both the capacity and the efficacy of potential
bourgeois opposition Lo the dictatorship.

The birth of a bourgeois opposition movement, if it ever
takes off, is likely to open more space for the working class
movement itself. A quick recovery of the socialist movement
{as opposed to spontaneous mobilisations) is, however, im-
probable given both the casualties it has suffered in terms of its
leadership and organisation and the centrifugal forces still ac-
tive in its bosom, creating an atmosphere highly inimical to the
formation of a united front of working class parties and
groups, But opportunities for activity should not be overlook-
ed. And here the most important point is the fact that the
largest trade union organisation, TURK-IS, is still in existence,
Despite the complicity of its top leadership with the junta (its
secretary general is also a minister in the government), thereisa
lot that socialists can do by working among the rank and file.

The more important question, however, is not the length or
brevity of the period of transition to demogracy but the precise
nature of that *democracy’. And here it can be said with con-
fidence that the new political regime to which the junta will give
birth will bear its imprint in a profound way. Maive souls still
believe that it is possible to cajole the junta into drawing up a
somewhat liberal constitution. That is because they have not
been able to grasp the present dictatorship as a product of the
class strugegle in the country extending over the last two
decades. Because the coup was the only solution in the face of
formidable barriers to capital accumulation in Turkey, because
it was the answer to the need to radically shift the balance of
class forces in favour of the bourgeoisie by recasting the
political and social framework, the historical mission of the dic-
tatorship is nothing but the creation of an authoritarian regime
disguised as parliamentary democracy. To the restructuring af
capital must correspond the restructuring of pofirics.

The details of this setup may take different forms within a
well-defined range. However, contrary to what many commen-
tators have indicated, it is highly unlikely that the new constitu-




tion will be drawn up in the image of the French presidential
system, unless all systems which give the president prionity in
political initiative over parliament are considered to be iden-
tical, To éenumerate only the most important features that are
likely to mark the new regime: a highly restrictive law on trade
union rights; the practical impossibility of legal organisation of
communist or socialist parties; a president — probably Evren
himself during the first term after transition — vested with huge
powers, including the right to veto everything passed by parlia-
ment; a government attached personally to the president and
nol accountable to the legislature; a judiciary controlled,
directly or indirectly, by the executive; and the impossibility of
abrogating the laws passed in the present period by the junia.
One may even expect the upper house (the so-called Senate) to
consist of a body of senior officers, with rights to veto the deci-
sions of the lower house, which would imply a de facro pro-
longation of military rule in Turkey.

The necessary counterpart to this bleak picture is the new
historical situation opened up for revolutionary socialism in
Turkey. For the first time in the history of the bourgeois
republic, the bourgeoisie is attempting to wrest from the masses
the social and political rights for which they have struggled over
an extended period of time. For the first time in its history, the
socialist movement finds itsell in a situation where it alone will
consistently fight for the preservation and extension of the
rights and gains of the workers and the other labouring strata
against the onslaught of the unified bourgeoisie. For the first
time in its history, therefore, the socialist movement faces the
objective conditions of building an independent class organisa-
tion on a mass scafe. There will certainly be formidable
abstacles of a legal and political nature. In place of the violence
of the dictatorship, the bourgeoisie will substitute the ruse of its
mockery of ‘democracy’.

But the working class is sure to rise from its ashes and
challenge the grotesque project of authoritarian rule in the
guise of democracy. When the new constitution is put 10 a
referendum, socialists will have to mobilise the whole class and
its allies, other labouring strata and the Kurdish nation, to put
up the most important resistance of all to the junta by an over-
whelming ‘No’. And that will only be the begining of the end.

Postscripi

Since the completion of this article, the junta has decided to
close down forever all existing political parties. According 1o
Evren, the future ‘democratic’ regime will see the birth of total-
Iy new parties. This is an ominous development, seeming (o
confirm the conjecture put forward in this article. The im-
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mediate implication is that, having been tipped off by its
‘friends” on the impending danger of expulsion, the junia is
now ready to withdraw from the various Evropean institutions
in the near future, possibly by the end of this year. In the longer
run, this decision may even imply that the new ‘democracy’ will
be patterned somewhat in the image of the present regime in
Brazil, with a government party and an official opposition par-
ty, tolerated only to a certain extent. This is the worst one can
expect. But the least one can say is that the military regime is
here to stay for substantially longer than two years. Orsoit in
ténds.

Footnotes

1 For a detailed account of Turkey's recent history, see O Keyder, "The
Paolitical Economy-of Turkish Democracy”, New Left Review, No 115,
May-June, 1979

2 An orientation which has led to Turkey being dasked by the Arab
League to mediate in the Gulf War {(Eds).

3 The petty bourgeoisie, which is a most important section of Turkish
society, has already seen its position being croded under the new strac-
tures. Except under the conguest of political power by a mass Tascist
pary, which is certainly not the case in Turkey, the petly bourzeoisic
loses under a dictatorship much of the political ground which it has
secured  through - intricate - bargaining and alliances within  the
framework of a parliamentary regime. In the Turkish case, the conse-
quences of this weakening of the position of the petiy bourgeoisie have
been graphically manifested in two developments. On the one hand,
the low support prices the government has set for agricultural products
have effectively caused a deterioration of agriculiure’s terms of trade,
thereby bringing aboul a remarkable impoverishment of the rural petty
bourgeoisic. On the other hand, the reform of the tax system has
shifted a considerable amount of burden from the shoulders of in
dustrial capital to those of the petty bourgeoisie, rural and urban.

4 Paradoxically for many, the NAP, well-known in the West for its so
called *Grey Wolves®, a para-military organisation overwhelmingly
reponzible for the political terror preceding the coup, was singled out,
among all bourgeois parties, as the main target. This, though, is only a
seeming paradox, for it implies nothing less than the fact that the jun-
ta's most powerful rival under conditions ol dictatorship is the fascist
movement, with strong backing from certain sectors of the armed
forces. (It should be added that, to this day, the even more dangerous
possibility of a pro-fascist coup has not definitively been averted. )

5 For a wseful survey of the Turkish left, from a different point of
view, see A Samim, ‘The Tragedy ol the Turkish Lefi”, New Lefr
Review, Mo 126, March-April 1981,

6 Since this article was written, the increasing estrangemen! between
the US {open support)and the EEC (critical support) on the guestion of
the junta in Turkey has been compounded by the military clampdown
in Poland, Apart from the obvious hypocrisy of the US in particular,
the various possible alignments in and between Europe and the LS asa
result of Poland will have a real impact in Turkey (Eds).
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WOMEN'S OPPRESSION BENEHFTS MEN?

I'he divisions between men and women in
capitalist society grow more and more acute
as the crisis deepens. Policies like positive
action and equal opportunities are seen as

divisive and against men's interests. And
some feminists argue that men’s oppression
of women, while having something to do with

the structure of class society nonetheless
requires a separate struggle by women against
men and male attitudes.

Judith Arkwright disputes such accepted

wisdom within the women’s movement. She

argues that it 1s dangerous to argue that men

in some way benefit from women’s
oppression, and certainly incompatible with
Marxist analysis.

There may be many differing theories of patriarchy but they all
share one basic assumption: that the oppression of women is a
systemn of domination which is independent of any given social
structure, It exists as a set of ideas and practices such as sexism
and male violence which reproduce themselves. Patriarchy
theories see the oppression of women as preceding capitalism
and. without a separate revolution to get rid of male

domination, succeeding capitalism. In my view none of these [>

theories can be integrated into a Marxist framework.

It is one of Engels’ enduring achievements that he
recognised that the monogamous family was the first to be
based on economic relations rather than stemming from
natural conditions. Morgan (the anthropologist) had argued
that in pre-commodity societies, social organisation was
dominated by blood ties rather than the mode of production
itself: *Al this stage the type of production is less decisive than
the degree in which the old blood ties and the old mutual
communmnity of the sexes within the tribe has been dissolved." In
other words the social relations of these societies were
determined by natural conditions and therefore tended to vary
according to the circumstances of different tribes and peoples.

It is true that Engels tended 1o idealise these pre-class
societies. It is obvious that in subsistence societies, life was
extremely hard and also possible and probable that certain
inegualities existed between men and women because of the
exigencies of child-care, and the low level of technology. The
situation was however uneven according to prevailing natural
conditions, and in societies of more abundance there is
evidence that such inegualities did not exist. But Engels’
proposition is not refuted by this, for he argued that before
class society social relations were not determined in the same b=

— Yvonne Taylor and Judy Watson challenge
the view that there is no contradiction
between the immediate and class interests of
working class men. They argue that an
analysis of patriarchy can be situated within a
class framework.

The potential for the women's movement L0 gain mass support
is greater today than ever before. We have seen the trade union
leadership forced to make a public stand on abortion and more
recenily on rape. Positive action for women at work, in the
unions and the Labour Party is a major issue, and women are
forcing the unions to take seriously the problem of sexual
harassment from bosses and fellow workers. The Labour
Party, with the support of the unions, is organising a national
event on a woman's right to work in June.

But along with these new opportunities have come new
problems which socialist feminists have found are inadequately
explained by existing Marxist theory. For instance, the
increased interest and action on women's oppression in the
labour movement, while valued by socialist feminists, has
brought them into conflict with the patronising, overbearing
attitudes of many male (including rank and file) trade unionists
and their inability to understand the need for an autonomous
women's movement. And the fact that rape is now an issue of
public debate has exposed the narrowness of interpretation to
which Marxists are prone on the guestion of women’s
oppression. While it is seen as important to make political
demands on the state round this issue, the role of men in sexual
violence against women is inadeguately explained. Many
Marxists argue that it is impossible to challenge male
domination in a systematic way, excepl in personal

relationships, until socialism is achieved. Socialist feminists
have rejected revolutionary or radical feminist theories which
see the oppression of women by men — what they define as
patriarchy — as the fundamental social antagonism. However
most would argue that men have played, and do play, an
important role in helping to maintain women's subordination.
A different definition of the term patriarchy has been adopted
by some socialist feminists to describe the ideology and practice
of male domination that has been a feature of all class and
transitional societies.

Such a definition of patriarchy can be a useful analytical
development in a thoroughly Marxist approach to the issue of
women's oppression. We would argue that patriarchy as we
would define it — the ideology and practice of male domination
— is materially based in capitalist society. The capitalist mode
of production today rests as much on the super-exploitation of
women at work and the free seérvices they perform for capital in
the home as it does on the exploitation of male labourers.
Capitalism’s interest in a patriarchal capitalist society has been
relatively easy to establish. More contentious is the view that




way by a mode of production and certainly not by a *sysiem of

male domination®’. It was only with the emergence of class
society that the monogamous family emerged and was
reproduced from generation to generation. It was only then
that the ‘historic defeat of the female sex® was finalised in a
certain direction. For the first time the oppression of women
was systematised and organised by class society and through the
state. For Engels the appearance of the monogamous family
marked not reconciliation between the sexes but the
subjugation of one sex by the other, parallel to class society,
Engels also established that the root of woman's oppression
was her ‘exclusion from social production’. He pointed out
something which has been proved correct subsequently — that
capitalism is the only form of class society to produce internal
contradictions acute enough to destroy class society as a whole.,
By analogy, the capitalist form of family also contains
within it a massive contradiction. It offers the opportunity for
women to become involved in social production and vet also
needs women's domestic service in the home. As a system il
produces abundance and a level of technology sufficient to
overcome all kinds of inequality in society. Yer because it is bas-
ed on profit it cannot fulfill this role as a svstem. It is this kind
of contradiction which itself gave birth 1o the modern women's
liberation movement. In putting forward this thesis Engels'
whole purpose was to challenge women's isolated role in the

home and to demand the socialisation of domestic work, and >

g

men themselves derive material privileges or benefits from the
oppression of women which means they have some interest in
the continued existence of patriarchy.

Back 1o the beginning

There is a broad school of thought in the women’s movemnent
which believes that male domination preceded class society and
that sexual divisions were always oppressive 1o women. Many
would share the view that women's oppression is not simply
reducible to the mode of production in any given society. But
we would argue that male domination can be understood within
a materialist perspective.

Engels’ work was a revelation in its assertion that women’s
oppression is a problem of history rather than biology. In the
Origins of the Family he claims that matrilineal societies
predominated and their overthrow by patrilineal society coin-
cided with the subordination of the female sex to the male.
Women's oppression arose alongside and not from class socie-
ty. He presents no evidence that class society caused women's
oppression but shows very clearly that the sexual division of
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the abolition of the family.

Contrary to what many feminisis assume, Engels’ method
was the opposite of economist. Engels said that the form of the
family was determined by a mode of production which gave rise
1o class society. This does not mean that he argued that the
family is merely the sum of its economic functions. It is a
system of relationships. According to Engels the family gives
rise to a series of juridical relations which safeguard paternity,
lifelong monogamy for the woman and more than this —
social/sexual mores. Before Freud, Marxists were the first 1o
understand the possibility that sexual behaviour itself was
determined by social conditions. Thus while Engels may have
theories about sexual relations under socialism which we would
not agree with now — the method he adopted is hardly in
validated by this.

One revolution or two?

These are the main theoretical gains of Engels which we should
uphold and which are totally contradictory to any theories of
patriarchy or a systermt of male domination. The debate on the
origins of women's oppression is so crucial because the theories
of patriarchy conclude that as patriarchy existied and exists
before and separate from class society, two revolutions and
political struggles are necessary. It is, indeed, a challenge to the
whole basis of Marxism (o argue that a system of ideas and
ideology (patriarchy), can in and of itself be the determining
force in social relations. The mode of production and
reproduction are related and the latter is determined by the
former. In Origins of the Family. Engels’ whole argument is
based on the thesis that the two modes tend to exist less and less
separately and towards ‘a society in which family relations are
entirely subordinated 1o property relations”.

However, this does not tell us everything about the nature
of the relationship between the two which, of course, has
changed under different class societies. In capitalist societies
women's role within the family, which is important for

labour in pre-class society played an important role in the
development of class society. It is an expansion of this point
that has arisen in recent literature,

The question Engels fails to answer is why it is women who
became subordinate to men and not the other way around. He
puts forward the theory that patrilineal society overthrew the
traditional matrilineal order as men's position in the sexual
division of labour allowed them (o accumulate wealth, and this
acted as a stimulus for them 1o ensure their own children
inherited their wealth. *As to how and when this revolution was
affected,” says Engels *...we know nothing." [t must be assum-
ed that women ‘allowed’ men to keep and control their wealth
due 1o their lack of physical strength, the primitive division of
labour and the demands of childcare, Whatever social pro-
cesses allowed men to obtain their powerful position, they need
1o be investigated.

Whatever the outcome of such a study, Engels’ most impor-
tant contribution to the development of a class analysis of
women's oppression will not become redundant. His method
which sought to demonstrate that the unequal position of
women was socially determined and was coincidental with the
rise of private property, the monogamous family and the state,
was and is a major theoretical gain for women. It remains the
only approach which points Lo the real possibility of women's
liberation with the abolition of private property.

A dialectical history of women's oppression

Whatever social processes created women's oppression, the
patriarchal ideology of class society has played an active role in
maintaining that oppression and is not solely a product of class
society.

In order to avoid the economism of some Marxist explana-
tions of women's oppression, some socialist feminists have
attempted to explain it as & result of the existence of two sets of
social relations in society: the class relations of the mode of pro- [>
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capitalism, is further used to keep women as a reserve force to
be pulled in and out of work according to the needs of capital.
This is made possible by her role in the home. Through this and
other mechanisms the family under capitalism takes on a
specific form even though it may have borrowed chracteristics
from previous societies. Under each form of class society the
relation of the mode of production to the family and to
ideology has been different.

Do men have an interest in oppressing women?

Thus Engels asserts that the family was an insirument of class
rule. The historic mission of the working class is 1o abolish the
family and class rule. The working class does not consciously
understand this task and is not united behind it — it is divided
by sexism, racism, economic differences and 50 on. Working
class men in many instances actively oppose women’s libera-
tion. This does not prove they have interests or benefits o
defend (this is indeed an economic determinist argument). In-
sofar as working class men oppose women's liberation, this is
an expression of false consciousness.

Many working class women in the first instance are often
moved into struggle 1o defend their families: women struggling
against deportation, women struggling for the right to work
because they are the only breadwinner, and so0 on. Do we
deduce from this that women have an interest in maintaining
the family? No, this would be absurd. Do we even deduce that
in these cases women's immediate needs clash with their long-
term needs as members of the working class. Mo, of course we
don't, Why, then, apply this method of approach to working
class men?

When we look closely at these supposed benefits or material
gains which men have in oppressing women, several Maws in the
argument arise. Hartmann' and others have used the example
of the debate around protective legislation in the 19th century
as proof that men have an interest in maintaining women's op-

pression. She says that men wanted to exclude women from the B>

labour force for two reasons, First, that they wanted 1o
preserve their own jobs and felt that women would take them
away, and secondly, they wanted women to be in the family to
look after them.

But there were many and complex reasons why working
class organisations at the time might have supporied protective
legislation. Clara Zetkin, a leader of the German social
democracy, changed her opinion during the debate. At first she
was opposed to protective legisiation because it excluded
women from certain jobs, Then she was in favour of it because
of the appalling conditions in which women and children had to
work and because it could lead 1o a fight for better conditions
for men as well. So the reasons being pul forward for protective
legislation were by no means all based on an anti-women
perspective.

But it is evident from the debates in the 1st and 2nd Interna-
tionals that many sections of the workers’ movement at the
time were simply opposed to women going out to work for the
two reasons outlined above. This does not prove they had a
material interest in 5o doing. In fact we can see clearly that this
was against the interests of the working class as a whole. Sen-
ding women back into the home and out of the workforce did
nothing to alleviate unemployment. Women’s role in bolstering
the family actually helped to increase the rate of exploitation of
male workers because there was more chance of imposing the
strict regimentation of capitalist life on the workers; there was
also less money coming inte the home, two people were now
being fed for the price of one. It was sections ol capital who
were the motor force behind the move to exclude women from
certain areas of production and who benefited from it.

Today many trade unionists argue that the family wage isan
important bargaining counter in negotiations even if it does
deny women's rights to work. Does this mean there is a conflict
of interests here between working class men and women? No,
the family wage is a con by the capitalist class. [t means they can
shove onto the individual worker the costs of the welfare state.

duction and patriarchal relations which are based on the sexual
division of labour. We would argue that patriarchy and class
are interrelated and 1o separate them out in such a framework
can be misleading. A class analysis of women's oppression must
look at the dialectical history of that oppression and therefore
the dynamic interrelationship of the sexual division of labour
and the mode of production which determines class divisions in
society. Gramsci argued for a similar approach against those
who used Marxist theory as a mechanical formula for
understanding social processes. He drew attention, in par-
ticular, to the way ideology has become increasingly important
to the capitalist state in the development of social control by
‘consent” as well as by ‘coercion’. Such an approach would lead
us to explain the persistence of patriarchy in the transition 1o
capitalism for example in the following way.

The development of capitalist industrialisation which, dur-
ing its first phases, transferred women [rom the home to the
factory, together with the absence of private property in the
proletarian home, appeared 10 Engels 1o contain the basis for
the emergence of a new family form in which male domination
would disappear. It has been well documented elsewhere how
the indiscriminate and reckless use of labour power in the early
days of industrial production soon became impractical. Among
other measures that were taken to safeguard the long term
health of the workforce was the state restriction that was im-
posed on the use of women's labour. Women were moved out
of production and into the home. A new sexual division of
labour came into being in which women contributed to the
maost effective method of exploiting wage workers by reproduc-
ing, nurturing and servicing them at home a1 no extra charge,
The large scale re-introduction of women into the workforce
came with the post war boom. But woman's role at work did
not supplant her role in the home. Waged work became rather
an additional job, giving rise 1o an unequal sexual division of
labour at work.

The role women play in the bourgeois family is 50 entrench-
ed that it is seen as natural and timeless. In reality, it locks both
men and women very firmly into capitalist social relations as
many have analysed. Nenetheless, the relationship between
women and men in the family and the oppression which they
suffer is not egual. The specific way in which women's large
scale entry into production has been structured so as to main-
tain the sexual division of labour in the family has meant that
Engels* prediction that this would play a huge part in ending
male domination over women in the working class has been
superceded. In fact, women seem to have traded male domina-
tion at home for male domination at work and at home.

Do men benefii?

Women's experience of the sexual division of labour in
capitalist society has been a narrowing of job opportunities
outside the home combined with continuing domestic respon-
sibilities. In law and in reality, she is financially dependent on
her husband. These same disadvantages have been experienced
as positive benefits by working class men in the form of better
pay, conditions and opportunities at work and the provision of
personal services and comforts in the home. It is arguable to
what extent they have colluded, through the organised labour
movement, in bringing about this situation.

For example, women were moved out of early capitalist
production under pressure not only from the state, but also
from the male trade unions. The concern of male trade
unionists for the indiscriminate exploitation of women and
children also provided them with an argument for getting rid of
a cheap labour source which threatened permanently to under-
cut their wages, Moreover, the concern expressed by the siate
over the disintegration of family life due to working mothers
was Lo provide men with the basis for a new argument in wage
negotiation — the notion of the family wage, Of course, by
choosing to uphold the sexual division of labour in this way, it




The cosis of maintaining the welfare state come out of the
surplus value of the capitalists. The concept of the family wage
means that this can instcad be deduced from the individual
wage packet. Thus it is against the interests of male and female
workers to defend such a concept in bargaining. Insofar as male
workers do defend this then they are displaying false con-
SCIOUSTIESS,

Because the family does not oppress men in the same way i
does women and children, it does not mean (o say that men
benefit from or have an interest in maintaining it. If this was the
case then surely men's and women’s interests would be irrecon-
cilable in the way the radical feminists suggest. Even if they did
have some common causes in other spheres — if men have an
interest in maintaining the family and women don't — then
they are irreconcilable. Of course men get their washing and
ironing done in the family. Of course women act as emotional
props to men in the family. And of course many men would

rather live in a family than fend for themselves. But this doesn’t [>
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tell you anything about whose interests are at stake in all this,
You could even argue that children have an interest in the fami-
Iy if you use this method. Nor should we exaggerate the idea of
the family as a haven from capitalism. Under a decaying
capitalism the family is an institution which means violence,

repression and sexual misery. Why then does the family con-

tinue 1o exist? Why would most men, women and children in
this country fight to defend it? Is it because men have an in-

terest in it? Mo, it"s because there is no alternative 1o the Family
under capitalism.

Insofar as working class men oppress women they are acting
against their own interests and in the interests of the capitalist
class. Alternatively a step forward for women is a step forward
for the class as a whole. Men are the agents of women’s oppres-
sion, acting on behalf of the ruling class to keep the family
going, but they have no interest whatsoever in maintaining this
system.

The need lor unity

The demands of the women's movement should not and indeed
do not centre on the ideological aspesi= of women's oppression
— trying (0 pinpoint the way men oppress women. Our
demands should be directed against the state to expose the class
nature of women's oppression. The ideological battle whilst be-
ing a part of this does not have the same weight or importance
as campaigns at a national level like women's rights at work ora
woman's right to choose.

The demand for a woman’s right to choose is primarily a
legal demand for democratic rights and it is this concept which
has determined the direction of the campaign and the basis of
the united front around abortion. The ideological aspects are
drawn out in relation to this, not to challenge male attitudes as
the prime focus. It is only when these ideological issues find
some reflection at the level of the state that this becomes possi-
ble anyway. For example in the William Patten case a challenge
was mounted by an individual man against his wile's right to an
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is clear that the male dominated labour movement was helping
to forge the very divisions in the working class which allow
workers to be playved off against each other. How are such
actions to be explained? Are men simply working against their
own sclf-interest?

To maintain and uphold the oppression of women is in no
way in men's long term malerial — that is, their class —
interest. In the workplace, sexual divisions do divide and
wegken the workforce. To maintain these divisions means, in
the long run, condemning working class men, as well as
women, to exploitation and oppression. But some Marxists
seem 1o see only men's class interest as crucial in understanding
their relationship to women. They refuse to accept that equally
important in determining this relationship are those immediate
benefits which men themselves may gain from women's sub-
jugation. They change the question from ‘Do men benefit?”" to
‘Who really benefits?* and, of course, come out with the

answer, ‘the ruling class’! This may provide neat pigeon holes
into which social groups can be slotted by virtue of ‘class in-
terest” but it simply ignores the historical processes by which the
ruling class and the working class have been shaped. The dilfer-
ing histories and experiences of these two classes have not pro-
duced two homogeneous blocs. Both the ruling class and the
working class have a stratified composition. This is one impor-
tant reason for the uneven development of ¢lass consciousness
as Lenin recognised. He argued, for example, that the
privileges which the working class in Britain derived from im-
perialism would have (o be challenged in the fight against im-
perialism.

In a similar way, one can point 1o sectors of the working
class, such as white workers in South Africa, or Protestants in
Morthern [reland, who are prepared to act as agents of oppres-
sion an behalf of the ruling class and the state to protest their
material privileges.

The answer to the guestion of whether men have any
material interest in patriarchy is of course that there is a con-
tradiction between men's immediate and long lerm interests,
just as there is a contradiction between the immediate and long
term interests of other privileged groups of workers. This
analysis leads to a rather more precise and scientific use of the
term *false consciousness’ which some Marxists are rather too
fond of dragging in as a substitute for real analysis.

However patriarchal relations differ significantly from
other relations of oppression in three major ways. First,
women's oppression co-exists with other forms of oppression
— racial, imperialist and so on — and affecis that group of
people who make up one half of the world’s population. Fur-
thermore, it has been a feature of all class societies and transi-
tional societies. And finally, the relationship between women
and men in the family, which structures the sexual division of
labour in capitalism, involves women in personally servicing
men by providing for their material, emotional and sexual
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abortion. It was only because of the possibility of the courts
making a ruling on this case that it became a focus for activily.

Of course it is true that the practice of women's oppression
operates across classes — that is all women are oppressed in
some way as a sex and all men act as agents of women’s oppres-
sion. But as socialists and revolutionaries we are talking about
how 1o change this situation and how 1o mount the counter-
attack at the crucial points for the ruling class. Take the issue of
violence and sexual harassment of women. The main focus of
the campaign has been to place demands on local councils, on
the government and so on, not on individual men. In fact to
focus on individual men, on punishment, on general propagan-
da about women’s sexuality is to approach the whole issue from
a thoroughly reformist perspective.

There is furthermore an assumption here that men con-
stitute an identifiable social group without any differentiation
between them. This encompasses men in the union
bureaucracy, male employers and working class men. We put
demands on the bureaucracy of the labour movement which is
male-dominated and we fight to commit thém (o action,
recognising that they have no interest in fighting consistently
for women’s liberation. This is not to deny that they don't
reflect the backward attitudes within the working class as a
whole, but we should concentrate our fire on the bureaucracy
because they help to crystallise and reproduce these attitudes by
failing to lead the class. While it is true thai male workers do
harass women workers on the job, the implications of harass-
ment by the foreman ar the boss are far more serious, for they
have the real material power over a woman and her job.

Any credence given to theories of patriarchy is therefore
misleading lor practical orientation. To argue that all men have
an interest in women's oppression is 1o pil men’s interests
against women's and to ignore the crucial role of the family. It
questions the idea that a women's movement in alliance with
the labour movement is the way forward. The position of

socialists should be that working class men and women should [»

needs.

Twao important things flow from our analysis: first, the need
for an autonomous women's movement and second, the need
1o incorporate in our fight for political consciousness in the
working class a challenge to patriarchal ideology. The real
importance of the self-organisation of women arises not from
women's ‘backwardness’ or lack of self-confidence but out of
the backward consciousness of men based on the benefits they
receive from patriarchy. The role of the autonomous women's
movement cannot be taken over by the organisations of the
labour movement, political movements, revolutionary
organisations or even the construction of a mass revolutionary
party, These will always be dominated by patriarchal ideclogy.

This does not mean that the labour movement, or the
revolutionary organisations that exist today, have no role to
play in the fight for women's liberation. On the contrary, the
political and ideological battle against patriarchy has to be
allied to the general strugele of the working class againsi
oppression and ultimately for political power,

But if that possibility is to be turned into a reality then it is
important to begin now to tackle the role that is also played by
men in maintaining patriarchy. This means men’s backward
consciousness will have 1o be challenged directly. For instance,
male violence, pornography, sexual harassment, rape, male
domination in the labour movement and the revolutionary
party, male chauvinism and so on, are all problems that women
have to confront each day from working class men. But they
are not problems that can be resolved solely at the level of the
state.

We are not arguing that demands should be placed on
individual men around these issues. But we can begin o
challenge male domination by taking up specific demands (0
which we could win men. For example, the demand for positive
action for women in the trade unions and the Labour Party,

‘Val. T Mo 1 i60p ples 20p ) Includes

fight together to smash capitalism and to develop alternatives
1o the family. We realise that women are doubly oppressed and
will be the most consistent fighters against their own oppression
whereas working class men will not; but this is the reason why
we fight for a mass independent, proletarian women's move-
ment.

We must pose the issue of an independent women's move-
ment not by emphasising the divisions within the working class,
but positively, by siressing the need and potential for unity
within the working class 1o fight for women's liberation.

1. Heidi Hartmann and others, The Unhoppy Marriage of Marxism
and Ferminism, Pluio Press, 1981
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campaigns against pornography at work, the provision of
procedures for dealing with sexual harassment, for a woman's
right to choose, and for the provision of creches and the plann-
ing of meetings at times when women can attend.

The political campaigns that women organise around winn-
ing women's rights from the state inevitably cut across the
benefits that men derive from women's oppression. [t can be
dangerous to ignore this when arguing the above demands.
Instead of denying that any of these measures would challenge
men’s privileges, we would argue that socialists have to explain
how their privileges are obstacles to the consiruction of a better
society for both men and women.




Henri Weber, Nicaragug: rthe Sandinist
Revolution, Verso, £2.95. Ceorge Black,
Triumph of the People, Zed Press, £5.95,
Jenny Pearce. Under the Eagle, Latin
America Bureau, £2.50.

Mowhere in the world is the power of US
imperialism being so thoroughly contested as
in Central America and the Caribbean. 1981
saw the revolutions in Grenada and Micaragua
consolidated, the butld up of revolutionary
wars in El Salvador and Guatemala and the
continued defiance of the Cuban Revolution
in the face of increasing US threats. In Costa
Rica, Puerto Rico and Haiti, 1981 was a vear
of increased poverty, indebredness and
repression, and one of growing resistance (o
the US-hacked regimes there.

Central Americs and the Caribbean have
become a critical arena of world politics — the
increasingly fragile political systems besciged
by mass movemenis of workers and peasants,
led by revolutionary forces intent on taking
the *Cuban road’,

An important aspect of this process is the
growing hostility to the US plans from ifs own
working class and that of Western Europe. In
trying to convince working people throughout
the world that they have an interest in lending
their support 1o the US's alliances with ex-
treme right-wing, anti-working class regimes,
the US has encountered the *Vietnam syn-
drome”. One of the difficulties socialists face
in trying to increase this sentiment in the
labour and trade union movement has been
the lack of good written material on the area
These books will play an important part in
changing this situation.

In @ recent statement, guite breathiaking
in its arrogance and duplicity, Reagan has
been quoted as saying that the process going
on in Central America and the Caribbean is*4
new kind of colonfalism ... nof of aur hemi.
sphere, bul it threatens our hemisphere' —a
veiled implication thar the process is an im-
port from the Soviet Union. Nothing could be
further from the truth. Fundamentally, the
revolutions of this area arise from the
economic and political relationships which
thes¢ countries have developed with the
Uinnied States over the fast one hundred vears,
Linder the Eagle is a detailed analvsis of the
way in which these dependent cconomies of
Central America and the Caribbean were run
for, and in many cases, by the big mult-
national companies of the US. Since the
mid-1800s when coffee demand increased
world wide, US companies have dominated
the trade of the region. By 1914 coffee was the
main foreign exchange earner of the region. Lt
accounted for 85 per cent of Guatemala’s ex-
ports, 80 per cent of El Salvador's and 35 per
cent of Costa Rica's.

In the late 1800s the peasants were driven
from the fruit producing lands and the great
fruit companies — United Frufts, United
Brands (Fyffes), Standard Fruit and Del
Monte, which together control 60 per cent of
the region's banana production and 90 per
cent of the Export Trade — were built,

Alongside this dependent economy grew
up a peculiar political system. Small elites (in

some cases like Nicaragua, one family) receiv-
ed the patronage of the US and dominated
political life. Their policies were dictated by
the US State Department and their govern
menis were summoned into  existence or
dismissed in the same way.

Such a transparent system of exploitation
could only be maintained by oppressive
regimes which stifled any form of indepen-
dent political expression or action. Jenny
Pearce outlines, in detail, the lengths 1o which
the US is prepared 1o go [o train and maintain
various Mational Guards and police forces 1o
keep it this way, OF course, when all else fails,
the US government will use its own forces or
those of its client states to intervene directly,

The special features of the relationship
between these countries and the economy of
the US po some way (o explain why, lor the
moment, these couniries are the weakest link
in the imperialist chain. They all exhibil high
levels of exploitation, inequality of income
and income producing assets on a scale
without parallel in the world, and a weak
native bourgeoisie.

By themselves these condilions would not
produce the crisis situation which is develop
ing. Two other factors are present. First there
is the inability of the US or the ruling oligar-
chies to win support among middle sections of
the population, due to the effects of the world
economic crisis, and second, there have
developed over the past decade powerful
revolutionary organisations whose influence
i5 felt among broad layers of society,

Weber's hook, Nicaragug: The Sendinis
Revodution, s succinct and polemical, He
sketches out the political and economic
framework for the crisis as a backdrop for his
main consideration, the sirategy of the FSLN
before and after the revolution, and fts calibre
as a revolutionary leadership. He is une-
quivocal in his conclusions: It was a revolu-
tionary, Castroist organisation,. that ook

Internasteomal  March 1952 29

power int Manague, 19 Julv 1979 it knew
where if wanted o go. lts gmbition was o
make Nicaragua the second free territory of
the Americas. ”

With such an estimarion of the FLSM it i
not surprising that Weber draws a very com
plimentary picture of the strategic decisions
the FSLN has had to make. He defends,
withoot reservation, the importance the
FSLM has given to its sirategic allian-c with
sections of the bourgeoisie, even after the vic-
tory of 19 July,

He cxplains that the broad masses of
MNicaragua: ‘remembered the active role of the
oppositional - bourgeoisie in  the strugele
against the dictatorship. In the howr of viclory
they did not see that there was now an
irreducible conflict of interesis between the
bourgeoisie and the people. One key function
of the FSLN alliance policy was precisely 1o
enable the working people 1o grasp this con-
flict through their own experience of the
bourgeoisie’s atfitude in the transitional
phase.’

Black's book, Triumph of the Peaple,
contrasts sharply with that of Weber. Black
has produced a book of exhaustive detail
which allows the facts to speak  for
themselves,

Black had access 1o the [(iles and
documents of the FSLN and was ahle 1o 1alk
directly with many of the leading figures of
the FSLM. Throughout the book this breadin
of knowledge and his closeness 1o his subject
s apparent.

The boeok is divided into three parts. The
First is a detailed history of Nicaragua up (o
the revalutionary crisis, Much of this material
has been previously unavailable in English.
The second section details the history, growth
and development of the FSLMN and the leader-
ship role it playved inthe insurrection. Much of
this material is fascinating. Black details the
discussions and debates in the FSLMN which led
toits fragmenting into three tendencies and its
subsequent coming together as the mass strug-
gle developed. He shows the way in which the
FSLM related through the mass organisations
to the developing mass struggle, and the
degree to which the masses set the pace in the
revolutionary upsurge. Finally he sets out ina
detailed way the strategy which the FSLN has
followed since the revolution. The difficulties
which the FSLN faces in increasing produc-
tion through the private sector, while carrving
on the political battle against the bourgeoisie,
the building of the mass organisations and of
the Sandinista Party are all covered here.

It’s an indispensible book for those who
wish 1o understand the revolutionary process
in Micaragua, not because Black has attemp-
ted to draw out these lessons himself, but
rather, because of the breadth of this work,
and his comprehensive understanding of the
processes at work, he allows the revolution 1o
speak for itself,
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Michasl Lowy: ‘The Politics of Combined
and Uneven Development: the Theory of Per-
manent Revolution®, Verso, 1981, £4.50;
Maxine Molvneux and Fred Halliday: *The
Ethiopian Revolution®, Yerso, 1982, £5.95,

Michael Lowy’s book is overdue, by about fif-
ty vears. It deals more thoroughly with the
overall theory of world revolution than any
work since Trotskv's Permanent Revolution
which was published in 1928, First he traces
the theory's origins in the philosophical
method of Marx and Engels. He then ex-
amines the development of the concept in
order 1o submit it to the crucial tests posed in
the second half of the book: does the theory
help us 1o understand and to change reality?
With this format he has produced an excellent
educational tool, one which, despite the occa-
sionally stodgy language, will be of great prac
tical use to rmilitants

The theory of permanent revolution has
three major postulates. First, because of the
internationalisation of the productive Forces
and social classes, socialist revolution is on the
agenda in even the most *backward’ coun-
tries. Second, the passage from democratic
tasks to socialist tasks in the revolution is
uninterrupted;  that  is, the bourgeois
democrafic tasks of the revolution cannot be
completed by the national bourgeoisie, but
only through socialist revolution, Finally the
future of the revolution depends on its exten-
sion  internationally. There can be no
socialism in one country.

Considering that for the last decade this
theory has been propagated only by small
groups of revolutionaries, the paucity of the
alternarives on offer is truly remarkable.
Apart from sponlaneist ideas the only alier-
native theories in the workers' movement are
the fifty seven varieties of warmed up Stalinist
dogmas: the *national democratic revolution”
made by a *‘bloc of four classes” determined to
take a ‘non-capitalist road' towards a ‘new
democracy” ushering in a ‘state of socialist
orientation’, It is surely worth noting that
many countries which have taken such an op-
tion following social upheavals have in-
variably turned out 1o be capitalist — and
usually dictatorships 1o bool

Erhiopia is & case in pomnt, In Maxine
Maolyneus and Fred Halliday's new book The
Erhiopian Revolution we are ireated 1o a
detailed account of the overthrow of Haile
Selassie’'s imperial regime in 1974, Selassic
presided over oneof the most backward social
systems in the world, Even one vear later only
4 per cent of the Gross Domestic Product
came from industrial production, while
roughly four fifths of the population were
stbsistence farmers and that many on the left

underestimated the depth and significance of
the revolution. The replacement for Sclassie,

THE ETHIOPIAN ROAD?

the Derg, (a3 military cabal with a sccrel
membership of low-ranking army officers)
aspires towards modernising the economy,

and has presided over an extensive land
reform. In its own words it has embarked
upon a ‘Mational Democratic Revolution®

But Maolyneux and Halliday lack the
analvtical and theoretical tools 1o explain the
nature of this revolution, Despite a wealth of
description of the power struggles within the
Derg led by the ‘ruthless and cunning’,
‘Marxist-Leninist” leader Mengisiu, the
authors cannot explain why the majority of
the people within the Ethiopian state is in
revoll against the new rulers: The overthrow
of Selassie was a catalys! unleashing a tide of
national movements in Tigray, Ogaden,
Eritrea and across the Horn of Africa, which
threatens not only the unity of the Ethiopian
imperial state, but also the very social rela-
tions within the region — a point which the
authors miss entirely. The Derg's response 1o
this is well known: having eliminated the op-
position of the Ethiopian People’s Revolu-
tionary Party (EPRP) in the major cities via
the ‘“red terror® of 1977 which liguidated
thousands of leftists, Mengistu has mobilised
the largest army in Africa against the "seces-
sionists’ in the north, south and east of the
country,

The theory of permanent revolution ex-
plains these events. While the Ethiopian
revolution is saddled with the Stalinist
ideology aof the MNational Democralic Revolu-
tion and a military leadership it will be in-
capable of advancing the interests of the ox-
plodted bevond a certain point, The Stalinists
will no doubt reply that in a country as
backward as Ethiopia they have o go one slep
at a time — first the *national democratic

revolution” and then the socialist revolution.
This argument compleiely misses the point, It
is precisely becouse the economy is s0
hackward that the revolution must go all the
way, rather than proceeding in preconceived
stages. OF course the lack of a powerful and
experienced working  class s an  added
ohstacle 1o the revolution, but the Eritrean
People’s  Liberation Front. (EPLF)} s
testimony to the existence of forces in the
région who are prepared 1o goall the way. The
EPLF itsell adheres toa theory of the “na-
tional democratic revolution” but in practice it
hreaks from this framework.

The theory of permanent rev olution is an
alternative perspective to that of the Stalinists
and, for that matter, of Molyneux and Halli
day: one which cxplains that the future of the
revolution in the Horn depends above all noi
on power struggles within the bonapartist
regime of Mengistu, but on the self-
organisation of the masses in the region
towards deepening the socialist revolution.
That is the importance of the movements in
Eritrea and Tigray, and ol the class struggle
throughout the Horn, subjects which all
receive short shrift in the account by
Molyneux and Halliday. (The Eritreans are
advised for instance (hat they showoid,
reasonably, ofTer to swap a piece of Eritrea
to give Ethiopia access to the Red Sea — in
return for ‘autonomy’ for the rest of the na-
tion, p.191).

In reality the Stalinist ‘theories’ of the 'na-
tional democratic  revolution® are  not
strategics for revolution at all, They are simp-
Iy political expedients for Soviel foreign
policy. Whatever best suits the interests of the
Kremlin is ‘revolutionary’, *Marxist-Leninist®
and 5o on. This theory divides the world into
two camps — thar of the Soviet bloc and of
imperialism — rather than between the two
fundamental clesses on a world scale, the pro
letariat and the bourgeoisie. The definition of
a regime as ‘revoluticnary” depends on
whether it buys its weapons from the Kremlin,
which sea roufes it can control and =0 on

The travesty of this approach is apparent
with the case of Somalia, Ethiopia's
neighbour, The Somali Socialist Revolu-
tionary Party was transformed in the eves of
the Kremlin in the course of a few days of 1977
from a ‘friendly’ traveller on the ‘non-
capitalist path’ to being a reactionary agent of
imperialism after the Somali invasion of the
Ogaden in 1977. This point i reinforced at
this very moment in the Horn where Soviet
helicopter gunships flown by North Yemeni
pilots began on 16 February to disperse lethal
nerve gases across the mountains and plancs
of Eritrea, as part of the latest massive Ethio-
pian offensive against the Eritrean revolution.

Lacking the perspective ol permanent
revolution Molyneux and Halliday end up as
apologists for the Mengistu regime and its
Soviel backers. As Lowy points out so clearly
in his book, this is not an academic argument.
From the defeat of the Chinese revolution in
1926-27, 10 Indoncsia in 1963 and Chile in
1973, Stalinist “iheories’ have been responsi
ble for huge and bloody defeats of the warkers
and peasants of the third world. This is the
logic of ‘two campism” by which theories are
concocied not to make revolutions but (0 gain
advaniage for the Kremlin in its war ol
manouevre with the imperialists.
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EXPOSING CONSPIRATORS

Ronald Kirk

Blake Baker: The Far Lefr, Weidenfeld and
MNicholson, 1981, £3.95 John Tomlinson:
Left, Right: The March of Political-
Extremism in Britain, John Calder, 1981,
E4.95.

There is a guilty adolescent narcissism about
rifling through the index in books of this kind
to see if ‘we’ z2re mentioned; and the portrait
drawn is not totally unattractive: our numbers
and influence are exaggerated and we are por-
traved as so many romanitic Lucifers:
dangerous and deadly. But the cheap thrill
soon subsides to be replaced by the distasie
and boredom.

Two main methodologies are involved in
this sort of book. The first involves scissors
and paste after a breathless sprint through a
library of press cuttings. The second is the
classic historiography pioneered in the Bible:
the RCP begat the Club that begat the SL1
that begat. ..

The one book that partially escaped these
numbing limitations was Thaver's The British
Political Fringe, now long out of print.
Thaver had actually interviewed some of his
victims and had a good eve for domesiic
squalor. His itemisation of the half-empty
food tins in @ London Macist flat was a classic
of the genre, reminiscent of the observation
by a character in one of Mary McCarthy's
novels that lefl-wingers might be identified by
their invariable habit of not cleaning properly
the rims of their toilets. ..

Blake Baker is less fanciful. A senior jour-
nalist on the Daily Telegraph, and a former in-
dustrial correspondent, Baker is an old news-
hound whose only interest is the facts. And
some of these “facts’ are truly amazing. Did
vou know, Tor example, that in *about 1971°
(to pinpoint the time more accurately would
presumably pose a security problem) the
British Port Employers found that dock
strikes were being financed by American Trot-
skyists and made represemtations via the
Washington Embassy 1o try and staunch the
flow of funds?

John Tomlinson was Parliamentary
Private Secretary to Harold Wilson and was
Junior Minister at the Treasury from 1976 {0
1979. That grand old moderate lo Grimond
provides a preface which demonstrates how
unflabby contemporary liberalism can be:
‘entrism’, he argues, is more dangerous than
terrorism and ‘some changes in the law are
necessary (o limit the opportunities Tor our
enemies to make trouble”. After several pages
of organised rambling on the theme ‘can
Iiberals defend liberalism by illiberal means?'
and the necessary properly tortured argu-
ment, Tomlinson is forced 1o opt for the end
of toleration for the intolerant. The Labour
Parly must reinstate the proseribed list and its
candidates and officials must “satisfy certain
criteria binding on all parties on such critical
and basic issues as human rights, civil liber-
ties, national interests, etc’,

It cannot be proved, he writes, that the left
is involved in terrorism ‘but there is no
assurance that they will, may or do not lend
local or logistical support to international
guerilla groups”. Or fly on broomsticks under

a full moon, he might add; Mathew Hopkins
could learn from the moderate Mr Tomlinson
when it comes to framing unanswerable
charges.

Tomlinson has palpable proof of the
subversive treachery of the left. Unfortunate-
Iy most of this evil-doing is difficult to triace as
‘covert and undetected machinations” are *by
definition undetectable’. But ‘sources have
revealed a quite remarkable and far-reaching
development in the case of the Miliani,
Towards the end of January 1980, as the con-
troversy over Militani’s presence within the
Labour Party gathered momentum, the
Soviet KGB dispaiched from Paris (o this
country one of its top spectalist agents briefed
ta infiltrate the tendency itsell with the object
s0 [ar as possible of shielding it from complete
or damaging exposure’. Blake Biaker guotes
Tomhinson as his ‘source” to reprint the exact
same ludicrous accusation. Presumably the
next book can now quote two authorities for
this ‘Tact'!

Combining the meticulous research of
Grimm's Fairy Tales with the literary style of
a compendium of world railway timetables,
both books are highly recommended bedtime
reading: as soparific as Horlicks but contain
ing none of the calories.

David Kogan and Maurice Kogan: The Baitle

Sor the Labour Party, Fontana, paperback,

EL7S:

As a potted history of the new Labour left and
the recent battles 1o democratise the Labour
Party, this readable and interesting book is
just the sorl of thing to help activists <tep back
for a moment 1o ponder the resulis and pro-
spects of their campaigning. However, as a
work of political analysis (o provide some
food for thought, forget it.

The full power of David Kogan's Fleet
Street  journalism  and Maurice Kogan's
academic dissection are brought 1o bear in the
opening lines: *The Labour Party has
undergone cataclysmic change.. . The power of
the traditional leadership has been broken." I
either of the Kogans have been into the House
of Commons recently they can’t have looked
very closely ar the Opposition front bench,
The truth is that the structural changes in the
Labour Party have not, as yel, produced
gither a Parliamentary Labour Party or a
Shadow Cabinet that would be substantially
different from the lasi Labour government,

Kogan and Kogan then try (o explain this
cataclysm: "A new element has entered British
politics,” they maintain, ‘and has acted with
devastating force.” This “new and extraor
dinary phenomenon’ is ‘the groups of the
Outside Left.” The book then concentrates on
how the left wing organised the campaigns for
democracy and accountability in the party.
The authors give greal-emphasis Lo the tactics
employed by the left, like model resolutions
and circulars, as if they were something entire-
ly new and alien to the labour movement, The
argument is obvious — the left has made gains
because it has been more ruthless and better
organised than the right-wing, The failures of
the Labour government, the radicalisation of
sections of the wnions, the strength of the
left's policies for party democracy and for
challenging the capitalist crisis. — none of
these get a look-in.

As they explain at the end; *This book has
described  the story of guite remarkable
changes in a major public institution and how
they were achieved by small groups of
people..." This ‘vonspiracy theory” (Tor
despite all the dressing, thait is what it ix} is not
something mew. The cry of ‘small groups of
politically motivated men (sic)” has been echo-
ing around the labour movement for genera-
tions. ‘The new groups’, wrile Kogan and
Kogan, “call themselves the *‘outside
lefi”."That 15 a he. I've never come across
anvone in the labour movement, or anywhere
clse outside a football pitch, who would adopt
such an idiotic label. The truth is thay Kogan
and Kogan's "Outside Lefi", as opposed 1o the
Tribumite “Inside Left’, is just another version
of the Labour right"s ‘illegitimate lelt" and
‘legitimate lefi”, The derogatory term “Out
side Left” says more aboul its inventors than
about those il is supposed to describe. The
right-wing would love to see the *Outside Left”
outside, outside the party, outside the unions
and, in some cases, outside the country (Syd
Bidwell's advice 1o Tarig Ali).

In the hands of the right-wing, the
famalysis' in this book will supply greater
justification for a witch-hunt designed (o stop
the left taking ‘unfair advantage” of Labour
democracy. 1is lists of left organisations and
individuals will likewise provide useful *do-it-
yoursell” kits for the fledgling Stalins of the
Labour Party.

Finally, it may seem trivial, but
throughout the book Kogan and Kogan insist
on calling my union the Post Office Enginieer-
ing Workers Union (POEW}. We are the Fost
Office Engineering Union, the POEU, and
have been since 1919, You'd think such
knowledgeable people would be able to get lit-
tle details like that right. Still, | don't suppose
it will stop them laughing all the way 1o the
bank, as their book is probably selling as
quickly as it was rushed into print.







