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TALKING LEFT
—ACTING RIGHT

Reviewing Kinnock's first fifty days in A
Week im Politics, Jovial right winger Austen
Mitchell put it fhis way: '1 like Neil Kinnock.
He talks left, and acts right. And that's jusi
what's needed.” We couldn't have put it be-
ter, Austen, The basic sympathies of the parny
rank and file remain Benmite {witness the
results of the conference eléctions for the
NEC constituency section), The political and
egonomic crisis that fuclled Bennism con-
tinues 1o gather momenium, 5o elassic
istratght right’ politics of the Gaitskell kind
eould not hold the partv together. Moreover,
the right wing old gaard's cammitment 1 the
Aulantic Alllance is no longer valid in a world
where Beagan stalks with hobnail boats,
irampling on enemies and ellies alike

The TUC right wing in opting (or Kin-
nock/Hatiersley therefare adopted a political
project for the parly leadership in harmany
with the demands of the more farsighted wee-
thoms of the ruling class than the Fool/Healey
carciakership, The project seeks 1o recentre
the party on Europe and above all on Euro-
pean captital, Old-style Atlanticism, in which
Britgin held onto its dwindling imperizl con-
quests by means of its military and {inancial
alliance with Washingion and the Pentagan
met with its comeuppance in Grenada and
Greenham Common, The difference in fateof
Jim Callaghan — howled down ar conference
— and Denis Healey shows just how impor-
tant it will he for aspiring right wingers 1o
learri this lesson and incarporate @ realistic
dose of anti-Americanism into their rhetoric,

But this shift & in no sense a move 1o the
beft, True, it hasinvolved acceptance of many
of the right wing's farmer anathemas. For ex
ampile, Neil Kinnock's talk af mass campaign-
ing must have stuck in the gullel of many who
rejoiced at Peter Tarchell's fate.

As to the policy conrent of this ‘left
phraseology’ il is only necessary 1o study the
objective situation 1o understand that prepar-
ing a fullzcale arack on policy, a deepening of
the witch hunt, and above all an extended
idealogical preparation for coalition, are o
necessary  counterpart to Kinnock's left
rhetoric. Indeed, anyone who believes that
alignment with European capital will lead to
leftward developments in the labour move-
ment need only ook af the evolution aof Mit-
terrund and Soares and the effects of thelr
governmenis on popular coRsCiOUSTICSS.

Mitterrand has gone further than anyone
would have dreamed possible: arming France
1o the testh, rushing troops into Chad, clamp-
ing down a vickous susterity policy. He has
presided over the most extreme ouibreak of
mass racism in recent French history. And
there iz a simple reason: European captial i
being crushed by the econamic war with the
USA. It follows that every move Lo centralise
the EEC has the purpose of imensifying
austerity and exploiiation, regaining the ad-
vantage against US capital by compensatory
superexploitation of European workers.

What Iz true for France, whiose economy s
far the weakes: in Europe, is doubly and
trebly true for Britain. Economic survival for
u capitalist Britain — whether on a Lon-

don/Washingion axis or a Lon-
don/Parks/Bonn axis — demands the mast
draconian artacks on lving simndards, a
vieious strong state, and maximum use of Bri-
tain’s military and nuclear bargaining
counters (o ensure @ prolective umbrella stays
aver precious overseas investments, Finally,
such measures, under conditions of the conti-
nuing dechine and erisis of the Tory Party, de-
mand a redically new political formuola,

This explains the growing discussion of
electeral reform and the backing thal impor-
tant tections af the ruling class now give 1o the
Liberal/SDP Alliance. Labour can no longer
be entrusted with the affice of povernment on
its pwm. Important sections of the ruling class
therefore support the political and institu-
tional steps 1o ensure that Labour never
regains a majority in parlimment; these include
altacking Labour’s funds through réform of
the political levy, bolstering of the
Liberal/SDF Alliance, and toying with pro-
posals for elzetoral reform.

Neil Kinnock has set his objective as
rebuilding Labour's image and Labour's
vate. He s attempting to do this in close
allinnce with the Aght wing of the party. The
results so far have been ta lift Labour out of
the historic trough of suppart seen at the kasi
election. But there is no cvidence that Kinnack
will be able to rebuild Labour's vole to the
bevel sufficient for the formation of 0 majority
Labour government

In this Hght it Is important for the lefl 0
understand that Kinnock i nod simply a
younger version of Foot nor is he a classic cen-
tre right leader af the Wilson mould. On the
contrary the objestive role of Kinnock will be
to pave the way for the policies of the radical
right, ap to and including coalition govern-
ment with the SOP/Liberal Alliance. It does
nat 1ake much imagination 10 grasp the kind
af disaster the experience of such a govern-
ment would be for the working class, not 1o
see the type of reactionary forces that would
be behind its mevitable failure. Kinnock's kel
rhetorlz i pari of the job qualification.

Whereas Fool hesitaled on unilateralism,
Kinnock has already moved (o abandon it
Whereas Fool set limits on the witch hunt,
Kinnock has made it clear he iniends Lo
broaden it o include potentially all those
whose views on parllamentary democracy he
dizagrees with. Whereas Foot defended the
notian of Labour as a ‘broad church’ Kinnock
argues for a party excluding both the SDP and
the *hard" left.

The Kinnock leadership will combine the
surgical methods of the witch hunt, with the
clinical methods of deological polsonio
{solate the most consistent socialists within the
party. The latter is to be the function of the
Labour Coordinating Comminee led by the
ex-student politicians of the inappropriately
named Clapse 4. Ther obpective is o win a
base in the constituendes for Kinnock's brand
of “realism’. They got off 10 a fine start in
Movember with the call for the party to drop
‘Clause 4' from ks constitution. It i more
likely than not that they will be handed con-
trol of Mew Socialis? Lo facilitate this opera-
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tion. They already have multiple links with the
campaigning cozhiiomsis of Marxism Today.

Nothing should have done more 1o
awaken sociallsts 16 the realities of Kinnock's
leadership than his failure to support the ag-
tionz of the NGA and hiz acquoiescence by
omizsion in Hattersley's attack on ‘trade
union law breakers®, This failure is suscadal
for Labour, because the only way to rebuild
Labour's vote to anywhere near what is need-
ed ta form a majority government is to deliver
the most crushing possible riposte (o the at
tacks from the Tory government, Uity of the
working class against the Tories has o come
above unity with the party™s right wing. There
can be no compromises on this point

That {5 the lesson of the way that cam-
paigning agalnst Crulse, in defence afl the
NHS and in defence of local democracy have
been able to win popular majorities for these
palicies. 11 iz even more the case in defending
the unions and the Labour Party against the
legnl assaulls of the Tory government, Al
stake here B the very existence of the Labour
Party and trade union movement ak they are
presently canstituted. In fact the Labour Par
ty was established by the trade unions precise-
Iy as part of thewr defence agmnst such
legislative and legal atacks.

For Labour and the TUC right wing 1o
stand by and allow the Tories to destroy the
rights of the NGA on Lthe grounds of ‘respect
for the law' will be the greatest disaster the
labour movemeni bas suflfered for many
years. The left wing of the labour movemeni
must grasp the full breadih and significance of
this threat. Namely that Kinnock it incapable
of rebuilding Labour and at best is the
prsomer of 2 nght wing, intenl on destroying
all obszacies on its path to agreement with the
Lieral/SDP Alllance. Chief amonget those
pbsmaches iy the lbefl izself, however friendly or
comchatory o 5 (0 the dream ticket
Evervimy that has happened since the 1983
Labosr Parry conference brings home one
Chegr messsagge the left must organise 1o defend
the Labowr Perry and s radical policics. The
left o organise o emsure that undons like
the NGA asd womes like those 31 Greenham
do motl Teght adome. §f marss organise (o defend
the mghis of socsisis wiilon the party and

miust arganise 1o defend existing policy gains,
and to extend them in those greas where |hf_‘.
have been proven bunkrupl — notably on
Ireland and the cconomy.

A whole phase of the growth of the beft
wing of the labour movement came to an end
wilh the general election. The left did no win
& left leadership, nor was il able 10 prevent
sabotage and fodging of left policies. Most
important of all Labour suffered & stunning

S ——
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defeat. The right and former left rencgades
Hke the LCC and Marxism Toaay are organis-
ing 1o abandon the goal of 2 Labour govern-
menl with socialist policies altogether, The
left can no longer leave its own organization (o
pgroups of sell-appoiniad leaders. It muxt
organise democratically and in a way (0 max
imise its chief sirength — its base in the mok
and file of the party, the unionx and the mass
movemen! against this government,

i
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A SPECIAL RELATIONSHIP

ANDREW GAMBLE

Anti-Americanism is on the order of the day
since the invasion of Grenada. Even Denis
Healey has joined in.

Andrew Gamble assesses 200 years of the
‘special relationship® between Britain and the
USA since the Treaty of Paris was signed in

1783.
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The Peace of Parls

Two hundred years ago on 3 September 1783 the Peace of Paris
was signed, bringing 1o an end the war between the American
colonies and Britain, Aidad by the intervention of France and
Spain the rebel colonists had won a complete victory. An in-
dependent United States free from the despotism of Crown and
Parliament was born and British imperial expansion appeared
to have received a decisive check.

But although this defeat in the New World was a severe
reverse and a greal humiliation for the landed aligarchy which
controlled the British state, British fortunes were soan repaired
by the vicloses against Napoleonic France, and still more by
the dramatic growth of its industrial power. British expansion
was resumed on & grander and broader scale. By 1883 the loss of
Britain's ‘first empire’ had been overshadowed by the acquisi-
tion of a second, the empire on which the sun never seis, and by
the quite novel position which the British state had come Lo oc-
cupy within the capitalist world economy as a resull of the
development of large-scale indusiry,

1783 comes tawards the close of the mercantalist era of
British policy at the beginning of rapid industrialisation. One
hundred years later, in 1883, the year Marx died, Britain had
reached the peak of iis power; American power was still in its
infancy. The previous hundred years had seen an un-
precedented leap forward in world productive forces, a widen-
ing and deepening of the world division of labour and the
beginnings of a profound sociel and economic revolution
whose consequences are still reverberating around the globe.
The capitalist world economy which had been developing ever
since the sixteenth century wies now established as the dominant
malerial force throughout the world. It had begun to incor-
porate cvery nation, every lerritory, every community, and
cvery resource into the ceaseless drive 1o accumulate capital.

By 1983 the relative positions of Hritain and America had
been transformed. Britain’s second empire . was already a
memory apart from a clutch of islands and dependencies spread
across the globe. Britain no longer ranked as a major world
power and the relative decline of its economy had further
undermined its remaining pretensions to great power status.
Britain had become heavily dependent on the United States and
subordinate 1o its former colony on all important guestions.
The United States had replaced Britain as the leading military

force, the pconomic powerhouse, and the financial centre of
the world economy.

Throughout these last two hundred years, the era of world
capitalism, the relationship between Britain and America has
heen ceniral to an undersianding of the dynamics of the world
economy and the system of imperialism., One of the key condi-
tions for accumulation of capital on an expanding scale is the
existence of one state powerful enough and willing enough to
assume responsiblity for maintaining the system in existence, In
a world where no global sovereign power exists some aliernative
arrangements must be found for palicing the world economy,
for ensuring a stable medium of exchange, as well as maintain-
ing arderly flows af capital, goods, and labour.

These “state’ functions for the capitalist world cconomy
were performed mostly by Britain up to 1914, and have been
performed mostly by the United States since 1945, What is s0
striking about the relations between the two couniries during
the last two hundred years i thai apart from bricl and
inconclusive hostilities ar the end of the Napoleonic wars and
ocgasional moments of tension such as the Venceuela crisis of
1895/6, they have never clashed militarily or seemed likely 1o do
t0. The eclipse of British power by ils former colony has been
necomplished withoul an srmed struggle.

The readiness of Britain's rulers 1o relinguish their position
of dominance in favour of the United States is a fundamental
and little explored aspect of twentieth century palitics. Some
have detected an ‘Anglo-Saxon' conspiracy and stress the
bonds of culiure, kinship and language. But bands af sentimemt
have been cheerfully cast aside when the central interesis of
either nation have been at stake, What has to be explained is
why the dominant groups within both ruling classes came to
recognise a common interest in maintaining a close political
relationship. It is a complex story and only an cutline of some
of the kev lactors can be provided here.

The American Revolution

The revolt of the American colonists against British rule was at
one level a simple dispute over the authority of the British
Crown (o levy taxes on ity colonists. According (o eighteenth
century mercantilist notions the colonics were s0 mMAany OvVeTseas
landed estates and were expected (0 augment the national
wealth af the metropalitan country, Trade and shipping with
them were rigidly controlled and the colonists were expected to
contribute in taxes 1o the costs of maintaining the policies of
overseas expansion. The national debt had increased enor-
mously as a result of the major wars with France between 1740
and 1763, and British citizens in England were 1axed much
more heavily than those in tha colonies.

Like s0 many revolutions therefore the immediate cause of
the American revolution was fiscal. The ullimate power of any
state depends on its ability to raise taxes. In a bourgeois society
if the vitizens challenge the authority of the state (o collect taxes
they strike at its very existence. In rejecting this authority of the
British Parliament io tax them, however, the American col-
onists went moch further, asserting universal doctrines of the
rights of man, in order to justily their rejection of British
sovereignty. What began as a petty dispute over taxes broaden-
ed into a general altack on the legitimacy of a government thal
was not directly answerable to its citizens. The revolt of the
American colonists became one of the major baurgeois revalu-
tions of the modern era, producing some of the classic
statements of liberal ideclogy.

The radicalism of the American Revolution 15 not at all
welcome to many modermn American historians. Many of them
find it irksome that the American Revolution should so ofien
be linked to the French revolution, hecause the latier is so
strongly associated with the Terror and with radical social and
political upheaval. But the upheaval in the American colonies
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American colonists throw averboard jaxved few in the famous Bosion Tea Party

was also intense — there were more emigres in proporiion to
the population than in France, more property was confiscated,
and the emigre elements did not return. American society, with
the major exception of the slave-owning landed property of the
Southern states, was purged of thase elements that might have
pura break on the development of the economic and social rela-
tionships necessary for capital accumulation.

Even before the Revolution the United States had a purer
kind of individualist bourgenis civil society than any of the
European countries where pre-capitalist ideological social and
economic influences and institutions were still sa strong,

in bourgeois society if the citizens challenge
the authority of the state to collect taxes they
strike at its very existence

This is what those polilicians in England like Edmund
Burke who appose British policy towards the American col-
onies could never understand. Burke arguoed that the way to
preserve the link between Britain and the colonies in America
wits the British and the colonies in America was Lhe way for the
British parliament to abandon its rights to tax, while maintain-
ing the all important right to shipping, trade, and exlernal
policy. This solution was similar to the one that had been pur-
sued in Britain's other maejor problem colony — Ireland. Bul
the essential difference, as some of the American revolu-
lionaries were quick to point out, was that Ireland was a con-
quered country, British rule was maintained there by force, and
the relative aulonomy given to Ireland to manage its own af-
fairs was not given Lo the Irish but to the tiny class of Anglo-
Irish landowners,

What Burke and the English Whigs could not recognise was

the unrepresentativeness of the English Parliament, British
political institutions have often received lavish praise but this
was particularly strong in the eighteenth century, One writer
even described the Briish consititution at that time as *without
doubt the most perfect form of human government that ever
wis devised by human wisdom:' The tiny size of the electorate
(only 250,000), and the corruption and anomalies of the system
(5723 persons chose hall the members of the House of Com-
mans) were brushed aside. The degree of real liberty 1o all
classes and the degree of protection 1o the intcresis of the lan-
downers weré recommendation enough. Omne of the chief
reasans the British sought (o coerce the American colonists was
precisely because they perceived it as a democralic movement,
As General Gage noted during the agitation over the Stamp
Aci: “It is to be feared that rhe spirit of democracy is strong
among them.'

The independence which the colonists already enjoyed and
the remoteness from London was what made coercion on an
Irish scale impractical. By the 1770 the argument had already
moved on, There was no means short of coercion by which the
British Parliament could have retained control over its
American colonies. This was scen perfectly clearly by all the
Enghish radicals, who were fighting the despotism of Parlia-
ment in England itself, They immediately championed the
American cause. Tom Paine, arriving in America just before
the declaration of Independence, wrote his famous pamphlet
Common Sense, which quickly became the most popular and
influential indictment of the despotic rule of the British Crown
and the British Parliament. For radicals like Paine there ap-
peared at this time no fundamental conflict between their sup-
port for mass political participation and the expansion of
miarket relationships. Paine's radicalism was the radicalism of
the independent artisans and was directed at the power of the
greal landed proprictors. For Paine the greatest evils to be
swept away were the hereditary privileges of the monarchy and



& MaovemberDecember 1983 |nternational

1T T M e
LR ey LRl T

B

< di

——

SR —

Caripon of Tam Paine by James Gillray, 1791
the aristocracy., These were the major obstacles to a society of
independent, self-reliant individuals free both Lo exchange and
to choose who should govern them. The reforms which the
English radicals wished to enact in Britain were the ones they
eaw being triumphantly carried through in America. This was
why America acquired such a hold over the radical imagination
which it has never entirely losL.

Free Trade Imperialism
The American Revolution was like a beacon to the growing

revolutionary movement in Europe, and helped disseminate the
new universalist ideology of rights, liberty, and equality. The
American Republic existed as a reproach to the dynasties of ab-
solutist Europe and the Old Corruption of England. It was an
important example and spur to the French Revolution. But it
remained largely a political revolution, It secured the excep-
tionally free and egalitarian civil society that had developed in
America, but it did not make America the pioneer of industrial
capitalism. Despite the unrepresentativeness of British political
institutions the crucial acceleration in the accummulation of
capital took place in Britain. During a period of intense social
reaction and domestic repression of the radical movement the
foundations of the first major industrial capitalism were
created. The loot Britain had gained from overseas wars, col-
anies, and trade — vast as il was — came to seem paltry in com-
parison to the quite unprecedented stream of wealth that flow-
ed from the loul drain of Manchester.

The dominance of Britain in the world was established on a
quite different foundation from its earlier power which had
been based on British industries over all others throughout the
world permitted the development of & new international divi-
sion of labour and a netwark of economic relations which
subordinated foreign nations to Britiain often without direct
resort to physical coercion. Free trade not protected trade
became the new rallying call of the British Parliament, As one
MP put it 50 simply in the 1846 debate on the repeal of the
foreign nations would become valuable colonies to us withoul

reposing on uk the responsiblity of governing them'.

America was crucial to this policy of free trade imperialism.
Economic relations between Britain and America did not cease
afer the colonies broke away. They grew enormously, America
became a major wheel of the new world economy which in-
dustrialisation in Britain brought into existence. The flows of
goods, of capital, and of labour occurred on a colossal scale,
America was developed by huge infusions of British capital, in-
irially 1o provide many of the raw materialz for British factories
as well as the food necessary 1o reproduce the urban working
class at the lowest possible cost, America ai the same Gmic pro-
vided major markets for British manufactures and was the chief
destination for British emigrants. Between 1820 and 1910 a
staggering 13 million people emigrated from Britain to the
United States.

American political institutions continued Lo attract support
from liberal opinion in the UK and continued 1o be distrusted
by conservalives, Americanising was already equated with
democratising and vulgarising, so il is no surprise 1o find many
of the Victorian eritics of industrialism such as Ruskin, Carlyle,
and Arnold, highly eritical of the United Stares. They believed
American democracy was undermining the principle of
aristocracy and producing mediocrity and uniformity. Bul the
freedom and openness of American politics and the extent of
participation in American democracy still commanded wide
respect among Eurcpean liberals.

In the American civil war Britain remained neutral, opinion
divided between the two sides, Radical opinion initially inclined
Loseards the South, partly hecause of the strong tie of economic
interest with the cotton planters, but more importantly because
the issue was seen as the right of the southemn states Lo national
sell-determination. When the issue became more clearly defin-
ed as anti-slavery, liberal opinion veered towards support for
the North, If America had been perceived at that time as a
greater threal to British inteests Britain might have sought to in-
tervene to promote an outcome that did lead to the break-up of
the United States into two or more separate siates — the policy
it had traditionally Tollowed in Eurape.

The American Challenge

The period of free trade imperialism was ended by the rise of
new imperialisms that could seriously rival Britain. Both Ger-
many and the United States were rapidly industrialising by the
18805 and both imposed very high tariffs to protect their in-
dustries from British competition. Now the value to the Unired
States of the political independence from Britain, which it had
won & century earlier, was fully demonstrated. Britain's domi-
nant posilion astride the world economy remained, buttressed
by its enormous empire and by its undisputed dominance of
shipping, finance, insurance and all the other services needed
by the world economy. By 1914 Britian was easily the largest
creditor nation in the world, and [is overseas investmenis
totalled L4000 million.

when Taylor sent his book on scientific
management to a British engineering firm he
received in return a copy of Horace's Odes

Bur the basis of this colossal edifice of power was rapidly
undermined by the speed with which Germany and America
first caught Britain up and then overtaok her completely in
many crucial industries like steel, as well as pioneering major
new industries such as chemicals and automobiles. Britain’s
position began Lo look extremely precarious both militarily and
econpmically and the first of the great outpourings of national
introspection on decline began. German and American
methods of production and selling began to be studied but were
only gradually adopted. A typical British response was to label



German and American goods azs shoddy and second-rate, their
sales methods as unseemly, and their work as ungentlemanliy.
British goods by conirast were quality goods made by craft-
smen. Scientific management and the new méthods for organis-
ing the labour process were derided. When Tavlor sent a copy
of his book on the principles of scientific management 1o a
British engineering firm he received in returmn a copy of the
owner's edition of Horace's Odes. Lack of mvestment by
British capitalists in new manufacturing processes and methods
was rarely cited as a factor in the success of Britain’s new com-
petitors. The greater pover of trade aneons in Britain compared
to the United States however was soon being blamed for the
failure of British lirms (o develop new products and new
methods, and 1o keep costs down as successfully as the
Americans,

Alongside the sudden eruption of the Uinited States as a ris-
ing indusirial power with a seemingly boundiess potential due
to its size and resources, came a major changes in attitudes tathe
United States an bath Right and Lefi. Om the Left the focus on
American democracy gave way to a focus on American
capitalism. America as an exampie of advancad democratic in-
stitutions and republican virtpes was replaced by Amenica as
the country of unbridled capitalism, where the logpic of capital
accumulation was most unfettered, where the tendency 1o con-
centration and centralisation of capital i gant frusis was
strongest, where the gulf between rich and poor was most stark
where technigues of mass industrial production and the ap-
plication of science to production were most highly developed
On the Right bv contrast, which was coming 1o s the hattle
againsl democracy as lost, there was an increasing appreciation
for the strengths of American institutions in effectively
restraining the *worst Teatures' of democracy, the unfettered
exercise of popular sovereignty, The conservative intentions of
the authors of the Constitution were now miuch berer ap-
preciated.

Imperinlist war

The First Warld War marked a decisive rurning poing in Anglo

American relations. Faced by the industrial and military
challenge from both Germany and the United Stares, Oritain
was forced to choose whose claims should be contested. What
had become very clear by 1900 was that Britzin was quife in

capable of (aking on both its new rivals simultanzously and
defeating them. The British government was informed by the
Admiralty in 1900 that if it wanled 1o control the seas around
the coasts of America it was essential that the neutrality of the
European powers should be secured. Since the lailer was so0
unlikelv this adivice implied that Britain must reach an accom-
maodation with the United States, even if on a longer perspec-
tive the Linited States was a greater threat 1o Britain's power
and position than Germany.

The logic of Britain's sirategic position was laid out with
considerable imsight by Halford Mackinder, sometime
geographer, promineni Unionist, Director of the LSE, and
British Commissioner 1o the White forcez in Odesza 1919-20
He argued that a secure istand position, a sizeable population,
and a fertile lowland plain, had allowed Britain to become the
dominant naval power and to establish a world empire. But this
power would be threatened if al any lime a land-based military
power arose centred on the ‘Heartland' of Eurasia, Such a state
would be invulnérable 1o séa power vet could press outwards o
seize the ‘islands and peninsulars’ af Eurasia (‘the World
Island”), Mackinder considered that Britain’s permanent
sirategic mieresi was o ensore that Europe and Asia remained
divided between a number of regimes and that Britain retained
its monopoly of sea power.

Britain went to war with Germany in 1914 because Germany
was infent not merely on expansion within Europe and the eraa-
tion of a land-based empire, but also becanse Germany was
building & battle fleet to directly conlest British control of the
seas. Both sides expecied the war 10 be briel: no-one was
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prepared for the total mobilization and military stalemate that
ensued. The direct beneficiary was the United States, because
Britain was lorced into ever closer dependence on the United
States Lo mauntam ils war ¢fforl. The Americans also took Tull
advantage of the struggle to mop up British markets in Latin
America, while the forced sale of British assets and overscas
investmenis contribuled to the emergence of Mew York as the
leading Mnancial centre in the world economy.

America was now a major ereditor nation for the first lime.
The lgte entry of America into the war clinched victory for the
British and French, and confirmed the United S1ates as the new
economically dominant power in the world economy. But
America was clearly unprepared politically to play a world role
and displace Britain, It preferred ro remain isolarionist. A con-
fused interregnum ensied during which Britain attempted and
falled to reconsiruct the world monetary system around sterling
and goid.

After Germany's defeat and Russia®s departure from the
capitalist world economy there seemed every prospect af a fur-
ther contest between Britain and the United States to complete
America's rise to world power. Tromky confidently predicted
this in Lthe 1920s. It never materialised. America still had 1o
fight (o oblam supreme world power, but the wars were to be
pgains! a revived Germany and an expansionist Japan.
Although the potential for e major war against Britain existed il
was averted by the readiness of the British o concede American
claims and accept the dependence of Britain upon the United
States. This wat alreadv apparent straight after the First World
War. Mot only had the United States emerged from the warasa
major creditor nation and the world's leading industrial
ecopomy, it also refosed to limit the size of its fleet. Britain was
forced 1o surrender its iraditional principle that the British fleet

MNewille Chamberlain returns from Muonich waving the docoment
which baught a few months peace al the cosl of 8 German ocrupa-
thom of Crechosiavakin
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should always be as large as the fleets of its two most important
rivals combined.

Why should the British have conceded their world power so
tamely? The answer is that the only alternative 1o some accom-
modation with the Americans was 10 organise a unified and
protected Empire in the German manner, as Joseph
Chamberlain and the Social Imperialists urged. Such an alier-
native would have necessitated reaching an understanding with
Germany in order to counterbalance American power. It would
have made an eventual armed conflict between Britain and the
Linited States more likely, But this aliernative was only tried for
a time and then half-heartedly during the 1930s afer the gald
standard had collapsed. Against this idea of independent
economic blocs there were powerful currents of opinion in Bri-
tain and the United States which argued that Britain’s perma-
nent strategic mterest would continue to be served if the role
wits transformed to the United States. The United States would
inherit the mantle of sea power and the responsibility for main-
taining the palitical order of the capitalist world economy. Bri-
tamn would have a privileged but subordinaie rale which would
allow conziderable elements of British power (o be preserved.

The American Ascendancy

The gradual conversion of opinion at all levels of the military
and political apparatuses of both states can be traced through
the first five decades of this century. But World War Two like
the earlier conflict with Germany was the catalyst for the major
shift. Meville Chamberlain who during the 1930s had helped
arient British palicy alang the lines of Social Imperialism, also
worked hard to achieve an understanding with Germany,
precisely to avoid the kind of major war which he knew would
destroy the basis of British power. Even after war was declared
Chamberlain’s instinct was to limit the conflict, to husband
national recources, to ride out the storm. For a time there seems
in have been a real chance of a negotated peace with Germany
in 1940,

The chances of such a peace were ended by Churchill's ap-
pointment to the Premiership and the formation of a Coalition
Governmen! to conduct the war, bringing Labour into Govern-
ment. Churchill's oft-quoted remark that he had not become
his Majesty"s first minister to preside over the liquidation of the
British Empire was the reverse of the truth, since his policy of
all-out war necessarily involved all-out dependence on the
Americans, The Americans gave the British as much credir as
they wanited through Lend-1Lease and the British war effort was
soon inconceivable without American support. With the full
entry of the Americans into the war the relative power of the
United States and the British Empire was vividly displayed, and
by the end of the war the American ascendancy was complete.
Only the Soviel Union could approach American power. The
British people celebrated victory but for the British Empire the
outcome of the war was a major defeat, Britain could no longer
retain empire except on terms agreed with the Americans,

Churchill's grandiose picture of a partnership beiween
equals was belied immediately the war finished by the American
inzistence on harsh terms for continuation of the ipans Britain
necded to pay for essential imports of food and raw materials.
In particular the Americans wanied early convertibality of sterl-
ing and an end to the system of imperial preference. They
wanled complete liberalisation of the world capitalis! economy
— free movement of goods and capital, no protected spheres
where American capital could not penetrate. [n the state of the
warld in 1945 anly Russia and later China were in a position 1o
refuse American terms. Britain along with the defleated
capitalist powers abandoned independence in its economic and
foreign policies in return for inclusion in the new American-
dominaled world economy and military alliances: NATO,
SEATO, IMF, and GATT — these were the new agencies which
expressed and institutionalised American power. Within this
context the Hritish Empire withered away and Social Im-
perialism disappeared as a viable option an the Right of British

politics. Even Halford Mackinder gave his blessing (o the new
dispensation. Britain's future role, he wrote in 1945, was to bea
‘moated aerodrome’ for the United States in its struggle against
the new heartland power — the Soviet Union.

The American connection in the post-war period has thus
been of critical importance in shaping post-war policy and post-
war politics in Britain. Mo account of British politics is com-
plete which does not consider it, for this is where the real and
most effective consensus between the parties has lain,

the acceptance of dependence on America has
been enormously assisted in the last 40 years
by the attitudes of the Labour Party

The Anglo-American relationship has continued (o be
special, particularly in defence and sterling. Britain has borne a
disproportionately high defence burden within the Atlantic
Alliance, and there has been an unusually close relationship
between personnel at all Jevels. British overseas military spen-
ding and concentration of its research effort on military pro-
jects were significant factors in the relative decline of its
economy, Similarly sterling was permitted by the Americans to
remain as an inernational currency which helped accelerate the
internationalisation of the leading sectors of British capital.
These were burdens which the more successful staies within the
American world economy did not carry. Whenever Britain
stepped out of line as at Suez in 1956, the true nature of the rela-
tionship between the two powers was starkly revealed, and as
time went an so the special relationship was valued much more
in London than in Washington.

The Weakening of US Hegemony

The acceptance of dependence on America has been enormous-
Iy assisted in the last forty years by the attitudes of the Labour
Party. This might seem surprising since the earlier enthusiasm
of the British Left for American democracy had given way to
criticism of American capitalism. In the 1930s there was con-
cern that America might succumb 1o Fascism. Yet the Labour
Party in the 1940s emerged as a staunch upholder of the Atlan-
tic Alliance. Whereas the Conservatives with their imperialist
traditions continved to have grave reservations about con-
ceding too much to the United States and were anxious Lo con-
tinue to assert British interesis, the Labour leadership from
Attlee and Bevan through Gaitskell, Wilson, Brown, Jenkins,
Callaghan and Healey has been solidly committed to the Atlan-
tic Alliance and to the American connection with all that has
meant in terms of domestic priorities and altérnatives,

The explanation for this change can be traced partly toreac-
tians 10 Roosevelt’s Mew Deal, partly to the Cold War. The new
Deal revived faith in American political institutions. Many
Labour intellectuals like Laski saw il as a bold attemp! Lo create
a middle way between capitalism and socialism. It provided a
bridge between liberal American imtellectuals and Labour's
emerging new leadership whose thought was so heavily in-
Muenced by Keynes and Beveridge, The New Deal tradition in
American politics has exerted a powerful fascination for the
British Labour leadership.

The second factor has been the Cold War and the successful
mobilisation of all Western democratic forces against Soviet
communism. This has had lasring consequences of a foreign
policy consensus stretching from the American Right to the
European Social Democrats. This combination of social
reform and anti-communism have long been prominent
features of Atlanticist ideology and have maintained American
hegemony over its allies despite the shocks administered by the
Vietnam War and the Nixon presidency.

Since the end of the 1960s however American power has
weakened, its capacity to supply the kind of leadership it pro-
vided between 1945 and 1965 has declined, and this has been a



factor in the major economic and political ¢risis that engulfed
Western capitalism in the 1970s. What the two major world
recessions since 1974 have demonstrated so clearly, however, is
that there can no longer be any simple return of the 19305 for
Western capitalism or any revival of military conflict between
the major capitalist nations. The last forty vears has significant-
ly increased the interdependence of the world economy and
reduced the sovereignty of any single nation state and national
economy and the freedom of manoeuvre of any national
bourgeoisie. That is why the only seriouns alternative strategies
for British capitalism which have been canvassed on the Right
have been the Europeanist strategy of Heath and the Atlanticist
sirategy of Callaghan and Thatcher. The latter has been in the
ascendancy since 1976. It has meant the recreation of the
military aspects of the special relationship — as shown by
British readiness to install Cruise. At the same time it has meant
ensuring British economic policy conforms to the preferred
maonetarist sirategy of the international financial markets and
the central control organs of the world economy like the IMF.

Thére have been some recent strains in the relationship par-
ticularly over American protectionist moves over steel and the
gas pipeline in the Soviet Union. There was also initially some
conflict over the Falklands war since siding with Britain clearly
endangered the whole Central American strategy and has
brought closer direct American military involvement, Mever-
theless American policy over the Falklands illustrates an impor-
tant paint. Even & Britain much shrunken in world power and
relative economic importance &5 still of muoch greater
significance Tor American global stralegy than preserving a
pro-American military regime in Latin America.

By 1983 the re-election of the Thaicher governmeni had
become an important objective of the Reagan administration,
especially since the Labour Party for the lirst lime since the war
was showing signs of abandoning its Atlantie commitment.
With Thatcher returned to power Britain's dependent client
status has been confirmed, and the ties subordinating British
policy 1o American interests have become stronger than ever,

The invasion of Grenada in October 1983 tested the lovalty
of the Thatcher government (o the utmost because British views
were directly overidden. Yet despite being humihiated by its ally
the Thatcher government refused publicly 1o condemn the
American invasion or to vote against it in the UN Security
Council, Government ministers kept reaffirming that mainiain-
ing the Atlantic Alliance was far too important to Britain to risk
weakening it by condemning what the Americans had done.
Grenada punctured the Falklands myth of Britain's revived
power and showed that the Iron Lady was just another tin
soldier. It exposed how weak Britain had become, how
uninfluential, how subservient to American policy even when it
disagreed with it

It also showed the hollowness of Thatcher’s Cald War
rhetoric, She maore than any other European leader has stoked
up the anti-Soviet ideological crusade over Afghanistan,
Poland, and the Korean airliner, and has given warm suppart
1o American desires to halt the spread of 'communism” in Cen-
tral America and the Middie East. But when Reagan began ac-
ting ta liberate the Caribbean and 10 threaten Nicaragua, Syria
and Iran, Thatcher suddenly discovered virtue in the cautious,
pragmatic low-key policies of the British Foreign Office, that
nest of appeasers and traitors, which she had always so firmly
despised.

But she is tied so firmly to the American juggernaut that she
can do httle but be pulled along in itz dust, She has no means of
escape excepl to press for a2 much stronger alignment with the
European Community, a course which anti-Thatcher politi-
cians from Heath to Owen advocate so strongly. That would be
a shift of major dimensions in British policy and there are no
signs thal Thatcher has begun even to contemplate it. The
special relationship is not over yet.

ANDREW GAMBLE is a lecturer ai Sheffield University and
author of Arirain in Decline.
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NEITHER WASHINGTON NOR PARIS

JOHN ROSS

The British and European left must reject any
strategic orientation towards unity with
Furopean imperialism against America,

argued John Ross at International’s recent
Facing 1984 weekend event. He proposes
instead a revolutionary socialist content for
the slogan of Democratic Socialism.

If we want to understand what is going on in British politics, we
must place immediate events within two fundamental pro-
ceises: the first is the historic decline of the Conservative Party
as the dominant party of the British state — a process [ discuss
in some detzil in my book Thatcher and Friends (Pluto Press,
1983). The second is the increasing differentation between
Western Europe and the United States.

| don't mean to suggest that everything that happens in Bri-
tain is reducible to these two processes nor at all to downplay
other elements of the world situation: indeed the continuing
development of colonial revolution and the rising tension bet-
ween the US and the Soviet Union are quite fundamental. What
I am suggesting, however, is thel these two elements | have
putlined will be the decisive organising factors for the structure
of British politics that socialists in Britain will have to operalc
in relation to for the nexl five, ten, even [ifteen years. This, of
course, also says something about the timescales involved. The
last thing that 1 think we should expect is some very sudden,
very sharp, fundamental confrontation between  the
hourgeoisie and working class of Britain. What we are laced
with is a prolonged social and political crisis in which questions
of long term strategy will be decisive.

The Decline of American Power
What links together recent event: in Lebanon, Grenada, Sri

Lanka, the Phillipines and the rise of the peace movernent is the
historic decline and counter-offensive of the United States —
the great crisis of the US economy.

The world has never been made up of egually importam
states. In the nineteenth century it was dominated by the British
Empire, Since 1918 the decisive element in international
capitalist politics has been the rise to dominance of American
imperialism, and since the 1960 its decline. The great reserves
of the American economy allowed it to restabilise European
capitalism after the First World War in 1923 and again with the
Marshall Plan and the setting up of NATO after World War
Twao. The restabilisaion of Europe was not carried out through
terror against the working class — indeed that played & role
quite subordinate role — it was carried out on the basis that
American capitalism was economically strong enough 1o sub-
sidise European capitalism on a huge scale. This was the basis
of the huge popularity of American presidents in Europe from
Waoodrow Wilson through to Kennedy, When Kennedy went to
Berlin and said: *Ich bin ein Berliner' there was a tremendous
response; when he was assassinated, millions of people felt it as
a great personal tragedy.

Even in Latin America when the USA created its wave of
Latin American dictatorships after the Cuban revolution it did
not do so by terror alone. Terror is in general an inefficient in-
strument of long-term political rule, The US shored up political
stability by enormous foreign loans and subsidies. These are 10-
day being withdrawn from Brazil, Mexico, Chile, Argentina,
the Phillipines, etc. And this is what is creating the mounting

chaos and crisis in these couniries. The United States is attemp-
ting to substitute for this by increased military intervention as
we see loday in the Middle Bast and Grenada and will see even
more dramatically in events vet to come. And this, of course,
only exacerbates the problems because it provokes massive
resistance,

All this has had a dramatic adverse effect on the popularity
of America in the world. Just think what would be the reaction
among the mass of the British population if Ronald Reagan was
assassinated; there certainly would not be the air of tragedy that
followed Kennedy's assassination, o put it mildly. It is also
symptomatic that Geoffrey Howe recently attacked Denis
Healey in the House of Commons for ‘pandering to anti-
American sentiment’. This charge of Howe's is exactly correct.
It is not that Healey has stired up or created anti-
Americanism: indeed he has spent most of his political life sup-
porting the United States, Mo, he is making concessions to a
growing mass anti-American sentiment which is predetermin-
ed, which does not require revolutionary socialists (let alone the
Labour leadership) to create it.

It is the declining power and economic reserves of the USA
which lie hehind the cracks that are heginning to rend the
Arlantic Alliance. As 1 said, that alliance was based on massive
subsidies crossing the Atlantic from West to East. Today the
situation is rather different. T recenily heard it well summed up
on the radio by a Swiss banker who was explaining why the
American economy was growing rapidly at present while the
West Furopean economy remains stagnant. He described how
huge capital flows from Europe to America were financing the
US budget deficit and its economic expansion. His comment
was: "IT | was American | would be very pleased with this situa-
tion but il is absolutely hopeless for us'.

it is the declining power and economic
reserves of the USA which lie behind the
cracks beginning to read the Atlantic Alliance

The Atlantic Alliance has not today got the economic
reserves 1o create stability for European capitalism for a third
time. The question is what will be put in place of the old type of
"Atlantic Alliance’: this stralegic question is going to become
more and more important. And there are two answers. The first
is put forward in Andre Gunder Frank's The European
Challenge, in the pages of Marxism Today, and by Denis
Healey. It is very simple. The European working class should
ally with European imperialism against the United States, This
is becoming a more theorised and general argument.

And we already have a clear example of what it means. For
what is a strategic alliance with Furopean imperialism against
the US? It is to participate in the rearmament and acsterity pro-
grammes of the European imperialist powers. [t is, in a word,
to pursue the policies of the Mitterrand government in France:
the rapid build-up of the French military establishment and of
French nuclear weapons combined with extreme austerily
policies. We already see the Socialist Party opposing American
intervention in Grenada at the same time as supporting French
military intervention in Chad and general rearmamenl.

The conseguences of this programme elsewhere in Europe
would be exactly the same as they have been for the Mitterrand
government: & rapid collapse in the popularity of the working
class parties and the rise of right wing forces. What you see in
the recent French union elections is very significant; for the first
time the Socialist Party and Communist Parly trade unions are
in a minority 1o right wing unions.



The Pro-EEC Alliance

In British politics the interests of European capital are most
clearly espoused by the SDP/Liberal Alliance — or the Pro-
EEC Party as 1 would call it. The historic basis of the great
supremacy of the Tory Party in British politics was British
isolationism, British banking capitalizm, Hritish foreign invest-
menl, the British Empire, and, to use the phrase of Lord
Salisbury, its ‘splendid isolation’. It was also based on extreme
backwardness; even fram the viewpaint of bourgeois
democracy and bourgeois rights Britain is not one of the mast
democratic of the advanced capitalist countries but one of the
most backward. And big sections of the country resent the Fact
that there is no serious system of local government and an ah-
surdly secretive and undemocratic centralised stale structure
exists that is being centralised still further by Thatcher,

The Tory Party's orientation has committed British im-
perialism to a whole series of policies which are absurd from the
viewpeint of the rational organisation of European capital,
There is no European inferest in defending three million
penguins in the Malvinas. It is absurd nonsense. There ic no
pc!im for Eurapean capital in spending money on the Trident
missile system which is a first-strike weapon against the Soviel
Union, European imperialism does nol want a war with the
Soviet Union in the present sircumstances or relation of forces,
Whether or not Caspar Weinharger believes the United States
could win such a war, one thing is certain: Europe will not.

There are real contradiction: todav between the mosi
decrepil, backward national elements of the British bourgeoisie
and more modernising, dynamic and pro-European, pro-EEC
elements of British capital — the ICIs of this world. And these
are exactly the forces which are today building up the
3SDP/Liberal Alliance. The Liberal Party rebuilt itself from a
tiny rump with 2 per cent of the vote in 1951 10 a serious foree in
British politics, by building first on the healthy reaction of large
sections of the population against the undemocratic hackward
archaic features of British sociely — this was the basis of s
libertarian wing, The second stage of its project, in alliance
with the SDP, is to build on the conscious move by dynamic
sections of British capital 1o organise itsell more rationally and
integrate itself with Buropean capital.

The Second Chaoice

The British and European Left have two strategic options. 1
have discussed the first, to unite with European imperialism.
The implication of this in Britain, of course, is an orientation to
coalition with the SDP/Liberal Alliance. The other alternative
is to fight consistently not just against American imperialism
but also against European imperialism: to be in the forefront of
campaigns against Cruise missiles and NATO of course, but
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also againer the rearmament and austerity programmes of
European capitalism. If you want to summarise the choice in
two slogans, the strategic choices thal face the British Lefl are
the Popular Froni or Democratic Soctalism.

What I mean by Democratic Socialism, and why | em-
phasise the democratic part of this, is that the working class
must be in the forefront of a great cleansing operation of the
British body polite. Take the question of *Municipal
Socialism® as it is sometimes disparagingly called — the in-
itiatives of Sheffield City Council and the Greater London
Council (GLC) for example. 1 am very much in favour af them,
despite their limitations, We must ask why Thatcher wants to
abalish these councils. The answer s because the Tory Pariy is
no longer strong encugh to displace someone like Ken Liv-
ingstone in London by simple ‘democratic’ means. | am nol
suggesting that Ken Livingstone will always win — simply that
in the 1930s the Tory Party was authentically massive and
popular and could be relied upon 1o win an election against so-
meone like Livingstone in an area like the present GLC,

the other alternative is to fight consistently
not just against American imperialism but
also against European imperialism

Today the Tory Party 1s too weak for this and 15 forced 1o
restriet and undermine even further bourgeois democracy. And
this goes against the quile correcl fecling of the masses that
London is a somewhat nicer place o live under Livingstone
than it was under previous regimes of local government. My
emphasis on democracy is nol as a prefigurative blueprint of
socialism but because — among other things — the working
class must place itsell a1 the head today of the fight against all
that iz archaic and useless in British politics. That means taking
seripusly rhe Police Bill, the guestion of devolution in Scotland,
the oppression of women, the struggle against the racist
alements in our society, And out of the struggle on democratic
issues coupled with the economic struggle and international
struggles you have some of the elements of a perspective of
demccratic socialism. Withour a perspective of a politics that is
nol only socialist but also profoundly democratic there will be
na socialism in any advanced capitalist country.

The Popular Fraomt

The alternative sirategy of the Popular Front — of a
Labour/SDP/Liberal coalition — would lead 1o disaster. lis
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The pro-EEC Party's dyvaamic duo

immediate consequence would be 1o hold back and even
destroy the labour movernent. It gives the totally wrong answer
to the basic question of British palitics today. The crisis of
British society is going to have to be paid for by somebody.
Who is going to pay for the mess left by the Thatcher govern-
meni? That determines all questions of soculist advance.

The first candidate to pay for rebuilding British society is
that put forward by Roy Hattersley and other supporters of in-
comes policy. The better-off sections of the working class, the
skilled engineering workers in Birmingham and the South East
should give more money to the poor unemployed of the North
East. 1 tell you what will be the mass response of the skilled
workers in Birmingham or anywhere else to that. It will be the
one they gave in the 1979 election afier Labour's incomes
policy: *Go ta Hell'. And they will vote Conservative again. A
coalition of the Labour Pariy and the SDP/Liberal Alliance of
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the kind proposed by Eric Hobsbawm, with the policies needed
for it, would be a catastrophe for the labour movement that
would make the Thatcher government appear a mild ex-
perience. It would prepare the way — just as the 1975-9 Labour
sxnerience prepared the way for Thaicher — for something
much worse even than the present Tory adminisiration.

the only practical answer to the question,
‘who will pay for the crisis?’ is that the
maoney will come from the bourgeoisie

Lenoir, 931008 Montreuil, France,

The only proctical answer 1o the question 'who will pay for
the crisis?' is that the money is going to come from the
bourgeoisic, that actually 1aking over and expropriating capiral
iz the anly way to create the economic growth that is needed.
This is the only way that you can unite the working class and the
only way you can construct broader alliances, You can not have
a greal big alliance of the bourgeoisie and the working class and
the oppressed — someone has to pay. You can have an alliance
of the working class and the oppressed against the bourgeoisie
or ¥ou can have an alliance with the bourgeoisie agains the
skilled warkerz or the unskilled workers — or in David Owen's
version, against some much bigger section of the working class.
Either you advance against capital or you split the working
class and oppressed, There js no other choice.

The big decline of the Conservative Party and the big shake-
up of European politics give the working class movement the
possibility in Britain and Europe to put itself at the head of real
progressive and popular srruggles. In my opinien Kinnock
strikes @ real note on this score and this is why his talk of
democratic socialist advance has a real resonance,

The so-called *hanana skin factor’ in British politics, the str-
ing of misfortunes which have started to-affect the Thatcher
government are not simply a matter of bad luck. They reflect
the fact that the party no longer has the massive reserves of
popularity to fall back upon that it once had. And it is possible
for the working class 1o turn this to its advantage if it maintains
and strengthens an independent course. Coalitionism and
subordination 1o the interests of European capitalism on the
other hand can only end in catastrophe.

JOHN ROSS is the auihor of Pluie Press’ recent addition to
the Arguments for Soclalism serles, Thatcher and Friends, and
a regular coniributor 1o Secialist Action.
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STRATEGY FOR LABOUR LEFT

KEN LIVINGSTONE

What are the tasks for the Labour Left?
That was the theme of a three-way discussion
at the recent International Facing 1984 event
between the Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy, Socialist Action and Ken
Livingstone. We reprint below Ken's speech.

Let me starl by saying that | think that it is wrong to sav that the
problems of the labour movement are because of simple tactical
errors made over the last two or three years, about who did or
who did not agree or disagree with somebody else on the Left.

They are the resull of longterm historic, politizal and
economic forees and | don't think they have a great deal to do
with whether the Labour Co-Ordinating Committes (LCC) or
the Campaign for Labour Pary Democracy (CLPD) could
agree with Secialiss Qrgeniser at any one particular point. |
have no doubt that all groupings on the Left make these errors
and I can recall several of mine which fortunately have faded
into the distance and hopefully people won't recall. Wie grant
ourselves too much influence amongst the British working class
to think that it is our errors which have led us to this particular
position, | detect, and | speak at meetings all over the country
and | largely speak not 1o organised groupings on the Left but
o the rank and file party members and to the general public,
that there 15 a real fundamental demoralisation. Mot just on the
sofi Left — the sort of view that Labour may never win again —
but large numbers on the hard Left have, | think, got in their
hearts a degres of doubt aboul whether we can ever see a
breakthrough in the present conditions.

I think that misreads the real economic position in this
country and the real balance of forces between Labour and
Capital, I can understand the reasons for that demoralisation.
People have spent 4 vears or more working 1o achieve constitu-
tional changes and are rewarded with the election of Kinnock
and Hattersley which wasn't what they had in mind when they
started out down that road.

There is also the very imporiant ideclogical onslaught from
people like Hobshawm who put forward an argument which
has come up agam and again over the last century. | should im-
agine we could find hall & dozen Hobsbawms in the 19308 argu-
ing then that Labour was never going 1o win again in the 1931
and 1935 elections and that we should look for a broader array
af forces including progressive Torles, radical priestsand 50 on.
It is a very recurrent theme and in many instances that theme
has been followed by a major breakthrough in the working
class as it was in 1945,

When vou look at the present palitical situation whar vou
see is that capitalism in Britain and internationally is more
vulnerable than it has been in decades. The Tories have been re-
elected with the smallest proportion of their vole for some fifiy
years, Because we are in the Labour Parly, we spend all our
times looking at how bloody awlul were Labour's election
results, We mustn't forget how massive has been the erosion of
the vote of the Taries over the last fifty or sixty vears from the
paint when they were a supreme political force in Britain, The
Tories are aware of that weakness and Capital Is aware of that
weakness, Thar is why the SDP has been created. Capital
foresees thar in the very short term it may no longer beé able to
elect Tory governments (o defend its interests and seek to create
an alternative to the Tones which is safe and can be controlled.
It sees that it will no longer be able to control the Labaur Party

Ken Livingstone

If we look outside of our national boundaries we have been,
for the last 13 months, hovering at the brink of a major inter-
national disaster for Minance capital. One country after another
has gone to the brink of default. One bank afier another has
been vulnerable to total collapse. And if at any time in the next
18 months or so one group of politicians puts a foot wrang or
one bank miscalculates, there could be @ wave of collapses of
the international banking system which would make 1929 Inok
like a tea party. The reality is that international capitalism iz at
its most vulnerable point for a generation of more. That is rein-
forced within Brirain. It may be that will all the patching up in-
ternational capital can survive this series of major refinancing
of loans and there won't be a major international collapse. But
there is no way that British capital can look forward to its own
particular position being secure.

British capital has gone through a period of a hundred years
or 50 when it has used the profits of imperialism to buy off sec
tions of the warking class in this country and that option is now
foreclosed (o it. Tremendous profits from imperialism are no
konger there and that is why there has been such a series of ren-
chant attacks on the trade unions and labour movement in this
country, and why so much is put into destroying the possibility
of a Labour government. The British ruling class knows and
Capital knows that it goes into a period of intense vulnerability,
and it cannot be certain of the outcome of the next iwo or three
Vears,

It may be that all that happens iz a further economic decline
and unemployment and inflation go up and there is a Turiher
contraction in economic activity. That is the optimistic scenario
as opposed to one of total economic collapse. In that sort of
siluaiion then there 15 a potential for industrial disorder on the
scale of 1928 and civil unrest that would make the riots of 1981
look like merely a curtain raiser for what would follow in some
of the most deprived areas of Britain today. Thal is why the

Phato: GM COOKSON
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SDP has been created, that is why there are attacks on Labour
councils and why there are further constraints on the rights of
trade unions.

So what does our strategy have to be? | the first place we
have to say that Labour can win — socialist can actually win in
the period ahead. The mere fact that you have just had an elec-
tion where vou reached a low point doesn't mean that this is
irreversible. We can break out of that situation. But we have to
do it on the basis of policies, And here is another place where |
fundamentally disagree with the line we have just heard from
the CLPD speaker; [ do not believe that the problem we now
face is that our leaders in Parliament are out of touch with opi-
nion in the Labour Party. For us to break through we have to
tackle the guestion of the control of Capital. We have been
round the route twice in the last 20 years of electing Labour
governments with wonderful shopping lists. They have got in.
Bul because they were not prepared or willing or even aware of
the need to tackle the control of Capital, to use that wealth to
fund our programme of reconstruction and expansion, they
were forced back into policies of tax increases which fractured
the unity of the working class and turned one section against
the other.

I don’t believe that amongst the rank and file of the Labour
Party there is an understanding of the need for us to take con-
trol of the banks and precisely how that will work. And [ don't
believe that if you had a vote among the rank and file of the
party it would be dramatically different from amongs: the
Parliamentary Labour Party (PLP). It's not just a question of
changing the struclures to make the MPs accountable. You
have got 1o win the intellectual battle that commits the Labour
Party to taking control of Capital and using the exising wealth
in this society in the interests of the broader labour movement,
Until we have done that we are locked into an endlessly
repeating pattern of electing Labour governments, perh aps
with support from the Liberals or the SDP if we are lucky and
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with & narrow majority if we are even luckier and then going
down the route of demoralising the people who put us in office,

So [ think we have actually still got to win the argument on
which we would basc the transforming of society because
whenever we discuss nalionalisation of the banks for instance
we usually loge the vote in Labour Party conferences. We have
workers in the banks arguing most sirongly for the banks 1o re-
main in the hands of private capital. That is a thing we cannot
overlook. We are not in a position where we have just got to
change the constitution. We have still got to win the basic
arguments for socialism within the party. That is why a beefing
up of the Alternative Economic Strategy (AES) just isn"t going
to work. | actually believe that we wouldn't see the weaknesses
of the AES until a Labour government tried it. But | didn't
beliave we would see it to be s0 bankrupt in the election cam-
paign — it's hardly the best forum for having an exchange of
ideas aboul the control of the economy, We will see 1 think that
the present Jeadership and mosi of the forces on the left of the
party will now look for a slight beefing up of the AES and see
that as the way forward for building support,

we musin’t forget how massive has been the
erosion of the vote of the Tories over the last
50 or 60 years

Wi have also got to stop talking in terms of workers' con-
trol merely as a slogan. The party and the Left in the party
haven"t worked out what we mean by that. | think that we have
a potential 1o do that in terms of workplace branches. Left ac-
tivists in the Labour Party have now got to put as much effort
into the construction of workplace branches as we put into that
appalling structure of wards, General Management Commit-
tees {GMCs) and Local Government Commitiecs. Lip to now
we have allowed the electoral system to determine the labour
movement in Britain

We aren’t in a position where we can tap into the thoughts
and views of workers at the point of production, distribution
and exchenge. We expect them to come and sit in someone's
front room and discuss workers' contral rather than bring
together the workers in each particular area of em ployment and
have them debate it. There is a real paucity of views about whal
we really mean by workers' control in the Labour Party, Talk-
ing about workers' control so easily degenerates into talking
aboul caoperatives because that is the best you can get — it's
certainly what the Greater London Council (GL.C) is doing. |
recognise the weakness of thal and workers' participation
because you eventually end up supporting someone like Harold
Lever saying we will give workers shares in the company. We
have goi to win that particular argument in the parly.

I also think, and it is an area which the CLPD have rightly
identified, that there s one major link that is mising and that is
the question of accountability. We have made progress in many |
instances by getting mandatory reselection and MPs are paving
more attention, but at the moment there is no way by which
MPs contral the party keadership. We are not in & position with
the pariiamentary party like the local Labour group where the
leadership of the group comes back to group and presents
policies which are either rejected or accepted. The Parliamen-
tary leadership sits down in a vacuum from the PLP. Labour
members of parliament go along to the PLP meeting once a
week and they are told what votes are coming up, they have a
great debate, they sometimes attack each other and then go
away again. No onc actually sits down and discusses whart the
Labour leadership is doing. There is now way by which the MPs
we are trying to make accountable can make the leadership of
the party accountable to them. You wouldn’t tolerate thar for
10 minutes on the GLC or Lambeth or Hackney Council,
because you know exactly what would happen — you would
have an alliance between & few leading party members and key



civil servanis and the party would be excluded.

We have to argue over the coming period for the accoun-
lability of the leadership and a shadow cabinet 1o the PLP.
Otherwise we are going to find that we have selected a wonder-
ful leftwing MP, he or she has got into the PLP and they come
back every week and say | have fought lor this or that, but if
they aren't going to be able to impose their will on the cabinet
they are going (o fail. Now | think that is important because if
vou look at the Heffer vote there is an interesting position, For
the first time in the history of the Labour Party the Left got a
better vote out of the PLP than they got from the CLPs. Enc
HefTer got 4 per cent of the PLP and 2 per cent of the CLPs. In
a senze that reflects the changes that are starting to work their
way through the PLP and this is an area (o which we will have
to pay much more attention.

If we have a tolal economic collapse there will be a form of
coalition required to deal with it. The Tories don't nead any
more votes in parliament but they will need the figureheads Lo
give credibility to some sort of national government. 5o we
musin'l lose sight over the next few years of the possibility of
coalition politics really advancing very rapidly and the co-
option of a few leading Labour front benchers and Steel and
Owen into some coalition created to deal with an international
crisis. If we don't have the collapse but rather the continuing
decline of the economy, then the very real danger is that the
leadership of the party, simply because of their ability to com-
municate and 1o Mudge on many key issues, could be as effective
an opposition leadership as there was under Wilson in 1963 and
1964, The memory of the last Labour government can recede
and people become pohitically active who weren't politically ac-
rive at a previous stage. And they can become so desperate 1o
win and achieve change that they start io let drop some of ihe
major struggles we should be making. There isx a very real
chance that we will live through that 1963/84 period again
where everything hinges on the leader's ability 1o push Lthe vote
up in the polls. We suspend the debates that we need to have in-
ternally and find tha: there is a possibility that we might win,
but God help us with what might follow afterwards,

we have to argue over the coming period for
the accountability of the leadership and a
shadow cabinet to the PLP

That"s why we need our economic policies clearly laid out
and our ability 1o control that leadership when it Is in power.
Which brings us to the question of how are we going 1o respond
to the new leadership. Now | don't want 1o think that the Left is
going to spend the next year debating the minutiae of the Peter
Hain letter on left unity. | can see people pick up the Hain letier
and glow with & kind of inner sectarianism. 30 much of il is
vague and general, and it's very hard to know what there is (o
disagree within it, but people are saying “we know what is really
behind it.” Now [ think there is a danger once again of us being
involved in major internal debates among groupings on the left,
when what we desperately need is to turn outwards and build
suppart for the sort of economic policies that 1 was talking
about.,

That isone of my major criticisms of s0 much of left activity
over the last couple of vears. | honestly don’t believe that it was
worth all the effort in thar grear struggle to decide whether
CLPI» should register, | think largely a lot of that effort was
wasted. We should have been putting that effort into the strug-
gle to build support cutside the movement and particularly in
the industrial sector. At the end of the day 1t really didn't mat-
ter a s0d whether the CLPD registered or not. The siruggle
became the thing itself. A similar struggle was to get Kinnock
and Leswer off the NEC.

| was one of those who fortunately can now say that [
wasn’t involved in the initial choice of candidates the Left was
going o back. But | had great difficulty in considering whether
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it was worth putting in a major amount of effort to get Joan
Lestor off the NEC and pet Margaret Becket! on, because |
could remember Joan Lester resigning in protest at the cuts of
the last Labour government and Margaret Beckett taking her
place and carrying on with them. That is the sort of internal
struggle which is a waste of our time and effort. And it really
will be a wasie of time and effort if we get into & major struggle
ahout Lhe meaning of the Hain letter. We can meet Hain and
argue about these sorts of policies but | don'l believe we can
construct an umberella group on the lefi. | don't really think
that it is possible — it would be wonderful if we could doit, but
there are too many differences of views and opinions for s to
cope with that at the present time.

I want to say before anyone gets up and condemns me that
simply because | haven't mentioned all the other issues that 1
don't think they are important — Ireland, unilateralism,
women's rights and 50 on. 1 do think that the party should turn
out and support every group of workers in struggle — that goes
without saying. What | am trying to focus attention on is that
kev econamic policy which 1 don't believe thai the Labour Par-
ty generally does accept and which we have to win support for.
As we go through the next 18 months, as the NEC decides
whether to extend the wiich hunt and go beyond Tarig Al; &s
the tssue of Ireland continues o reoccur because we will be
determined to make sure the issue of Ireland does contlinue 1o
reoccur; as the issue of the defence of Labour councils comes
up with all the consequences of legality and surcharge that flow
from that, we will se¢ in the year or two ahead how the leader-
ship of the party responds,

I do suggest the most important thing in terms of the orien-
tation of the left 1o the new leadership is to let the new leader-
ship reveal where it stands rather than us spend a lot of time
arguing about what we think they might do on the basis of their
track record. | doubt If my perception of what they might
do is any different from most other people’s on the left, But we
would mizjudge the mood of a lot of ordinary peaple in the par-
ty whao are so committed to the idea of unity if we are seen to be
raking over the coals of old rows and inlernal dispuies: we
would be seen to be splitters and wreckers. It is betier that we go
oul, build support around issues, indusirial disputes, the need
{0 commil the parly Lo the control of Capital, and then we will
discuss in the party how the leadership responds as each of these
msues comes along.

| have always said that no onc has been able to damage me
in & long term way by their attacks on me. Al the end of the day
if I am damaged politically it's because of the things [ have
done. Possibly the same will apply to Kinnock and to Hat-
tersley. I think it would be wrong, and it would alienate a lot of
potential support in the party, if we go over what Kinnock and
Hattersley have or have not voted for in the past. They have 1o
be judged in the future hy how they respond to the conditions
thal are being forced upon us,

1 conclude by reminding you of what 1 said at the start. [
believe that Thatcher's perspective of the present economic
erizis is not too dissimilar from those of us on the hard Left,
and [ am still delighted to think of myself as on the hard Left
even if not everybody clse does! We could be in & position where
if the world economy goes throtgh the sort of rigours that [ think
gre a strong possibility, we could see the potential for a
major advance for the working class. Even il that dossn't hap-
pen and we have a continuing decline there is still the chance of
a major breakthrough. I think we have 10 reject decisively
Hohsbawm and all his works and argue with those people that
the working class have got the potential 1o take power in this
country. All that we have argued over and about for the last
twenly years still remains firmly on the agenda. What we have
o da iste give the working class the confidence to see that it can
be done. That hinges on owr ability 1o persuade them of the
need to take control of Capital and use it in the interests of the
working class in this country.

KEN LIVINGSTONE is the Labour leader of the GLIC.
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SMOULDERING PAKISTAN

TARIQ ALI

Mass anti-government demonstrations have
rocked Pakistan in recent weeks and months.
Tarig Ali argues that the days of President
Zia are numbered.

What can one wrile about a dictatorship that can no longer dif-
ferentiate human beings from animals? Ower the last eight
weeks the army in Pakistan has machine-gunned a few hundred
dogs 1o death in the province of Sind. Some unkind souls
{unkind, that is, to dogs) had painted Zia on them, thus pro-
voking their extermination. A few weeks prior 10 this event,
some vigilant policemen in the town of Umarkot had espied an
unaccompamed and burden-free herd of donkeys walking
calmly down the main street. The donkeys were arrested and
charged under the Vagrancy Act. No [awyers could be found to
free these asses. It was only when their braying, defecating and
urinating harmonised itself into a simultaneous burst of noise
and motion that an enterprising Umarkol magistrale made a
unilateral intervention, He ordered their immediate release,
The triumphant quadrupeds became the envy of the entire
country. [ assure the doubting reader that this episode is a fact
and was reported in the Pakistani press, though withoul intend-
ed irony. You see even a donkey can not breach Section 144 in
ZLia's Pakistan.,

1 am more convinced than ever that we are
now approaching endgame in Pakistan

| am more convinead than ever thal we are now approaching
endgame in Pakistan. The thirty-five vear old war waged
relentlessly by the Pakistani state and its uniformed guardians
against many an embartled nationality is slowly and painfully
drawing to a close. The only thing in dispule is the time-scale.
Some of the generals are succumbing to astrology, but we
prefer to hase our judgement on a scientific analysis of the
country's politics and institutions. The rebellion in Sind, which
has claimed almost 200 lives and thousands of wounded, marks
the beginning of the end of Zia's dictatorship. Even
indiscriminate terror has its limit as a political weapon.

Military dictators fall when the pressure of mass discontent,
expressed in street demonstrations and/or armed clashes,
reaches such a stage that it threatens the very foundations of the
state, Then fissures appear on every level of the ruling oligarchy
and split the officer corps of the army, The officers prefer 1o
ascribe their misfortune 1o the hlindness, corruption, errors,
bungles, lunacy of one man: The Dictator. How can they do
otherwise? Ta give an alternative explanation means to accept
that they too are doomed. So they try and come up with all sorts
of unsystematic and inconsistent arguments, which end up by
delivering a scapegnat to their tormentors in the streets.

There are, of course, recent instances in history where the
old rulers have not acted in time and the insurgent masses have
overthrown the asicien regime together with the dictator in
question, Cuba and Nicaragua are the prime exemplars of this
type of social upheaval. Pakistan has, till now, followed a dif-
ferent pattern. Both previous military dictators were removed
from office by a decision of the military High Command. Field-
Marshal Ayvub Khan was driven from power after an un-
precedented popular upsurge that lasted for five months and
embraced virtually every town in the country. Ayub did not

leave the country, nor was he arrested. He handed over power
ta General Yahya Khan. This corpulent incompetent was best-
known for his addiction to a particular brand of whisky, but he
did organize the country’s first ever general election in 1970,

His ignominious downfall came about because he refused 1o
accepl the popular verdict and unleashed a civil war against a
majority of the population. Afler the debacle in Bangladesh he
was confronted by a revoll of senior officers. An armaured
division was secthing with discontent. Its officers threatened to
surround Yahya's headguarters in Rawalpindi unless he was
dismissed. A stormy meeting of the High Command almost
came 1o blows. Yahya was soon after placed under a comfor-
lable house arrest, where he received vizitors and a crate of
whisky every week, I have a feeling that Zia's exile will not be as
comforiable.

It is now a commanplace for commentators 10 suggest that
if the current revalt against the military dictetorship remains
confined to Sind, then Zia will survive the test. It should be ad-
ded thet the same commentators were, only a few months
previously, refusing to accept that the calm in Pakistan was on-
Iy a surface phenomenon and that a festering set of grievances
were gradually building up a head of steam in certain arcas. The
movement in Sind was both predictable and predicied  (see
pld6-150 in my book Can Pakiston Survive?). The reasons are
pbvious. Ataullah Mengal, the former Chief Minister of
Raluchistan, was extremely apt when he reminded a demonstra-
tion outside the Pakistan Embassy in London some weeks ago
that: “They are careful in their choice of victims. Why else do
you think thal they only hang Baluch and Sindhi activists?’
Since the execution of Bhutto, Sind has been an occupied pro-
vince. Six of the army's 20 divisions were stationed there, in-
cluding the Sind Regiment, which is composed almost ex-
clusively on non-Sindhis.

It is in these circumstances hardly surprising that Zia's mar-
tial law was perceived in the Sind province as more than a denial
of democratic rights, It was viewed as a blatant violation of Sin-
dhi national rights. When young Punjabi captains acquired the
habit of slapping a Sindhi if he didn't tug his forelock on seeing
them; when these same officers treated Sindhi women as ob-
jects of pleasure and the rape stalislics registered a dramatic in-
crease: when voung students were shot at and, on occasion,
killed: when Sindhi poets and peasant leaders were flogged in
public; when three Sindhi nationalists were execuled in a
market square in the interior of the province, then why are they
surprised that Sind has exploded? The leaders of the Jamaat-i-
Islami (the wing that still supports the regime) are reviving the
bitter and dormant memaries of Bangladesh by accusing the
Sindhis of ‘secessionism’. The governmenl of Pakistan is
distributing press handouts which claim that the entire revolt
has been masterminded by infiltrators from India. Ironically
enough no one is frightened by either of these code-wards any
longer. Furthermore it is now a well-cstablished fact that
General Zia is a consummate har end the government-
controlled media is regarded with near-universal hostility and
contempt.

The events in Sind are nol yet sufficiently generalised to br-
ing down the regime. Their importance lies in the fact that they
have punctured the mythologies of the regime's apologisls at
home and abroad. Only & few months ago, General Zia told the
people (after a brief visil to Sind) that: 'The people of Sind
want martial law for another six years'. The uprising that has
shaken the interior of the province is the most effective reply 1o
this calumny, There can be little doubt that the military High
Command and the fabric of intelligence networks thai run the
country were taken by surprise at the intensity of the résponse.
In Dadu and Badin, Sindhi policemen joined the demonsiraiors
and opened fire on the security forces. The army had 1o be mov-
ed in to deal with the situation. This then is a three way struggle



President Lin
against military dictatorship, clerical tyranny aad national op-
pression. Sind has exposed the fruit to be rotten, but it needs a
few mare storms before it will fall to the ground

These are yet early days, but they are crucial ones. In the
first place they have shaken the regime. Sind has fired a power-
ful shot across Zia's bows and even though the siruggle has
been contained 1ts effects will slowly begin to percolate (o rthe
frontier, Baluclistan and even the Punjab. There is another im-
portant outcome. Many of the polilicans who were beginning
to move towards a reconciliation with the regime have been
stopped dead in their tracks. Their very opportunism has now
caused them to pause, look around and stop their clandestine
talks with the army. 15 il possible, they whizper 1o each ather
that the end of martial law 15 in sight? And if it is then there is
no point in risking their reputations by appearing to be men of
moderation. Yez, there can be little doubt, that whenever the
masses come oul in the streets the effect is almost magical. The
Sind upheaval shook the army, amazed the Movement for
Restoration of Democracy and sent alarm bells ringing in the
State Department in Washington and the Foreign Office in
London,

Why has the situation undergone a rapid transformation
now? Why was there surface passivity for six years? Why no
maovement when Bhulto was hanged? Why is the Punjab so
still? What ks the mood in the frontier? In our opinion there
were three basic reasons for the placidity of the last six years.
Bhutto's death was not a ngle event. It was accompanied by a
brutalisation of Pakistan's political culture: public Moggings,
public hangings, public humiliation of women and the judicial
assassination of the first and last elected Prime Minister, Add
o this the fact that the People's Party had no organised hase
and it is not difficult to understand why people were not
prepared to give up their lives, They were anguished, though
passive, spectators at a series of events which they did not
believe they could influence. It is nol easily undersiood that a
mass can pet just as exhausted as an individual. This collective
tiredness was due 1o the fact that they had struggled semi-
continuwously since 1968. They had witnessed the break-up of
Pakistan. Their hopes in Bhutto had been cruelly disappointed.
Some of them had temporarnly deserted the populist fox and
jained the right-wing opposition dreaming of democracy and
social justice. Their efforts had seemed to resull in Zia's coup
of July 1977, How can we blame them for staying at home for a
few vears? In analagous circumstances individuals have sof-
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fered nervous breakdowns, been conlined 1o asylums and even
committed suicide. Whal is truly amazing is not that they
stayed quiet for so long, but that they recovered relatively soon,

Zia was naturally aided by this silence on the part of the
people. He mistook it for aquiescence, A fatal mistake to which
mwost dictators are prone. There were two additional factors
which increased his complacency., The old politicans par-
ticipated in local elections and accepted nominations ta local
councils. The regime utilised lavish handouts of patronage to
win their support far the last few vears. The money was, of
course, made available for local development plans, but large
chunks af it went inta the bank accounts of village notables. On
the international level the Zia regime had the unstinting supponrt
of President Reagan and Mrs Thaicher. The Hritish Prime
Mimister was the first Western leader to visit Pakistan after the
execulion of Bhutto and give the dictator a kiss of approval.
This support was sicpped up after the Soviet intervention in
Aflghanistan, The Western media sought 1o transform a sordid
military hangman mto a plucky defender of the “frontiers of the
free world'.

Al a recent ‘unaltributable’ briefing for British and loreign
journalists, the Foreign Office in London stuck to ils supporl
for the Zia regime. The unnamed spokesman told Fleet Street’s
Sauth Asia writers that: (a) Sind was serious and that the FO
had heen taken by surprise: (b) the revall could not bring doswn
Zia, bui the West was waorried; {c) the main reason lor suppor-
ting Zia was that he had sided with the West on Afghanistan,
Free elections would lead to a PPP viclory and the Bhuito
women were far too sofl on the Russians; (d) the US Represen-
tative on the Security Council had made the key distingtion bet-
ween ‘authoritarian’ regimes and *totalivarian despotisms’. Zia
fell in the former category. In rthe words of the spokesman: *He
may be a son of a bitch, but he's aur son of a bitch®; (¢) the
British press was giving ton much prominence to the husiness in
Sind. They should remember that Pakistan was a crucial ally;
and (f) even if Zia falls the anly possible replacement can be
another general,

Readers will recall that General Zia is a regular delegate 1o
the conferences of the Non-Aligned Movement. His smile
enrapiured many an Indian journalist during the recent mool in
Delhi. The same general is now bulchering men, women and
children in the Sindhi provimce. It is a constant wonder that dic-
tators, afier a while, begin to radiate a certain fascination lMor
liberal journalists, 1 don't think that the latter are taken in by
clever public relations. There is something deeper, but one mus!
resist the tempration todigress on this occasion. Too much is at
stake.

The most interesting, albeit thameless, azsertion by the
British Foreign Office spokesman is the reference o Zia's
replacement by another general. The West is definitely not in-
terested 1n any immediaie prospect of democratic rule in
Fakistan. The reason is obvious. They could not guarantee a
puppet regime and even the smallest element of regional
autonomy would entail that the naval bases being constructed
in Baluzhistan by the Umiled States would be unceremoniously
dismantled. Alaullah Mengal and Khair Bakzsh Marri, the
Baluch leaders exiled in London and Kabul respectively, arcin
no doubt that what is taking place in their unhappy provinee is
a gross violation of national soversignty. Mengal told me that
the Gwadur coast has become a centre of espionage and
military activity. The Mehdi-Ye-Koh area is now surrounded by
an iron wall of security, which was penetrated on one occasion
by a Baluch nationalist, He reported that American personnel
were in command of the operation and a mini-harbour had
been construcied. The Baluch leaders have demanded that an
independent commission of enguiry should be established by
the Non-Aligned Movement to ascertain what is going on in
Baluchistan. If its findings confirm the allegations made by
Mengal and Marri, then Pakistan should be immediately expell-
ed from the Non-Ahgned Movement and 1tz nakedness exposed
to the world.



Some American commentators have notéd that the Pen-
tagon has often viewed the Baluch coast as an ideal operations
centre for the Rapid Deployment Force, which is increasingly
beginning to replace the posi-Vietnam concept of building local
relays of power. The fall of the Shah has helped to revive the
most revanchist elements in the US military establishment. The
bases in Pakistan and the corresponding support lor Zia is one
of the tragic results. It is this as much as Afghanistan which
leads London and Washington to bolster the Pakistani dic-
tararship.

Zia’s personal predilections make him a fairly crucial figure
for Washington. The Chief Martial Law Administrator is
staunchly pro-American. This is not an unimportant fact when
considering Afghanistan, It is no secret that the Russians are
extremely anxious to withdraw all their twoops from
Afghanistan. They have indicated that they would be prepared
to accept a National Government, which included the Peoples
Democratic Popular Assembly (PFDPA) as merely one link in
the chain. In return they would guaranies Afghanistan’s
neuirality and would wan! cast-iron assurances of a similar
character from Peking, Islamabad and Washington. They
would also insist on all the bases and arms routes in the North
West Frontier Province (NWFEP) being closed down and sealed
off. These proposals split the Army High Command in
[slamabad. A majority of the corps commanders were in favour
of concluding the settlement and the Geneva talks almost
resulted in signatures on a Treaty, Then the Reagan administra-
tion stepped in and sabotaged the negotiations.

Contrary to its demagogy, Washington does not desire a
Soviet withdrawal from Afghanistan, They are quite happy for
Russian soldiers to be killed and, more importantly, appreciate
the ideclogical impartance of the Soviet presence in Kabul, It
gives them the green light for intervening in their ‘own
backyard’ in Central America, Some of the Pakistani generals
were prepared to defy their paymasters on this issue, but Zia's
decisive intervention clinched the matier in favour of the
Americans. The consequences of this decision have yet 1o be

felt inside Pakisian. Mo one should be surprised if Baluchistan
beging (o warm up again.

If, despite all this, the Sindhi people continue to fight back
and the revolt spreads to even a few cities of the Punjab, then
Zin and his immediate coterie of supporters (General Fazle Ha-
q, General Arif and General Mujib) would be forced out of
power. The problem for the West is that their replacement
model, General Igbal, currently Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, is known neither for his intelligence nor for a Mac-
chisvellian cunning. Few believe that he could pravide a stable
transition to anvthing. Much will depend, as we have already
argued, on the character of the revolt and the scale of the mass
maobilizations over the next 12-18 months. If the Sindhi pattern
is repeated with local variations, then no replacement dictator
will be acceptable and any attempl to impose one could lead 1o
a renewed civil war. The angry chants that are emanating from
the ravaged heart of Sind are very revealing in this regard. They
are sounding the tocsin for the last time. The message 1o their
own |eaders in the province and, by implication, to those who
support their stroggles elsewhere in the country, could be sum-
marised in the following feshion.

Zia ‘may be a son of a bitch, but he's owr son
of a bitch,’ said the Foreign Office
spokesperson

Any compromise with these uniformed murderers is imper-
missible, they keep telling us. The enemy is not this or that
general. It is the Pakistan Army as an institution. How can one
disagree with them? Their consciousness has been formed in the
field of life and practical experiences. They could not have had
better ieachers and now they are teaching their politicians.
They have nothing but contempt for this army and they are cor-
rect. This is a mercenary force par excellence. It has won its
only victories in battles against its own population; it sells its
officers and men for a few petro-dollars to police imperialism's
boundaries in the Arab world; its generals grow rich on heroin;
& hierarchy of corruption extends throughout the officer corps
from Lop to bottam.

This is the cancer that has to be rooted out if Pakistan is 1o
survive as & voluntary federation of four nationalities. Of these
four, Sind alone constitutes a unity. The Baluch, Punjabis and
Pathans are all divided by lines drawn by the civil servants of
the departing British Empire. The choice is stark, but simple. 1f
the army survives, then Pakistan will die a slow and painful
death, If the army can be defeated and dismantled, then
Pakistan could survive as a genuinely non-aligned and non-
militaristic stale, at peace with its own people and their
neighbours, How could this come about? The Pakislan Army
sees ftself, and not without justification, as the only reliable
custodian of the confessional state, It is, in fact, the only pillar
on which Pakistan rests and that is where the problem lies. The
army will not voluntarily surrender its position in Pakistani
society. It would rather rule over the Islamic Republic of Pun-
jab than surrender its birthright. Many of the retired Punjabi
military officers who were given free land in Sind are now
beginning to pack their hags. The Sindhi national movement is
advising its followers not to buy these lands cheap since they
belong to Sind in the first place. This small episode is very sym-
bolic of the dilemmas that confront Pakistan.

I have a horrible suspicion that the army will fight back, no
doubi fying the Nag of Islam, rather than surrender any of its
privileges. The army of today is not the same as Ayub's army of
1958, The officers are not scions of the rural gentry, bonded 1o
each other by ties of kinship and class solidarity. A sizeable pro-
portion of officers is now recruited from the urban petty-
bourgeoisic. A layer of these have always regarded Zia as ‘1o
soft'. These fundamentalists want a bloodbath to wipe out all
internal enemies. Their chozen models are the Sandi Ravals



{which many officers have observed al close guaners during
periods when they were leased to that country) or the medieval
obscenities of Khomeini's wild theocracy. Many of them spice
their rhetoric by invoking the early history of the Muslim
Khalifas and attempting to utilise those norms in the contem-

porary world.
The sad fact is Lhat it is nol a total bluff. Many of these men

actually believe their own mythologies. The Koran is studied | =+

closely for military insights. Thus Brigadier K § Malik has writ-
ten a book called *The Quranic Concept af War', which was
published in Lahore in 1979, This was not a case of an eccentrie
vniformed theocrat sounding off on his own, The book con-
tains a foreword by Zia-ul-Haq and a preface by one-time con-
stitutional lawyer, now turned megalomaniacal fundamentalist
'maverick, K A Brohi. The key notion for Malik is rerror. The
sentence, ‘| shall cast terror into the heartz of the infidels’,
which undoubtedly occurs in the holy book of Islam 5 now
elevated inta a modern principle of strategic warfare. Bearing
in mind that the main enemies of the army have been the
Hengalis, Baluch and now the Sindhis, the following passage
from Malik's banal volume makes chilling reading: '‘Terrar
struck into the hearts of the enemies is not only & means, it s an
end in itself. Onee a condition of terror inlo the opponent's
heart is obtained, hardly anything is left (o be achieved. It is the
point where the means and the end meet and merge. Terror is
not a means of imposing decision upon the enamy; it is the deci-
sion we wish to impate upon him."

the Pakistan Army sees itsell, and not
without justification, as the only reliable
custodian of the confessional state

The savagery and barbarism entalled in an application of
Brigadier Malik'z hlend of Islam and warfare offers us many
revealing insights. This is how many officers are being tanght to
think. Malik's book is a standard textbook at military
academies. The Koran, of course, speaks of ‘infidels’. This
does not pose any real problems for Pakistan's gencrals. The
Bengalis were described as ‘infidels® prior 1o the rape of that
province, The Baluchis were described as *wild infidels' 2= a
prelude to the five year civil wer that broughl death and
destruction to so many homes in Baluchislan. I'm sure that
soon we will start hearing talk of Sindhis not being proper
Muslims and oo much under the unfluence of mysticism and
Sufis. It will be heavily ironic as Sind is one of the first arsas of
Muslim settlement in the sub-continent, but historical facts
never pose any real problems to those intent on barharism. The
point | am stressing is that the transition from Zia to a yet un-
predictable future looks like being a painful business. Baluch
and Sindhi leaders now either talk openly of independence or of
a conferederation. Neither is prepared to tolerale the existence
of the present army. They want a popular militia, which is both
broadly-based and does not eat ep a bulk of the wealth that the
people produce. The final confrontation can only be delayed,
not avoided.

The most stable feature of Pakistan since 1947 has been its
inherent instahility, What is left of the old state resembles a
diseased guava, pock-marked all over, with a few craters where
birds of prey {in this caze the people of Pakistan) have detached
& few chunks. The fact that it is diseased prevents the fruit from
becoming rotlen-ripe and falling of its own accord. It will, if
anything, contimue to dry amd wither Lill a last stone finally br-
Ings it down. It is what will be put in its place that is now
agitating the minds of the more insightful civil servants and
politicians of that benighted republic.

TARIQ ALI = suthor of the Penguin book Can Pakisign
Survive? and was recently expelled for his ideas from the
Labour Pariy,
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Blood and Laughter; Caricatures from
the 1905 Revolution, by David King and
Cathy Porter. Jonathan Cape, 1983 pbk
£6.95.

I'he 1905 revolution in Russia produced
u powerful oulburst of satirical journals,
Despite the censorship which exisied
these  journals  multiplied  during
1905-19%)7 and Tsarist censors were
unabie (o control the Mood of radical
journalism, poetry, caricature and ar.
New journals sprang up daily — Hell-
Post Yampire, Bombs, Woodgoblin —
their titles expressed the newly found
courage (o defy the censor. Many wriiers
and illusirators were jailed only 1o carry
on their activities from jmil. During this
perind ahout 380 journals were regisiered
with the offical censor, many did nol.
Thase thai did register pushed (o the
boundaries whal was permissable by the
use of allusion, allegory, and sesopian
language. Ilustrators were often able 1o
express the terror and oppression of
I'sarism even more vividly by the vse af
red ink and death imagery: skulls,
skelelons and vampires proliferated.

As the political hopes of 1905 were
crushed and repression snd exile deali
oul to revolutionaries and radicals, the
journals also declined. Bul the ex-
perience of those months was nat lost.
Many of the artisis lived through and
supparted the 1917 revelution.

The stary of this period & told and il-
lnstrated in 8 new book by David King
and Cathy Parter. The text s excellent,
the quality of ihe reproduciions is good
and the book is well worth buying and
reading. This is the first time thai ex-
tracis and ilustrations from these jour-
nals have been published in the West and
their impact today is still powerful. Some
of the illustrations convey a sense of
overwhelming sadness and oppression
and some rend, as the (exi points oot (o
be passive in recording suffering. But
others use wil and vitriol to atlack the
targets of Tsarsm and reaction amd
prefigure in vitality, thosgh not in form,
the revolutionary developmenis in ol
snime 1en years later.

A ginnt skeleton covered in blood sirides over the sireets in Moscow and ihe brutal suppressio
Moscow uprising.
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Nighimare by Pyotr Dobrynin. *Les v 1. 19,

Pyotr Debrynin came from s pessant background and his trips 1o his home
furnished him with subject matter for his illustrations, This depicts the afiermath

of & Cossack attack and massacre. I
B .
¥
k cover of “Fa Fhin® by
BHCOTARMIA MAHHSECTS. semyvon Prokhorow.
P TN,

The caption reads “In this world there
M BIL. HHHGHA:H BTDPHE' is & Tsar. He iz without pity.
SIPINTS: TN, E—— HUNGER is his name.” Much of the
g S S— imagery af the satirical jpurnals was
b faniasiic and grotesque. Skulls and
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The Mast High Manifesto, (o which documen! His Highness Major-Lreneral

Irepoy pul his hand. ‘Machine Gua® no. 1. 1905

This powerful and stark image was how Machine Gun greeted the Tsar's Manifesto of
17th October 1905, Issued in response to the wave of strikes and the formation of soviets,
the Manifesio promised ‘four freedoms' which in realily meanl nothing. The red
smudged hand print speaks evocatively of the bloodshed and terror of those days.
Trotsky said of that period: “A veil of smoke was drawn aeross the sun, Fires devoored
entire streets and their inhabitants. This was the old arders for its humilintion.”
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GRENADA:REVOLUTION CRUSHED

CHRIS PALMER

The American invasion of Grenada heralds a
decisive step to avercoming the ‘Vietnam
syndrome’ — the political inability of the

United States to intervene 1o halt
revolutionary developments throughout the
world. Chris Palmer argues that the
rightward shift within US politics makes such
interventions again on the cards, and
examines the events leading up to the
invasion.

The Grenadian invasion is & component of US intervention in
the Middle East and in the region of Central America and the
Caribhean. Starting under the Jimmy Carter administration
but ezcalating sharply under Reagan, the United States has
stepped up the arms race to pressurise the Soviet Union both
economically and militarily. Also, through the ereation af the
Rapid Deployment Force and aid to reactionary governments
and counter-revalutionary forces, war has been waged on the
colomial revolution, In the Carihbean, ‘aid’ programmes like
the Caribbean Basin Initiative — worth US $330million — have
beenn used 1o ‘buy' governmentz and to stave off imternal
unrest, In this light it is worth noting thai several of the states
involved in the US invasion have suffered inlernal turmoil in re-
cent years. Dominica has seen several attempted coups and the
rounding up af suspected opponents of Prime Minister Eugenia
Charles. Jamaica experienced a bloody election campaign in
1980 which saw hundreds killed in gunfighting. At the time of
Independence in 1979 a Black Power uprising shook St. Vin-
cenl. In 1982 John Compton defeated & government in St Liucia
that had tried to improve relations with Cuba. Even the ap-
parently peaceful island of Barbados shows sipns of unrest as
unemploymenl increases.

The events in Grenada have been used Lo bolster the US's
strategic aim of overthrowing the Sandinista governmenl in
Nicaragua. This threat is now very real with up 1o 6000 US
troops in Honduras until ar least March 1984 for manoeuvres
known as Operation Big Pine 11 along the Nicaraguan border
Stalements coming fram the United States make clear the aim
of having an alternative government to that of the Sandinisias
established in some part of the couniry by December.

Also part of the backdrop Lo the context of the invasion are
the gains made by revolutionary Grenada in the past 414 vears,
The invasion has destroved the proces: of socialist revolution, &
process far more radical for example than that which occurred
in Jamaica under Michael Manley. It marks the destruction of a
new siate which served the interests of the workers and peasants
of Grenada rather than the bourgeocisie.

Like other Caribbean islands, Grenada was initially;
developed through the slave trade and plantation system from
which the colonial power profited, initially France but later Bri-
1ain. The ending of the slave trade did not qualitatively alter the
way in which such islands were inserted into the world
economy. Grenada was, and still is, reliant on three main crops
— nutmeg, cocoa and bananas — for Iis export trade and
foreign exchange. Because of the way the economy has
developed nearly all manufactured goods, much food and
petrolenm have ta be imporred. In other words, Grenada has
been completely subordinated to the needs of imperialism and
the world capitalist market.

The government of Sir Eric Gairy, which was in power at
the time of the 13 March 1979 revolution, initially came 10
power in the 19505 on a wave of working lass struggles and
pro-working class rhetoric but was unable 10 tackle the power
of a comprador bourgeoisie, based on the ownership of hotels
and tourism, and the agricultural oligarchy which owned the
plantations.

The New Jewel Revolution was the first serious attempt to
tackle these problems on the basis of an anti-capitalist and anti-
imperialist programme. Although stating their socialist inten-
tioms, the People's Revolutionary Government (PRG) which
the New Jewel Movement (NIM) formed, correctly did not
move immediately towards collective ownership of agriculture
and the tourist industry. It realised that at the beginning of the
process such moves were essentially irrelevant (o independence
from imperialism and the pressing issues of economic develop-
ment. Thus the PRG proposed 1o develop a mixed economy in
which, according o finance minister Bernard Coard, the siate
sector was (o be dominant. Collective ownership itself would
not have altered the distortions of an economy, 97 per cent of
whose exporis were bananas, nuimeg and cocoa. Nor could it
have allered & situation where prices for Grenadian produce
were falling on the world market while prices [or imports were
rising. Cocoa prices for example fell by 65 per cent between
1981 and 1983. In general, between 1979-1980 prices for
Girenada's exports fell by 22 per cent, while the cost of iImports
rose from US $43million to US $50m.

*Grenada has been one of the few countries
in the Western Hemisphere that continued to
experience per capita growth during 1981' —

World Bank

In agriculture, the most important sector of the Grenadian
economy, the PRG attempred 10 make the most productive and
rational use of availahle resources, Although only about 12 per
cent of the land — 27 of the 67 large estates — wers state-
owned, laws were estahlished which made possible the na-
tionalisation of idle or underused land. Twenty three
ggricultural cooperalives were also  established, since
cooperatives were envisaged as the third sector of the mixed
econamy. Credil facilities were made available to small farmers
through the newly created and state-owned Grenada Develop-
ment Bank,. Limited attempts at diversification were made by
developing an agro-industrial plant 1o process local produce,

In tourism, the major development was, of course, the new
airport al Point Salines, due to open in March 1984 to coincide
with the fifth anniversary of the revolution. A hmited number
of tourst facilities — three hotels and four restauranis — were
also taken into state ownership. The financing of the airport
project is, in fact, a typical example of the PRG's stralegy for
economic developmenl — acquiring international linance o
develop productive resources. The US would not sepply aid,
but it was forthcoming from the International Monetary Fund
(IMF), the World Bank (despite American opposition), the
European Economic Community (EEC), Canada, the Soviet
Union, Algeria, Syria and Libya. The Cubans contributed per-
sonnel and equipment rather than money. This reliznce on in-
lernational funding, without which the economy could not
have developed, was & further factor mililating against collec-
live ownership. The expropriation of the bourgeoisie would
clearly have precipitated the cutling off of crucial funds. Sucha
project would only really have been viable through some sort of
socialist federation of Eastéern Caribbean islands or assimila-
tion into COMECON, neither of which was a feasible option ar
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Maurice Bishop — andisputed leader of the Revolution
the time.

Thus a socialist economy became a future, rather than an
immediate aim, although this had the ineviiable drawhack of
allowing the bourgeoisie to maintain much of its economic
power in a situation where its political power had been smash-
ed. This strategy did in fact produce the required cconomic
development. The economy grew in each vear of the revolution
culminating in & rate of 5.5 per cenl, making an accumulated
growth in the years of the revolution of 15 per cent. These
figures impressed even the World Bank: ‘Grenada has been one
of the very few countries in the Western Hemisphere that con-
tinued to experience per caplta growth during 1981', /982
Economic Memorandum on Grenada, They stand in stark con-
trast to the backward growth under Gairy and the stagnation
and recession gripping other islands as well az the major
developed  capitalist countries. Importanily, these
developments were led by the public sector which experienced a
34 per cent growth in 1982/83.

This economic development was not psed o provide the
bourgeoisie with fat profits. Rather, it was used (o improve the
lives of working people on the island. As a result, unemploy-
ment was reduced from 49 per cent under Gairy to 14.2 per cent
in the 1982 unemployment census. A free education svstem was
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introduced along with an adult literacy programme. Free
miedical and dental care was provided; no one lived mare than 3
miles from a doclor, for example. Transporl and roads were
developed. This was possible because cconomic growth enabled
public spending to rise from US $8million in 1978 under Gairy
to US $10million in 1982, Furthermore wage rises kept ahead
of the rise in the cost of living, increasing by 10 per cent in 1982
while the cost of living rose by only 7 per cent.

The bourgeoisie was noi allowed a fotally free hand. Key
imports, particularly rice, sugar and cement were controlled by
the state-run Marketing and National Importing Board
(MNIR). In one sense these benefits were simply passed on to
the people by a benevolent government. But in another they
were the product of a deep-going transformation of the rela-
tionship between the workers and the state. Thus the PR en-
couraged the growth of trade unions independent of the state so
that the level of unionisation rose from around 40 per cent
under Gairy to about 85 per centl, Other mass organisalions
were established: the people’s militia, through which sections
of the population were armed and received military training,
the Mational Youth Organisation, the National Women's
Organisation, zonal councils and parish councils

Through these bodies, the CGrenadian people were able 1o
confront their leaders and members of the government, They
were able Lo debate, complain, suggest and argue for change.
The most elaborate example was the budget whose four step
process lasted for about three months. The Ministry of Finance
studied expenditure requests from other departmenis, and in
consultation with them drew up a draft budget. Then a
delegates’ meeting, drawn from the mass organisations,
discussed the proposals before they were taken on to discos-
sions in the smaller units of the mass organisations: the trade
unions, the zonal and parish councils, Then there was a further
mass meeting to which anyone who felt they had anything 1o
contribute was invited. This was followad by a 3 dav =ession
with managers and representatives of state enterprizes. The
budget was then retumed to the PRG cabinet for final ap-
proval. In this way the whole population was able (o play a
part.

Bul one of the tragedies of the revolution is thal these
bodies, and this process, never became more than consultative,
never more than a means of mobilising the population. They
were never legislative, never real workers' councils through
which the people conld make decisions for themiselves, Certain-
ly the leaders 1ook notice of what was said to them, certainly
they acted on these discussions, but ultimately the decisions
rested with the government rather than the people. Never-
theless, these new structures did represent the most democratic
system in the English-speaking Caribbean, far more democratic
than any hourgeois democracy,

But from the beginning there were pressures on this revolu-
tionary process over and above the desparale need (o develop
the economy, The military pressures included operations like
Amber and the Amberines and Ocean Venture '83 which plann-
ed and rehearsed the invasion of Grenada. The economic
pressures came from the IMF putting the squeeze on less
developed counries, particularly those like Grenada which had
offended imperialism.

These pressures raised sharply within the MJM the guestion
of the future development of the revolution, particularly the
role and position of Prime Minister Maurice Bishop within the
leadership of the revolution, and the attitude towards the new
constitition, involving an elective component, which Bishop
and his supporters were proposing. The guestion of the
economic power of the bourgeoisie may have been a considera-
tion but in no sense does it seem to have been the main focus af
the disputes. Indeed, all the evidence suggests no divergence in
actual political line within the MJM leadership. Thiz has been
confirmed by Kendrick Radix, one of the founders of the party;
by the Cubans, who characterised the dispuies as personal and
subjective rather than political; by Merle Hodge, who atiended
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wquffw £, xa the 13 October NJM meeting which placed Bishop under house
m % ._.J;—.ﬂ arrest: and by Trevor Monroe of the Jamaica Workers® Party,
» who was a close associate of Coard.

- The split that took place was at the level of leadership. It
was never laken (o the membership of the MIM as a whole,
which in any case numbered no more than 300 peaple. NMor were
these differences made known (o the population as a whole.
Muances of opinion may never be known now since many of the
participants are dead, but the general outline of the debate is
clear. Supporters of Bernard Coard, who were originally part
of a grouping called the Organisation for Revolution, Educa-
tion und Liberation which fused with the NJM in the mid-
1970s, favoured a move towards joint leadership to restrict the
individual power which Bishop was fell to wicld. Despite ac-
cusations, there i no evidence to suggest that the Coard wing
favoured an immediate attack on the bourgeoisie. For about a
year, Bishop refused to agree on the issue of joint leadership
hut shortly before a trip to Eastern Europe in late September he
conceded the position. On his return following a brief visit to
Cuba, during which he did not discuss these problems with
Castro, he changed his mind. Rumours were started, from
within the Bishop camp, suggesting that Coard planned to kill
Bishop.

no doctrine, no principle, no internal split
can justify such atrocious acts as the physical
elimination of Bishop

Al this stage it appears that the Coard wing had secured a
majority on the NJM Cenrral Committee and a meeting on 13
October placed Bishop under house arrest and asked the army
to investigate the rumours. The majority on the Central Com-
mittee seems to have been completely out of step with the feel-
ings of the couniry as whole to whom Bishop was still the hero
and leader. This was proved by the size of the demonstration —
up io 8,000 people — which marched to free Bishop from house
arrest. The military moved in on the crowd, some of whom
were killed end others injured, particularly as they attempted to
escape over a 30 foot high wall outside Fort Rupert to which the
erowd had taken Bishop. Bishop and the other leaders with him
were later executed, although the precise circumstances are still
shrouded in mystery,

Realising that these events had gualitatively increased the
erisis, the PRA, led by General Hudson Austin, seized power in
an attempt to stave off further problems. A 16-person Revolu-
thonary Military Council (RMC) was formed and a 96 hour
curfew imposed. Atiempts were made (o assure Westérn coun-
tries that their nationals were sale, promising to allow planes in
to evacuaie anyone who wanted (o leave, All statemenis pro-
mised ;:-:;uliti-.-nl continuity with Bishop™s policies, including
maintenance of the mixed economy

Suggestions have been made of C1A mvolvement in the in-
ternal disputes, As vet, there is no firm evidence (o support
such accesations. But one thing Is centain, if they fad been in-
volved they could not have been more successful in creating the
confusion and demoralisation amongst the Grenadian people
that paved the way for the invasion. To the best of their
knowledge Bishop had been the undisputed leader of the
revalution and they mistrusted those whom they held responsi-
kil for his death.

11 is plain thai the absence of real democratic structurés was
a contributory factor in this political crisis. Keal democracy
would not of course have prevented differences of opinion
coming to the surface, but they would have provided the best
possible conditions for their peaceful resolution. Keeping these
issues from the population as & whole merely exacerbated the
problems.

Whatever the political issues under dispute, whether or not
LS Marines siream inip Grenada's capilal, 51 George's Bishop was in @ minority on the leadership, there can be no ex-




cuse for the use of the army ar for the murder of Bishop and his
supporlers. Such actions are in no way compatible with
socialist democracy, In this sense the statement of the Cuban
Communist Pany was absolutely correct: “No doctrine, no
principle, no pasition calling itself revolutionary, and no inter-
nal split can justify such atrocions acts as the physical elimina-
tion of Bishop and the prominent group of honest and dignified
leaders who died...” The same siatemenl carries a prophetic
warning: ‘Mow imperiatism will use this tragedy and the grave
errors committed by the Grenadian revolutionaries 1o wipe out
the revolutionary process in Grenada and subject her once
again to impenalizst and neo-colonialist domination’.

Early in the moming of 25 October the warning became
reality. In an airborne assault, the first of its type since Viet-
nam, the Urited States landed nearly 2000 Marines and Army
Rangers. These forces were backed up by C-130 lroop carriers,
helicopter gunships and a dozen warships, including the air-
craft carriers Independence and Guam. Aboard were al least 70
combat planes including the sophisticated F-13 fighter-
bombers which were later 1o attack the capital, $1 Georges. In
addition, 300 back-up troops were supplied by the neighbour-
ing islands of Barbados, Jamaica, Antigua, 5t Viocent, St
Lucia and Dominica. St Kitis-MNevis also supporied the invasion
but does not seem (0 have supplied forces.

The American population was nol informed of the invasion
until it was four hours underway when Reagan, accompanied
by the Prime Minister of Dominica, Eugenia Charles, held a
press conference, A three-fold justification For the invasion was
offered. First, the lives of the 650 Linited States medical
students at the 81 George's University School of Medicine were
supposedly at stake. Secondly, a series of Eastern Caribbean
countries had requested assistance. Finally, the United States
had a responsibility to *forestall further chaos® and to assist in
the ‘restoration of law and order and of governmental institu-
tions to the island’, While they were falking in Washinglon,
Radio 1580 was broadcasting lrom Grenada on behall of the
American forces, calling on Grenadians to resist the PRA and
to ‘cooperate with friendly troops in the restoration of
demacracy’.

despite the presence of Caribbean forces,
regional acclaim for the invasion has been far
from complete

Even the most cursory review of the facts is sufficient 10
counter Reagan’s arguments. Two days before the invasion, Dr
Geoffrey Bourne, Vice-Chancellor of the Medical School had
informed the White House that only 10 per cent of the studenis
wished to leave, and then only temporarily. The Chancellor,
Charles Modica, himself denounced the invasion and held
Reagan personally responsible for any casualties. A day later,
after the US State Department had called him for a meeting, he
withdrew his statemenl. The RMC also allowed diplomatic
representatives to visil the US nationals and ensured that they
were under no threat,

The participation of Caribhean troops provides Reagan
with only the flimsiest cover, They were not even brought onto
the island until the US Marines had secured key positions, Their
presence is plainly just for show and they have been used simply
to guard prisoners at Point Salines. They provide an illusion of
legitimacy and multilateral support which is the stock in trade
of American intervention. In Korea for example 15 countries
backed up US forces, while in Vietnam forces from South
Korea, Thailand and the Phillipines were involved.

Because of the Eastern Caribbean involvement, attempts
were made to justify the invasion under the treaty of the seven-
member Organisation of Eastern Caribbean States (OECS),
which deals with delence and security. The treaty, signad on St
Kitts-Mevis in 1981 by the respective heads of government in-
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cluding Maurice Bishop, makes il clear that a strict rule of
unanimity has 1o be applied. Far from justifying the invasion,
the treaty is clearly breached by i, But Barbados and Jamaica,
involved in the invasion, are not signatories to the treaty,
although Barbados is signatory to a reglonal defence pact,
known as the Memorandum of Understanding, formulated in
1982 on Dominica. This, however, has not been ratified by
many of the signatory countrics. Further, a meeting ol the
Caribbean Economic Community (CARECOM) decided
against intervention and for a faet finding mission 1o assess the
real situation in Grenada. The wishes of Guyana, Trinidad and
Tobago, Belize and the Bahamas were plainly disregarded by
those who wished to aid the United Siates.

Similarly the invasion vialates the United Nations Charter,
as well as contradicting the official position of governments like
those of Jamaica, Barbados and Antigua in favour of the Con-
tadora proposals for ending the Central American crisis. When
the crunch came they fell in behind imperialism. The post-war
boom has incorporated these economies into that of the United
States closely tying the Eastern Caribbean dollar (o that of the
United States. Now they turn increasingly (o America for im-
ports, exparts and tourism and therefore side with its regional
policies. Nor have any of the governments involved been able 1o
produce the slightest evidence other than the usual wild accusa-
tions of Cuban plans, of a Grenadian threat to their security.

The law and order Reagan talks about is no more than the
requirements of imperialism and neo-colonialism, into whose
far from tender care the island is now to be returned. The threat
which Grenada posed through the process of what Maurice
Bishop called ‘disengagement from imperialism’, has been end-
ed. Suggestions of chaos exaggeraie the situation in Grenada
afier the killing of Bishop and before the invasion. The curfew
had been lifted, businezses were back in operation and warkers
had returned to their jobs. A crvilian governmen was promised
within fourteen days along with & renewed commilment to an
eleclive component in the constitution. The hypocrisy
of America iz stunning when one considers the support they are
giving at this very moment to the murderous and anti-
dermocratic regime in El Salvador and to the Nicaraguan
counter-revolutionaries.

The assault itself did not go according to plan and was far
from the 2&-hour walkover which America seems (o have ex-
pected. Starting at 5.40 am the first attacks came on the two air-
ports — Pearls towards the Morth and Point Salines, still under
construction to the South, At the same time there were air attacks
on the main army barracks a1 Fort Frederick and on the capital
51 Georges.

Because the Cuban workers were housed arcund Lhe Point
Salines airport site, they were immediately in the forefront of
the fighting. Theyv were woken 1o attacks by six helicopter gun-
ships and, each having been issued with a rifle and 700 rounds
of ammunition, they began their heroic defence. For the next
three days fighting continued around St Ceorges as invading
forces tried 1o fight their way through fierce resistance from
bath Cubans and the PRA. Mcanwhile, more US troops werz
parachuted in to the North and East of the capital which was
under constant bombardment. Particularly fierce fighting took
place around the medical school atl Richmond Hill.

When US forces finally reached the capital, Thursday and
Friday saw hand to hand fighting, with the PRA blocking off
streers with armoured cars. Meanwhile fighting continued on
the road from Pearls o St Georges. By Saturday there were
6,000 invading troops on the island — three times the size of the
PRA. As Fort Frederick and the capital were taken, fighters
moved into the hills towards the centre of the island and also
towards the Southern coast.

The US attacks were indiscriminate — the attack on the
mental hospital, close to a children’s and an old people’s home,
is just the best publicised example. Relinble reports, by
eyewilnesses such as Lisheth du Block who worked in the
teacher education programme, suggest over 1000 Grenadian
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deaths. She also noted the Nattening of Radio Free Grenada by
helicopter gunships hours after it had been captured. Tourist
cottages were repeatedly machine gunned and whole areas
destrowed by bombing raids.

On the third and fourth days, leaflets were dropped on
Calvigny near Point Salines where the last remaining Cubans
were resisting, The leaflets urged residents toleave the area and
were followed by hours of bombardment from helicopter gun-
ships. Besides this, US forces have failed 1o cooperate with the
Red Cross. Mol only has this made it impossible 1o assess ac-
curately the number of casualties including those of Americans,
but obstacles were placed in the way of evacuating the Cuban
wounded and dead. In effect the US turned the dead and
wounded Cubans into hostages for an end to hostilities when,
on 31 October, a US representative informed Cuba that their
personnel could only be evacuated when fighling stopped.
Then, on | November, US troops surrounded the Cuban Em
bassy and refused o allow anyone in or out.

Despite the presence of Caribbean forces, regional acclaim
for the invasion has been far from complete. For example,
George Chambers, Prime Minister of Trinidad and Tobago.
condemned the invasion complaiming that his CARICOM part-
ners had failed to notify him of their intentions. On 26 October,
he told an emergency session of parliament that his first
knowledge on the invasion came from the US ambassador
More than 24 hours after the invasion no Caribbean country
had told him of their intentions.

In Guyana, the principle concern of Prime Minister Forbes
Burnham was the presence of US troops, declering his
preference for a Caribbean fact-finding mission before any ac-
tion. He vowed not iorecognise an interim government and was
prepared to grant asylum to any Grenadians who needed il. A
whole series of important political parties and trade unions in
the region joined the condemnation: the Progressive People’s
Party and the Warking Peaple’s Alliance in Guyana, Michael

Marines harassing NIM supporters

Manley's People’s National Party and the Workers' Party in
Jamaica;: the Oil Field Workers Trade Union in Trinidad and
Tokago for example. The Dominican Republic, iizelf victim of
a US invasion Iwice this century, also strongly condemned the
invasion and violent street demonstrations denounced the US,

In Latin America, Mexico, Venezuela, Panama, Peru and
Colombia, along with Argentina, were heavily critical, while
only the reactionary governmenis of El Salvador and
Guaternale, wellknown faor their brutal US-backed regimes,
welcomed the invasion. The strongest condemnation, along
with that of Cuba, came from Nicaragua — with good reason
since the Sandinista government there ks clearly next on
Reggan’s hit list, Commander Daniel Ortega told a 30,000
strong demonstration in capital Managua that it was ‘a
demonstration of imperialist arrogance’ and a forerunner of
‘greater aggression againsi Nicaragua',

Elsewhere the invasion has drawn almost total criticism,
culminating in the vote at the United Nations where the majori-
ty condemning the invasion was greater than that which con-
demned the Soviet Union’s inrervention in Afghanistan. In
Canada, for example, Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau said:
“What would happen if the US has now given ilsell the authori-
ty to invade any country where a democratic systerm did not ex-
ist?", while his Foreign Minister staled that the i:l'l'-"l.sll'lm
*threatens to contribute to the mounting danger of war”.

Meanwhile the Thatcher government in Britain, although
not initially supporting the invasion, could not be forced into
direct condemnation. Importantly, however, Thaicher did in-
dicate that she would also be opposed to an invasion of
Nicaragua. Much Labour Party opposition, especially from
Denis Healey, centred on the supposed insuli 1o Britain and to
the Commonwezlth rather than on defence of the Grenadian
revolution and the right of its people to self determination.
Some MPs, most notably Jeremy Corbyn, did, however,
criticise and condemn the invasion in the context of defence of
the NIM and the whole revolutionary process.

Om the island, a rounding up of NJM supporters is taking
place. Bernard Coard was arrested afler threats were made 1o
blow up his house. He has since been reportedly mistreated,
Hudson Austin, Chief of the RMC and PRA, has alst been ar-
rested. There is a clear danger that these two in particular will
be given a show trial, charged with Bishop's murder. But it is
also Bishop's supporters who are being detained, most notably
Kendrick Radix who used 1o be the Minister of Justice, Upto 14
MNovember, 623 members of the PRA had been detained, 233
being still in custody. Some 639 members of the militia had
been detained, of whom 56 were still in custody. In addition 15
of the 18 members of the RMC were detained.

To cope with these prisoners the LS forces have set up a
prison compound where the detainees are held in wooden box-
gs. OF these, Kendrick Radix said: ‘You have to stoop right
down to get into the cell. The opening is only 2'4 feet high, The
roof iz a piece of badly fitting plastic sheel. The rain came in
during the mght and 1 was drenched’,

Oine of the most sinister aspects of US control of the island
is the way in which these prisoners came inlo custody. Im-
mediately on entering 51 Georges, the US forces released im-
prisoned members of Gairy’s dreaded gang of hired, criminal
thugs, the Mongoose Gang. These people have staffed the road
blocks with US forces identifying known socialists and those
most clearly identified with the revolution. This is how Radix
came 1o be arrested, for example, and is confirmed by US army
spokesperson Captain Gearge White whao stated that Radix was
‘picked up on the basis that he has been ciled by the populace as
an instigator, spreading bad will among the people’.

What the United States will attemnpt to do at all costs is ta
discredit the NJM, in the process cynically manipulating the
enormous popularity of the late Maurice Bishop. In this sense
figures like Kendrick Radix represent a problem for America
since Bishop and his supparters were legitimised by the United
States and branded as lhe victims of ‘leftist thugs'. The



possibility therefore arises of assassinations in order to get rid
of those who legitimately claim to be following in the Bishop
tradition. As many as possihle will be implicated in Bishop's
death. The last thing the US wanits or is prepared to allow is for
the NJM to reconstitute and reorganise itself in the proposed
elections, since it is clear that candidates claiming conlinuity
with Bishop and with no part in his killing would receive mass
supporl. Thus, & campaign in defence of the NJM and its im-
prisoned leaders from whichever faction is clearly crucial in
defending Grenadian self-determination. The NIM must be
allowed complete freedom to function &s a legal political party.

In the absence of the successful reconstitution of the NJIM,
whal lies in store for Grenada 15 not of course the promised
‘democracy’. We see already that it means the savage repres-
sion of thosé sections of the population who supporied the
revofution and who still have the courage to be clearly
associated with it. The people of El Salvador understand what
LI5-style democracy means — brutal dictatorship, just as the
peaple of Nicaragua experienced under Somoza before the San-
dinista revolution, Already the Governor, Sir Paul Scoon, has
banned public meetings and introduced press censorship as pert
of the process of preventing the NJM continuing its function as
the political leadership of the Grenadian people.

Spon a major US embassy will be situated on the island, US
economic aid will follow, supposedly to develop the island but
in reality to make it imperialism®s loyal and obedient servanr,
and 1o ensure that it no longer looks to Cuba and Eastern
Europe for aid. After that follows a US military base probably,
and ironically, using the same airport that the US claimed was
being built as a Cuban/Soviet military base. Engineers working
for Plessey on the airport site already confirm this praject.

By the time this article appears a puppel government, pulled
together by Scoon, himself a Gairy appointes, will be in power
on the island, This interim government is supposedly non-
political, as if a government set up following imperialist inva-
sion can be anything other than political. It is a pro-imperialist
government @ carry oul the necessary dirty work, to preside
over the erushing of the NJM, Lo carry out political trials and to
manipulate elections to ensure the return of a government sym-
pathetic to imperialism.

The nine-person advisory council, as this interim govern-
ment becomes, has avoided open provocation by not bringing

Injemnntional  November Decembe 1953 17

in those too closely associated with Gairy or the Grenadian
Democratic Movement, Neverthelss, members of the Advisary
Council, such az Dr Devere Pitt, who is to be responsible for
construction, housing and science, are generally considered on
the island to be supporters of Gairy. Meanwhile, the invasion
force remains on the Island and no commitment has been given
for its eventoal removal. Even the fraudulent demoeracy pro-
posed muy noi materialise. Scoon has already suggested elec-
twons may not actually be held in the near Tuture,

One proposal for removing US forces is for a Caribbean
peace-keeping lorce Lo assist in the return 1o what is called ‘nor-
mality'! Such a solution ignores the real issue of self-
determination and concedes the right of imperialism 1o in-
tervene. This is true even in the version of the plan propased by
the Britain-Grenada Friendship Society which calls for a force
of non-aligned Commonwealth countries — like Indin and
LZimbabwe.

Diespite apposition to the invasion, Britain has agreed to of-
fer British troops for such a force, Thaichers’s refusal to sup-
port the invasion can therefore be seen as an imperialist division
of labour. Hritain, its hands unbloodied by the actual invasion,
can now play its own special part in returning Grenada to im-
perialist domination. The apparemt split within imperialism
over the invasion itselfl in no way means a similar split over what
should happen to the island. It is therefore as important 1o op-
pose the consequences of the invasion as it is to oppose the inva-
sion iself,

It must be remembered that what isat stake here is not simp-
ly Grenada, because the invasion is not an isolated imperialist
aberralion, it is part of a coherent project. The US wants nex
to move against Micaragua and to crush the FMLN/FDR in El
Salvador. If it is allowed an easy ride in the next stages of im-
posing its will on the Grenadian people, it will be all the sasier
for il to carry out the next stages of its bloody counter-
revolution. The deflence of Nicaragua, the defence of Cuba, the
defence of the El Salvadorean revolution are all tied up with op-
position (o imperialist intervention in Grenada.

CHRIS PALMER is secreiary of ihe Wesi Midlands Fl
Salvador Solidarity Campaign and an active member of ihe
Labour Party.,
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SECTARIANISM TO WOMEN

JUDE WOODWARD

The British Left’s record on feminism leaves
much to be desired. Jude Woodward reviews
another sectarian and economistic attack on
the women's movement in the Revolutionary

Communist Party’s book, Real Freedom.

Real Freedom is presented as a reply to the book Sweer
Freedem by Bea Campbell and Anna Coote. This book has
gained a substantial audience in sections of the women's move-
ment, and as a pretry concerted attack on Marxism's record on
women it certainly needs a reply. But for the authors of Real
Freedom an anack on Camphell and Coote is in reality a conve-
mient vehicle for a far more (undamental argument,
*...feminism has a record of fighting women's oppression litte
better than Labourism' {pl101), and *the radical rhetoric of sec-
tions of the women's movement often obscures the fact that the
very logic of feminism leads to a hostile attitude rowards work-
ing class palites' (pl03),

This hostile assessment of the women's movement as a
whole is not unigue to the Revolutionary Communist Party
(RCP). Its fundamental conclusions are shared by both the
Socialist Workers Party (SWP) and the Miliran:. And of course
these organisations stand in a fine old tradition. The Social
Democratic Federation, Britain®s first *Marxist® party used vir-
tually the same words to denounce the suffragettes! The argu-
ment goes that all feminism is bourgeocis feminism, and women
are a "backward” zection of the class who need speaal efforts Lo
be won to socialism. This is generally coupled with a completely
cconomistic approach o political activily, expressed most
clearly by the Militen:, The women's movement is ‘divisive’
and the task is to unite the working class around the bread and
butter issues of wages, hours and conditions,

S0 how does Real/ Freedom justify its dismissal of the
women's liberation mavement? To summarise the book's argu-
ment: by 1970 the women's movement had already become so
absessed with personal palitics that it was a dead letter and was
nolonger even fighting for its own demands. This point s prov-
ed by the dissipation of the movement in the mid-70s. Even the
activism of the Nalional Abortion Campaign (NAC) is dismiss-
ed as representing an inevilable compromise with reformism.
Today the movement is ‘one large quange', eccommodated in-
to the state through jobs in women's refuges. This is coupled
with the total identification of the women's movement with
reformism through the Labour Party. The women's movement
is dead! Long live the RCP's ‘new movement’ — the women's
right to work campaign.

The problem for Rea! Freedom, and many others on the len
who make similar judgemenrs, is that the amalysiz of the
woamen's movement ks completely divoreed from any dizscussinn
of the overall developments in the class struggle and in politics.
For example, while it iz true that the women’s movement did
break apart in some confusion in the mid-70s, the roots of this
cannol be found simply in the heads of active feminists.

The important wurning peint for the women's movement
was the election of the Wilson Labour government in 1974 —
not mentioned in this book, The defeat of the Benn-led left
challenge on the EEC question, and the sell-out of the
Jones/Scanlon trade union lefi through the social contract left
the working class as a whole without any aliernative leadership
to that provided by the rightward moving Labour government.
Opposition 1o Labour was essentially left to the tiny forces of
the revolutionary lefi. With no radical altemative coming from

within the ranks of the labour movement iiself, it is not surpris-
ing that the radical feminist wing — which in general conscious-
{v turned its back on the labour movement — grew in sirength
in the women's movement,

A small socialist wing of the movement continued to seek
alliances with other forces opposing the Labour government,
organising in particular around the National Abortion Cam-
paign, the Grunwick strike, and later the Anti-Nazi League
(AML}. Bui the unity of the movement was destroved at the
1976 Women's Liberation conference, by the intervention of
the so-called ‘revolutionary ferminist' wing of the movement.
Opposing all campaigns and strategies that involved men inany
way, their very radical phrasemongering concealed an absence
of strategy for building the movement. The most extreme ex-
ponents of these views eventually broke the democracy of the
maovement when in the final session they seized the micraphone
and insisted on the agenda of their preference, This was the last
national women's liberation movement {WLM) conference.

A movemenl of women, as with movements of oppressed
nationalities, is bound 1o embrace the viewpoinis of different
classes. What is fundamentally at stake is which wins leadership
of the movement. And if the working class fails to win that role
in the movement the reasons lor this have to be sought in the
working class movement, rather than in the subjective ideas of
the leaders of the women's movement. In the mid-70s it was not
surprizing that the revolutionary feminists won such sway in the
moavement; the labour movement was offering no response to
the Labour gavernment on this or any other question.

the argument goes that all feminism is

bourgeois feminism, and women are a
‘backward’ section of the class who need

special efforts to be won to socialism

That this was not an inherent condition of the woamen's
movement is demonstrated by the fact that when a decisive lead
was given by forces repregenting the working class they rapidly
won large sections of the movement around them. This was the
case at Grunwicks, but can be seen most clearly through the ex-
perience of the National Abortion Campaign. OF course, for
the authors of Real Freadom, NAC was a sell-out tpo: “through
NAC the WLM made its peace first with Parliament, and then
with the Labour Party' (p113) or *the period of MAC's activism
coincides with the convergence of femimsm and reformism®
(pl14).

The guestion of reformism and the women's movement in
fact arises in & quite differ=nt context. What NAC actually did
represent was a consistent amtempt by some forces in the
women's movement 10 maintain an orfentation to an alliance
with the labour movement in fighting for a rather significant
question of women's rights — despite the problems under the
Labour government.

In the crisis of leadership af the labour movement under
Wilson and Callaghan the activities of NAC made an importanl
contribution to beginning ta resolve this problem — nol jusl
for women but for the whole working class. NAC"s successTul
labour movement conference, held in 1978 marked & new stage
in taking vital political gquestions into the trade union move-
menl. The attendance of delegates from industrial unions like
the miners (NUM), marked an important step in breaking out
of the rotten traditions of the British labour movement on
women's liberation. And the lorces that began to be mobilised
by this kind of activity rapidly moved into the leadership of the
struggle against the Thatcher government, sriking a blow
against the Torles through the successful anti-Corrie campaign.
This section of the women’s movement at least not only took
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forward the struggles of women, but geve some leadership to

the rest of the working cless ms well.

Eea! Freedom docsn't give all this moch attention — it
would spoil the argument. In the same way, right now, the
RCP's paper, The Next Step, denounces the mobilisations of
women pround Greenham. They are all ‘vicar™s wives' and
‘social workers”, whose main function is 1o sell-out the warking
class in its fight for meclear disarmament: ‘Despire the reac-
tiopary politics of the Greenham protesters — pro-law and
order, pro-Britain and pro-family — many on the British left
have interpreted the rise of feminism in CND as a shilt towards
militancy... By allowing middle class feminists to palice its pro-
tests, CWD hss ensured thal its token actions are kepr well
within acceptable bounds' (Feb 1983). The fact that national
CMD and the lsbour movemen! had planned no mass actions
agamsi the missiles in 1983 until the Greenham women look the
lcad, is, of course, irrelevant.

But the problems of Rea! Freedom's approach come home
to roost when it examines the record of the TUC. While the
book makes much of the fallures of the TUC and its rotten
misleadership, when it comes to the crunch, rather than a sting-
ing exposure of the TUC, we have a stinging exposure of the
women's movement! From 1973 the ‘rot had begun', the TUC
had ceased making even small gestures in the direction of
women's rights. And Real! Freedom’s explanation for this is
that it was the women s movement which let the TUC off the
hook: “The women's movemenl turned away from any sirategy
of making demands of the trade union leadership that it teke up
key issues of women's rights, towards notions of autonomy, in-
dividual Fulfilment and sell-help: it thus let the TUC off the
hook, Feminists hrought their preoccupations with counsefl-
ing, self-help healch collectives, battered women®s refuges and
self-defence classes into a space willingly provided for them in
side the official machine by the union leaders” (p73).

It's true that the pressure did come off the TUC in the mid-
Ts, but thizs was mainly due to the retrears from the industrial
militancy of the early 1970s. This industrial militancy had
brought down the Tories, bringing Labour into office; women
workers were offered the Equal Pay Act (EPA) and the Sex
Diserimination Act (SDA). But then it became clear that more
than industrial militancy was going to be needed Lo deal with
Labour, and the crisis of perspective in the labour movement
led o an industrial downturn, including among women
warkers,

In the unions a tiny minority began 1o regroup and organise
to change the policies of the labour movement, led by forces
like NAC and other campaigns, Towards the end of the Labour
government this began tao combine with reform movements at
the base of the Labour Party itself. What emerged afier the
l'ory victory in 1979 was a combination of struggle inside the
Lebour Party to change the leadership, and the beginning of

miore organized reform movements in the unions. The hasis for
this was laid under Labour, and sections of the women's move-
mient played a nol insignificant role. In particular NAC again
was able to link up with a developing left wing in the Women's
TUC which fought to increase jts influence on the TUC itself,
scoring some sucesses. This culminated in forcing the TUC 1o
call the march against the Corrie Bill in 1979, It is interesting
that Raa/ Freadom does not even mention the 1979 Carrie
march in its assessment of the TUC!

In itz assessmeni of the women's movement in the 1970s,
Real Freedom falls into the typical irap that besers sectarians.
Every movement is either good or had, black or white, with no
shades in between. Unable to undersiand the contradictory
nature of the women's movement, as it’s not all good, it muost
be all bad.

For Real Freedom the involvement of active femindsts in the
Labour Party is the last straw! “The convergence of feminism
with the state and the Labour Party shows that the WLM has
no independent political existence. Individuals can go on
discussing how the persanal is political inside women's refuges
ar in Labour Party wards, This only goes to show that feminiem
cannot even fight on the issees it has staked out for itself”
{pllT)

It is true that the Labour Party has not got an exactly shin-
ing record on women. 50 why are many feminists active in the
Labour Party? Is it a sell-out?

Feminizts aren’t the only people (o have been joiming the
Labour Party over the iast few vears. They are alongside an
increasing number of working class miliiants, & growing
number of black people, gay activists, CND militants and
others. It would be crazy to imagine that these people are join-
ing the Labour Party because they identify with its record.

Since the fall of the Labour government a left wing has
emerged in the Labour Party. This became most clearly focuss-
ed at the national level around the time of Benn's challenge for
the deputy leadership. While this left wing has innumerahie
weaknesses, the most political militants have seen this develop-
ment as a way out of the impasse imposed by the last Labour
government. Industrial struggle brought down Labour, but the
end resull was Thatcher! The appearance of & Labour Left pro-
vides an alternalive — a fight to change the Labour Party.

There are two possible responses to this. The RCP'sis 1o say
that this is a hopeless waste of time and very dangerous, The
other response is to get into the fight, and take it as far as possi-
bile. It"s the latter choice that explains the movement of signifi-
cant numbers of feminists into the Labour Party. The iden-
tification of these feminists with the left has been made clear by
recent Labour Party Women's conferences. Last yvear it was the
only significant section of the British labour movement 1o op-
pose the Falklands War and 1o call for the return af the fleet.
And it led the way to unilateralism and CND. Alongside this,
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the growth of the Labour Party women's organisation helps lay
the basis for building the women's movement with deeper roots
among working class women.

Of course the movemen! of women into the Labour Party
remaing contradiclory. Al presenl the Labour Left has not
come forward with a coherent strategy for women. This crucial
weakness allows space for others, further Lo the right, who are
wailing to fill the gap.

This is the real danger represenied by Sweel Freedom,
which the RCP can’l grasp. The main elements of the strategy
proposed by Bea Campbell and Anne Coote — abolish the
married person’s tax allowances and redistribote the money as
higher child benefit — provides a basis for wniting the aspira-
tions of women not with left reformism, but with the Labour
Right and even the Social Democratic Party. SDP spokesper-
sons Polly Taynbee and Sue Slipman have pul Torward similar
palicies.

Without any clear alternative these policies have gained
weight among Labour women. They are even widely considered
to be “left® palicies. In the context of the current debate around
coalitionism — led by sections of the Communist Party, of
which Bea Campbell was until recently 2 member — it is clear
what function these policies can play. They provide a basis for
uniting women behind the project of a Labour Right/SDP
coalition government. This would be the end of the Labour
women's organisation as a left force inside the Labour Party.
But Real Freedom doesn’t even see this challenge, let alone take
it up, as it gives the current debates inside the Labour Party no
significance,

for Real Freedom the involvement of active
feminists in the Labour Party is the last
straw!

Of course Real Freedom loudly proclaims the need for
soctalism, and its so-called “women's right 1o work campaign’
includes at least a fair proportion of the actions that women
should expect a socialist government to take — from full
emplovment to the socialisation of domestic labour, Bul the
here-and-now struggles of women aré essentially not socialist
enough for the pure RCP. The only struggls they dare get mix-
ed up in are the occasional strike.

But there is a serious debate that socialists must confront in
the here-and-now, and that is the debate taking place in the
Labour Party on women. And if we are not careful we will lose
it by default. There are two issues of absolute centrality to the
female section of the workforce, First and foremost is the ques-
tion of low pay, and alongside it the job segregation that under-
pins it. This year the labour movement as a whole finally ac-
cepted the principle of a national minimum wage, which would
constituie a tremendous advance for women workers. Buot as
usual in the Labour Party the real debate is about how it would
be financed. Roy Hatiersley has already indicated thai in his
view il would have lo come through increased taxation of the
higher paid. This is exactly the same answer as given by Bea
Campbell and Anna Coote in Sweer Freedem, when they ask
other workers o be “altruistic' towards women. There are lwo
clear problems with this answer; first, unless this higher taxa-
tion is going to massively cul into the majoricy of workers' stan-
dard of living it wouldn't be enough to pay for a minimum
wage; secondly, if you are looking for a way to divide the wark-
ing class and convince it that a hetrer deal for one section means
a worse deal for another, you couldn’t choose a hetier way o
do it.

The whole Labour Left, with women in the forefront, has
to take up this question of the minimum wage, and arguoe that it
should be paid for by the power of the banks, insurance com-
panies and multinational companics.

On job segregation we have to begin to seriously raise the

argument for positive action — the setting of goals and guotas
to hring women into all jobs. The experience of some Labour
councls in implementing such programmes can be used as the
basis for beginning the real argument for legislation to make
this mandatory on all emplovers. Real Freedom like the M-
tani, rejects positive aclion put of kand. 1t calls it divisive, a
policy *which asks the working class to pay for an improvement
in women's position®. [t would be inleresting 1o see how Real
Freedam would explain to the million-plus women who are the
sole wage sarners in their families that a berter paid job for
them means a setback 1o the working class!

All such arguments really do is let the labour bureaucracy
off the hook. Bea Campbell does ton, when she argoes that
while positive action is a good thing, women should rely on the
goodwill of the bosses to implement it. Al the same time,
without considering the issue of legislation, she argues it would
inevitably be a side-issue in collective bargaining, reliant on a
‘degree of altruism that has no part in the tradition of British
trade unionizm’.

Women in the Labour Party should take up the argumenlts
ground the national minimum wage and on positive action,
putling forward a series of demands that begin to go to the
roots of the problems confronting women. But, of course, Rea/
Freedom’s fundamental argument is against all partial
demands and reforms. This is ‘reformism’ and counter to
Mandism. The fght for laws in particular is abhorred,
‘parliamentaris’, and in the ‘acceptable” arena of lobbying and
talking to MPs.

So how, as Merxisir, do we see thisT Well, Marx and Engels’
view was clear, they showed il in practice. They built the suc-
cessful B-hour-day campaign ai the end of the 19th century —
clearly not a *socialist” demand, as it was won without the over-
throw of capitalism! And they foughi against those tendencies
in the workers' movement of the time which argued that the
fighi shouldn’t be for a few, but against individual employers.
But they didn't go lobbying lor it, they built some of the most
massive demonstrations Britain has ever seen. Perhaps the
RCP's next book will explain how Marx and Engels were also
reformists!

The fight Tor reforms and partial demands is a fundamental
element in Marxist strategy, They don't salve people’s pro-
blems, but in two important respecis they are a siep on the
road, First, as each subsidiary aspect of women’s oppression
gets cleared out of the way It becomes plainer to the great mass
of women what the roots of their prableme really are. Secondly,
each successful fight for reform represents both a real improve-
ment in the status and situation of women, and builds their con-
fidence and ahilitv to stroggle for more.

The authors of Real Freedom declare the necessity of
socialism, but then make no contribution on how lo achieve it.
Like every olher sectarian current on the Britsh lefl, Lhey
prefer to maintain their unsulled revolutionary purity, of a type
oaly found in ivory towers, rather than dirty themselves in the
actual struggles working people are engaged in now,

The new rise in combativity of women, the immensaly
pasitive role played by the women at Greenham and the Labour
Party women's organisation, 15 a challenge 1o the left. Can we
prove that socialism has something to offer these and all
women? Yes, by being responsive 1o the needs and demands of
the movement as they are thrown up. This doesn't mean adop-
ting wholesale every notion that wins the label feminist. But the
feminism of the vast numbers of working clazz women whao
look up from their kitchen sinks or sweatshop sewing machines
and say:*What about us!" — that"s our feminism. And we have
to prove it, by helping it develop into a powerful wave Lo sweep
away centuries of oppression. Real Freedom 's starting poinl is
not where they agree with the sentiment and these struggles, but
where they disagres. Its only contribution is to help convince
women that Marxizis have nothing to say.

JUDE WOODWARD s an active member of {he Labour Party
and the Greenham peace movement.
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PERRY ANDERSON ON STALINISM

PHIL HEARSE

In an article in New Left Review No 139
Perry Anderson set out to update Trotsky’s
theory of Stalinism, arguing that in crucial

respects it has proved to be dated. Phil

Hearse takes issues with his conclusions.

While Perry Anderson starts from a position warmly sym-
pathetic to Trotsky's attempt to theorise the degeneration of
the Rossian Revalution and the social nature of the USSR, he
nevertheless comes to conclusions radically different from
Trotsky's in relation to Stalinism's international role. They are
also conclusions radically different fram those of the Fourth
International and the overwhelming majority of organisations
claiming to stand in the Trotskyist tradition.

We should be clear at the outset that Anderson's method
and spirit are exactly in accord with Troisky’s own. There is o
poini in defending the indefensible, just because the *Old Man'
said it. “The most dangerous thing in politics is to fall captive 1o
one's own formula thal yesterday was appropriate, but is berefl
of all content today'.' Marxism is the method of successive ap-
proximations, and besides, Trotsky did not live io see the lasl
40-0dd years of Stalimst development, much of which would
surely have taken him by surprise

The essence of Perry Anderson's position can be summed
up as follows: hostile both to capitalism and to proletarian
liberty, the Stalinist burcaucracy has, despite ilself, often
played a progressive role. While Trotsky’s theory of Stalinism
in the Soviel Linion was in essence correct, and in any case has
not in its fundamentals been surpassed: *...he erred in qualify-
ing the external role of the Soviet burcaucracy as simply and
unilaterally ‘counter-revalutionary’ — whereas in fact it was to
prove profoundly confradictory in its actions and effects
abroad, just as much as it was at home. Secondly, he was
mistaken in thinking that Stalinism represented merely an ex-
ceptional or “‘aberrant’” refraction of the general laws of transi-
tion from capitalism to socialism, that would be confined to
Russia jtsell. The structures of bureaucratic power and
mohilisation pioneered under Stalin proved to be more general
and dynamic a phenomenon on the international plane than
Trotsky ever imagined...Stalinism, in other words, proved 10
be not just an apparatus, but a mavemeni — one capable not
only of keeping power in a backward environment dominated
by scarcity (USSR); but of actually winning power in en-
vironmenls that were more backward and destitute (China,
Vietnam) — of expropriating the bourgeoisie and starting the
siow work of socialist construction, even against the will of
Stalin himself.. Stalinism a5 a broad phenomenon...did nol
merely represent a degeneration from a prior state of relative
class grace: it could also be a spontaneous generalion produced
by revolutionary class forces in very backward societies,
without any tradition of either bourgeois or proletarian
democracy.’

The first thing to note is that Perry Anderson provides
neither a precise definirion of Stalinism, nor does he outline in
whai sense Trotsky considered the role of Stalinism to be inter-
nationally counter-revolutionary. Both are crucial to any at-
tempt at disproving Trotzky’s theory. Trotsky considered the
essence of Stalinism to be the subordination of the interests of
the world working class (international revolution) to the in-
terests of the Soviet bureaucracy. His accusation againsi
Sialinism internationally was not that ils every action was

Joseph Stalin
counter-revolutionary, but that it had gone over 1o the
‘hourgecis order’; thal the central role of the Stalinised Com-
intern was to defend the position of the bureaucracy, which
relied for its position on the lack of advance, the in-
completeness, of the world revolutionary process: in other
words, that the Stalinist bureaucracy and the parties which it
controlled, had made an accommeodation with the continued
domination of the world economy and world politics by im-
perialism, and was acting as a profound barrier to the over-
throw of the world imperialist system. In making a balance
sheet of Stalinism you have to judge this question: has
Stalinism overall acted as a barrier 1o the overthrow of im-
perialism? By attempting to give a ‘yes/no' answer, Perry
Anderson credits Stalinism with achievements of a quite ex-
iraordinarily revolulionary character, as we shall see.

the central error which Anderson makes is to
transfer the role of the Stalinist bureaucracy
in the USSR onto a world scale

The central error which Perry Anderson makes in his criti-
que of Trotsky is to transfer the role of the Stalinist
bureaucracy inside the Soviet Union onto a world scale. Quite
rightly, he says that inside the Soviet Union the bureaucracy is
hostile to private capitalist property and also to proletarian
liberty. He then argues that *(Trotsky’s) error was, ironically,
only to have thought that this contradiction could be confined
to the USSR itself; whereas Socialism in One Country proved 1o
be a contradiction in terms’.

Anderson's argument here is quite wrong. Internationally,
the Soviet bureaucracy has shown ftself time and time again
prepared to reconcile itself to the continued existence of private
capitalist property, if nol 10 proletarian liberty. Trotsky's
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whiale argument was precisely thai, in order to mainiain iis own
rule, the bureancracy could not tolerate any attempi to resiore
capitalism in fiwe USSR, but that internationally it would recon-
cile itzelf to the continued existence of imperialism, It would do
50 because the spread of revolution internationally threatened
not just imperialism, but also its own rule. The Stalinist
bureaucracy was & product of the confinement of the revolu-
tion to a relatively backward country, and the continued
pressure of imperialism. Revolutionary upsurges threatened lo
destabilise the grip of the burcaucracy on its own working class.
Thart the Stalinist bureaucracy did indeed collaborate with im-
perialism to strangle revolution in Trotsky's lifetime iz hardly a
matter of dispute,

Let us imagine for one moment thal the Soviet Union was
genuinely ‘hostile to capitalist property and proletarian liberty*
on an international scale. It would mean that the Stalimist
hureaucracy wis engaged in a world-wide fight to establish
bureaucralic warkers' slales. Any modus vivend with world
capilalism would be totally excluded. The Soviel bureaucracy

would fight o bring the Communist Parties 1o power
everywhere {while simultaneously crushing independent wnrl_:-
ing class action). Undeniably a world-wide orientation of this
kind would be progressive. It would engender struggles which
the Stalinist parties would be quite unable to control. New
buresucratic states thus established would surely prove im-
passible 1o dominate from Moscow and would rapidly under-
mine the stability of the Moscow bureaucracy

This seenario is of course very far from being the case. Butil
highlights why to defend its own rule and its own interests the
bureaucracy fas ro reconcile itself to the continued existence of
‘individual, private capital’, of world imperialism.

What, then, is Anderson's evidence against the argument
thai Sialinism has played 3 fundamentally eounter-
revalutionary international role? 1t is, first, the post-war social
overturns in Eastern Europe; second, the role of the Soviet
Union in defeating fascism and in the post-war decolonisation
of the “third world'; and, third, the revolulions carried out (in
China, Vietnam, eic.) by partics which had their origins in the
Stalinised Comintern. Bach of these arguments is tendentious
and one-sided.

Anderson's lack of a definition of Stalinism shows in his un-
problematic inclusion of the Chinese and Vietnamese parties in
the ambit of the Stalinizst ‘movement’. To do so is to say, in el-
fect, thar Stalinizm is the totality of parties and movements
which came out of the Comintern. This is hardly satisfactary.
Doublless, all the parties mentioned by Anderson were marked
by Stalinist methods and conceptions. But they all, 1o a greater
or lesser extent, broke with Moscow, generally over the crucial
question of whether or not to take power, In other words, they
refused to subordinate the interests of their own working class
to that of the Kremlin bureaucracy.

The origins of the division between parties which cravenly
accepted the dictats of the Kremlin and those which refused he
in the uneven process of the Stalinisation of the Comintern. For
geopraphical and social reasons it proved muoch easier to bring
to heel the French and lialian parties, for example. than the
Chinese, The akernative 1o defiming Stalinism as subordination
to the diplomatic interests of the Kremlin, and through that to
the international bourgeois order, is 10 define Stalinism as a
totality of movements which have common theoretical ap-
proaches, policies and intermal structures. But this is hardly
adequate to define the ‘laws of motion® of such parties, IMitisa
common ‘approach’ which constitotes Stalinism, then why do
some partics take power against the direct orders of Stalin i_ln-:l
others subordinate themselves to their own bourgeoisie? This is
a mystery, unless Stalinism is defined as subordination to the
diplomatic interests of the bureaucracy of a workers' staie.

It might be objected that there is today more than one
bureaucratic workers' state and that, by derivation, Stalinism
could be defined as subordination to the interest of for example
the Chinese bureaucracy. This zeems (o me a reasonable argu-
ment, but one which does not affecl the substance of the mat-
ter. In any case, Anderson himself throughout his article con-
flates ‘Stalinism® with the ruling burcaucracy in the USSR.
Why then are parties which broke from that bureaucracy in a
decisive way part of the Stalinist movement?

In discussing the post-war social overfurns in Eastern
Europe, Perry Anderson confuses the question of the military-
bureaucratic interests of the Soviet bureaucracy with its alleged
‘haetility to private capitelism' internationally. The creation of
the buffer states was carried out not because Stalin was innately
hosiile to capitalism in Eastern Europe, but for the rm']lEur:.'
defence of the USSK. There is some evidence, but again this is
not decisive, that Moscow first of all conceived of the bulfer
states as being subordinate to the USSR, but not necessarily
workers' states. In the event, the bureaucracy proved incom-
patible with local capitalism. But there is nothing in the crea-
tion of the ‘People’s Democracies’ which demonstrates any
world revolutionary role for Stalinism.

The division of Furope was agreed with US and British im-
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perialism ar Yalia, The East Evropean transition went hand in
hand with the Sialinist betrayal of the revolution in Greece and
the potentially pre-revolutionary situations in ltaly and France.
Stalin respected his agreement with Roosevell and Churchill.
Fernando Claudin® and many other authors have documented
in detail the line of the Stalinist parties in Western Europe for
the restaration of bourgeoiz democracy after the Second World
War.

Trotsky, in his writings on the Soviet-German invasion of
Poland foresaw that in certain situations the Soviet
burenucracy might be lorced 1o invade and even occupy
neighbouring states for reasons of self-defence. He predicted
that in such situations bureancratic rule would prove to be in-
compatible with the continued exislence of capialism: g
‘military-bureancratic’ tranzition would ensue.

Stalin and Stalinism bear a heavy
responsibility for the victory of Nazism and
for the very fact of the World War

The creation of the buflfer states was part and parcel of a
deal with imperialism which helped to create the new
{(imperialist) world order after the war. Only if it could be
shown that it was part of a rendency 1owards expansion and the
creation of new bureaucratic states could it be lermed part of a
‘revolutionary” side of Stalinism.

Anderson's argument aboul the role of the Soviet Union in
the defeat of Nazism is perplexing. He himself admits that the
defeat of Hitler was no part of Stalin's strategy until the Soviet
Union was invaded. The bureaucratic-terrorislt methods with
which Stalin waged the war put its success in jeopardy many
iimes. In any event, how is il possible for & revolutionary Marx-
ist to atirbute the defeat of Hitler as a positive virtue of
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Stalinism, without mentioning the mechanisms by which
fascism came lo power and the Second World War was
unieased?

The rise of fascism and the war were the price paid by the
international working class for its failure to take power between
the wars: in other words, for the defeal in Germany, the
destruction of the Spanish Revolution and the betrayals of the
French Popular Front. In each of these sorry tales the role of
Stalinism was crucial, In Germany the "third period” insanity of
the Communist Party sahotaged any chance of successful
resistance to the Nazis. In Spain, the Soviet Union intervened
directly io crush the revelution and subordinate il 1o bourgeois
ohjectives — murdering some of the best leaders of the Spanish
proletariat in the process, Stalin and Stalinism bear a heavy
responsibility for the vicrary of Nazism and for the very fact of
the World War, Perrv Anderson turns this into & virlue!

Of course the Soviet bureancracy, when the Hitler-Stalin
pact proved worthless could not accept the destruction of its
rule by fascism, In predicting defeat for the Soviet Union in the
war Trotsky undoubtedly underestimated the commitment of
the Sovier masses to collectivised property relations, and their
ability 1o win out despite the bureaucratic mismanagement of
the war. But the (eventually) successful defence of Soviet ter-
ritory is Aot evidence for any revolutionary gualities of
Stalinism.

Anderson’s argument that Stalinsm has constituted a
‘dynamic’ and ‘generalised” form of transition to socialism in
the third world is full of dangers. If we leave aside the argument
that the Vietnamese and Chinese parties were Stalinist, Ander-
son’s position seems to contain another logic — namely that in
the semi-colonial countries bureancratic forms of mobilisation
are necessary or inevitable, both in the overthrow of im-
perialism and the building of socialism. What other logic is
there in the terms ‘generalised’ and ‘dynamic'?

Presumably this is because of the lower level of culture and
material wealth in these countries. This would be an exiraor-
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dinary logic to accept, if only because it puts in question Trot-
sky's account of the bureaucrarisation of the Soviet Union
itself, which Anderson supports, For if bureaucratic forms of
mohilisation are ‘general’ and 'dynamic’, then wazn't Stalinism
a necessary evil inside the Soviet Union iisell? This of course is
the standard apology for Stalin's crimes — that Stalin adnrnul
brutal but necessary methods, that workers® democracy was im-
practical in such a *backward’ country, and that in any case you
can’t make an omelette without breaking eggs. Everything
from the insanity of the forced collectivisation to the labour
camps can be justified by such arguments.

Trotsky's case against the bureaucratic management of the
Soviet economy was precisely that while there was something
very ‘dvnamic’ about collectivised property relations, the
domination of the bureaucracy was a feffer on this :hm.nusm
and held hack the development of the productive forces. Thisis
exactly the same argument as is put forward by the world Trot-
skvist movement today — that buresucralic managemenl,
bureaucratic forms of *mohilisation’ in both the East European
countries and the less developed countries such as China, serve
a5 an ohstacle to maximising the potential inherent in national
planning and collectivised property relations. If Perry Ander-
son thinks that workers’ democracy is inappropriate in the less
developed countries, then he is undermining the very case he
makes oul on the Soviel Union itsell,

Thiz whole guestion is vital for the future of the revolu-
tionary movement in the semi-colonial countries — are
bureaucratic forms the general mode of rransition in these
couniries? Or are they the product of the lack of a conscious
fight against bureaucratism, that is lo say the absence of a
revolutionary Marxist leadership? Trotsky himself regarded
searcity as the social basis for bureaucratism and thought it in-
evilable that burcaucratic methods and tendencies would be a
constanl pressure in less developed countries. That is what the
analogy of the ‘policeman and the quene” is all about. But he
did not regard it as inevitable, or ‘gencral”, that a bureaucratic
social caste would arise in colonial countries in a post-
revolutionary situation. He thought that by the conscious fight
of a revalutionary lcadership this could be avoided.

Anderson will be hard put to show that the
Soviet Union has consistently supported
revolutions in Cuba, Vietnam or China

The example of Cuba, nl least in part, shows thar the
growth of & privileged bureaucracy can be avoided. Dbviously
this is & crucial question for the future of a country like
Nicaragua. [s bureaucracy inevitable? Is it the general rule?
Will the coming social revalution in the Indian sub-continent
create the kind of bureaucracy which exists in China? Will it be
led by Stalinist parties?

And what of the role of the Soviet Umion in the posi-war
decolonisation? OF course, the existence of the Soviet workers'
state has been an immense factor in the world relationship of
social forces, which has aided the colonial revolution, despire
the betrayals and perfidy of the bureaucracy. But this is not a
virtue of Stadinisrn. Moreover, the role of the Stalinist parties in
the Third World has been one of the main obstacles to the
achievement of socialism, and remains so today. Time and
again, the ‘rwo-stage’ theory of revalution — first & democratic
revolution together with your own bourgeoisie and then the
socialist revolution — has led the Sialinist parties and their
followers into a trap, Anderson lalks of those panies like the
Chinese which braoke with Moscow. But what about those that
didn’t, the real Stalinist parties?

The subordination of the Middle East CPs to the Arab
bourgeoisies is well known. In Iraq and Egypt the respective
subordination of the CPs 1o Ba'athism and MNasserism led them

to destruction. In Latin America the popular frontist recard of
the CPs is appalling: in Chile, the CP was the right wing of the
Popular Unity alliance. On the Indian sob-continent all the
various CPs, and especially the pro-Maszcow CP, subordinate
themselves (o the local bourgeoisie. And in Indonesia, the
subordination of the PK1 to the diplomatic interests of Peking,
expressed in their support for Sukharno, led to the worst defeat
of the world workers' movement since 1933 in Germany.

Finally, we come to the overall role of the Soviet Union in
relation to successful revolutions. It is true, and no account of
world politics can ignore it, that the Soviet Union hasacted asa
shield 1o defend the Viemamese and Cuban revolutions. In
arder to defend its own military position, the Soviet Union has
been forced 1o extend its own sphere of opcrations, to seek oul
military, straiegic and diplomatic allies. In most instances this
takes the form of allying itsell with local capitalist forces in the
Third World; hence the current elliance with Syria’s Assad, and
even an attempted alliance with Sadat in Egypt. These alliances
are at the expevse of the local working class and even the local
CPs.

In Vietnam and Cuba the Soviet Union attempted 1o use the
opportunities [or diplomatic and military advances provided by
revolutions carried out by others. But Perry Anderson will be
hard put 1o show that the Soviel Union has consisient!y sup-
ported revolutions in Cuba, Vietnam or China. In Cuba the
revolution waz made against the line of the local CP, which
even entered the government of the tyrant Batista. In Vietnam
the Soviet Union was a prime mover in the 1954 Geneva accords
which deprived the Yiet Minh of many of the gains af Dien Bien
Phu. Sialin was against the sizzure of power by the Chinese CP.

Far from beng *persistently anti-capitalist” outside its own
borders, the Soviet bureaucracy has always acted according to
its own bureaucratic interests. This applies especialiy to the col-
onial revolution. The latest evidence of this is the complete and
utter prosirate inaction of the USSR over the Israeli invasion of
Lebanon, where the bureaucracy hardly bothered to go
through the normal diplomatic protesis let alone render
maierial aid to the PLO. It did however support its capitalist al-
ly Assad.

Certainly, the colonial revolution has benefited from the ex-
istence of the workers' slgte in the USSR. But it has not
bencfited from Sialinism. The emergence of world Stalinism
was nol inevilable. It arose from something very specific,
something propelled by immense social forees, but in the end
something avaideble — the degeneration of the Bolshevik Par-
ty, the Russian Revolution and the Communist International.
The price humanity pays for this process is immense, in every
part of the world. 1t has held back the struggle for socialism
over @ 50-vear period.

By refusing to ecknowledge thai the world rale of Stalinism
is counler-revolutionary, Anderson underestimates the prac-
tical tasks facing revolutionary Marxists in every sector of the
world revolution, For neither in the advanced capitalist coun-
trics, the semi-colonial countries nor indeed in the workers
states themselves can we put our trust in parties linked 1o the
Moscow bureaucracy. The task of building authentic revolu-
tionary Marxist parties faces the working class everywhere. To
accept that Stalinism has and does play a ‘contradictory” role
on a world scale all too easily leads to an abstention from rhe
task of building parties which base themselves on the tradition
of the first Communists to fight Stalinism — Trotsky and the
Left Opposition.
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SOME LIKE IT COLD?

Chris Bertram

Fred Halliday: The Making of the Second
Cold War, Verso, 1983, £4.95,

The Making of the Second Cold War is an in-
valuable weapon in the hands of socialisis, in
terpationaliits  and  Dghiers fuar peace
everywhere. The richmess af its sources and
the wealith of Information contalned in h
gualily it as a classic example of the “precent
gs history”. Unforunately it = nol possible (o
give ungualified approval (o the analvsis con-
tained within i

Halliday rejecis "monocausal’ explano-
tionk of the ariging of the new Cold War. He
examines a senes of pulative explanations and
theories of Cold War, Trom crude “Russian
threai' anulvses Lo revolutionary  Marsis
pasitions, before dismissimg them all as one-
sided. Instead, we should seek to integraie
these different viewpoints in same sort of &x-
planatory hierarchy. This Halliday proceeds
o do.

In his opinion: ‘The cbb and flow of
revolution and counter-revolution, of class
conflict and social upheaval, has bheen aver-
shadowed and shaped by the far greater risks
far both sides which the avanlabality of nuchear
weapans has introduced” (p35). For him the
pre-eminent level of Cold War Two is the
‘Cireat Contest’, the conflict between Iwo vast
and antngomstic socil svilems; a condlct
mediated by the risks implicit in the posses-
sion of nuclzar arsenals,

50 where does this leave the clas struggle?
The auithor himself seems unsure about this,
Sometimes he describes his view ag being “an
extension of the class conflict theory® (p31).
but this seemsz 1w be contradicted when he
speaks of the class struggle as shaped and
overshadowed by the "Greatl Contest” and the
potentinl for ‘megadenth’. For all that the
Coniest may be above class siruggle, il does
seem that world revolution taps the Reagans
and Andropovs on the shoulder from time 1o
time. Thus *Brezhnev's pursuit of Detente in
the carly 19705 was undermined by the revolu-
tions that swept the third world from 1974 on-
wards' (pdl).

Halliday's perindization of the pastwar
period is also less than satisfactory. The First
Cold War, dating from 1946-1933, is replaced
by a periad of "Oscillatory Antagonism” from
1953 to 1969, Detenle dates from 1969 to
1979, the vear when the Sccond Cold War
came It belng. ‘Oscillatory Antagonism®
was a period in which aptempis were made 1o
lessen  confromtalion  between  the supsr
powers, although these aitempis were nol suc-
cessful

Mow 5 this true? The period is, after all,
the one duning which Kennedy campaigned on
the basis of an alleged Soviet prepondernnoe
in 1CBMs. 11 is alsa the period of the Cuban
Missile crists, And todav, might we not be ina
renewed period of *Oscillatory Antagonism'
rather than in the midst of 2 new Cold War? |
have no doubt that Halliday is right in his
characterisation of the period we are now liv

ing through, but in no way does he prove the
case. Furthermore, it & ot clear whether he
belicves the attempts 1o lessen antagonism

during "Osclllarary Antaganlm’ and Detente
represented the lemporary abandonment of a
sirategy 1o ‘rollback’ the social gains made
where capitalism had been overthrown, or o
tactical adjustment within just such a
slralegy

I'he bulk of the book 1 (aken op with a
detailed account of the Meciors that have gone
into the making of the new Cold War, and of
the aremas in which the struggle hat been
fought out. 1t is 10 these parts of The ook that
many socmbists will ook Tor facts and
arguments (o defeal the Cold War, Hallwday
thows beyond doubt that if the LUSA and
LISSRE have both contributed ta the Cold War,
il is the USA which has taken the intiative and
holds most of the responsibality. The book
catalogues the revolotions that have swem the
“Third World® in the pastwar years, Disap-
pomtingly laxonomy  somelimes  feplaces
analysis

One af the most fascinating chapiersis the
one which deals with the rise of the New Right

Iniernasnnnl  SMovernbey Depzenbey (8 35

in the USA. Halliday identifies the growing
importance of the "sunbelt’, the recession and
the response of Middle America o the aszer-
tivenesy of sthinic and sexual groups as major
cawses of the rise of renction. He records ithe
susceptibifity of Congress 1o the Kight, and
the crossaver berween military, political and
écnnomic interests. It will be inleresting to see
how far the (eeie movement can warry
members of Congress with small majoriies!

Many readers of fefernafional will have
sharp disagreements with the chapler entitied
The Involuiton of the Posi-Revoluhonary
Statex’. It is not that the author is an apologist
far the ruling bureaucracies of Easiern
Europe and China, indeed his criticisms are
sometimes a5 sharp as those of any Trotskyist,
Bt the book argues that the imternationsal
palicy of the Soviet Union is basically pro-
gressive and that it shifted to the left during
the Brezhney years, Far rom being at the end
of the day, allics of imperialism, the Stplnisis
turn out to be s opponents. Even Halliday's
criticisms of the damestic policies of the
bursaucracy are linged with a cerain op-
umism coneerning s rale. He indicts the
bureaucracy Forits failure o democratise and
explains that this 15 a contnbutory factor o
Cald War Two. The ‘democracies’ of the
West make full use of the suppression of
freedoms in the East, bot even the mosi
enlightened bureaucracy would jeopardise its
own exitence by perminting real workers'
democTacy

For all the criticiemsz this ik still a superb
book. It it uneasly between a Thompsonite
‘exterminism® and revolutionary Marxism,
but makes up for this by collecting in one
place the informativn and history we need 50
badiv. But, for all the commitment in the
book, | detected a strand of pessimism. For il
the class struggle i now determined by, rather
than a delerminant of, the "Greal Contest’
and the arme race, the liberation of the wark-
ing ckage will be the task af . whom?

CHRIS BERTRAM is s member of the Inter-
national editorial board.
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SOCIAL WORK & SOCIALISM

Annie Hudson

Chris Jones: State Social Work and the Work-
ing Cluss, Macmillan, 1983, £4.95. Mike Sim-
pkin: Trapped Within Welfare, Macmillan,
2nd edition, 1983, [4.95.

At present we can only guess the long-term
effects of the Conservative's electoral victory
in 1983, Whali is dlear, however, is that the
fragile weil of social democratic sdeology
which has besn the hallmark of the posi-war
welfare state has been rorn apart; the coercive
tilt of the state is possible only in its sarliest in-
fancy. Already there have been massive reduc-
tions in the more benign aspects of the per-
sonal socinl services (for example, in the
home-help services and in support for the
mentally handicapped and their families), We
have seen too an escalation af the contralling
aspects of welfare (for example, In the in-
traduction, in the Criminal Justice Act 1982,
afl & ‘curfew’ for some juvenile delinguents)

Such trends provoks consternmtion for
socialists working In welfare agencie: and
pose complex  questions  both about the
asperts of welfare we nead (o defend and
ahout the kind of alternative social palicies we
should promote. Only a decade ago social
wark literature could be more or less divided
into two opposing factions. First — and over-
whelmingly dominant then as now — an array
of consensual and paternalist perspectives on
social problems which remain largely ungues-
tioned end still underpin most social work
practice. The second and apposing trend saw
social work as an unequivocal weapon of class
domination and control. The limitation of
this epproach ley partly in its small number of
adherents but also in ity exclusive emphasis on
the negative aspects of welfare work. Sccialist
practitioners had 1o look very hard o find
sustenance for any kind of more positive yel
critical practice.

Faced with increasing attacks on welfare
services, socialists have had 1o rethink many
aspects of their traditioms] analysis and in the
last few vears there has been much discussion
about wavs in which consumers and practi-
tioners can develop oppositional forms from
within agencies themselves. The shifls reflect
too, as Chris Joncs points oul, the entry into
welfare work of large numbers of people who
have a more politicised approach 1a the job.
Mare recenl entrants are likely to have had
personal experience af ‘oppositional cultures”
for example, the women's movement, Coim-
munity action campaigns and student protest,
The arrogant confidence and ‘noblesse oblige
character of social work has cracked a little
und the consequent casting about for new ra-
tioniles has given rise 1o an array of literature
which attempis to delineale forms of radical
practice that would have been largely unheard
of a decade ago.

It is on this somewhat contradictory ter-
rain that both of these books make significant
contributions. Although they cover similar
ground, the issues explored are sufficiently
different to make for complementary reading.
The grestest strength of Jones® book lies in the
anention and detail he gives 1o the historical
antecedents of contemporary social work. In

contrast, ihe force of Simpkin's arguments
derives in large part from his own personal ex-
perience s a social worker In & psychiatric
hospital: his book is much more of an inside
view than Jones” {thaugh the lntter hes been o
practising social worker). Simpkin provides
us with some powerful ammunition for
refuting right-wing and liberal arguments that
radical perspectives are unrcalistic and fail 1o
take humane account of individual needs and
dilferences,

Jones argues thai the state has always had
an essentially problemaiic relationship with
siocial work; it neede social work both vo deal
with is social ‘nuisances” and the economical-
Iy dependent, and o alfer society some kind
of testimony of itz concern far socially
vulnerable growps. His careful analysis iden-
tifies those secuons of the working class which
have been labelled by welfare agencies as
‘inadequare’, ‘feckless’ or ‘dependent”. Such
labels deny, however, the specific marerial
characteristics of groups who have a par-
ticularly fragile and weak relationship ta the
labour market. The elderly and the handicap-
ped are defined as ‘dependent® and so, in a
capitalist coonomy devoled 1o profit, receive
inadeguaic services and resources. Similarly,
juvenile delinquents and so-called ‘problem
familics' are deemed 1o be puisances because
of the financial costs and maral threat they
e the state.

Jones suggests that the state has drawn
‘cordon sanitnire” around social work cliemis
and, by focussing on personal pathology
rather than collective oppression, divides
them off from other sections of the working
class. The twin processes of marginalisation
and stigmatization have acled 1o blunt the
outrage and anger af the working class 1o
some of the most obvious examples of the
filures of capilalism (o meet human needs,

Jones provides n comprehensive examina-
tion of the role of social workers in fracturing
their clients from a united working class
response. Social work's pre-occupation with
individual needs, problems and solotions
wrests clients fram the material and socizl
contexts of their lives, Yot Jones reminds us
ioo of the functionohst trap of denying any
possibility of forms of resistance (0 stale
deflinitions and practices. A more active com-
mitment 1o whal he terms ‘whistle blowing”
tactics & urgently necded; this would help o
tear apart the veill of llusion that the basis of
client's problems are the products of in-
dividual pathology. Similarly, he sugpesis
that social workers should demand and work
for & more participatory appraach to the pro-
vision of wellare services, These are bul two
of the key elements for a socilist wellare
strategy in & period when social democracy s
in retreat.

The main Emitation of Jones' study lles in
its rather narrow conception of class which
mare ar less renders invisible the influene of
other =ocial categories such as race and
gender, Recenl research has demonstrated,
for exemple, how probation officers are more
likely o recommend custodinl senfenoes
{rather than community-based ones such as
probation or community service) for black
rather than while youths, Women, moreover,
are mare often the recipients of social work in-
tervention in their roles as mothers and as

carers of elderly relatives. Welfare thus ollen
becomes a powerful component of the stale’s
stralegy for the social control of black people
and women. Analysis of the stare's relation-
ship with the working class clients af oeial
work cannot afford (o rest on an undifferen-
thated analysiz af class.

Simpkin's baok focusses more precisely
on the constituenis of social work ideology
and its atiempi 10 erect pseudo-scienfific solu-
tions 1o what are esseniially moral and
palitical problems. Like Jones, Simpkin un-
muisks the individualism and control elemenis
of social work imervention. He (oo warns
against an pver-formalist and determimistic
appraach 1o welfare comtrol and, whilst not
looking at the possibilities for radical practice
through rose-tinted speciacles, he wcis oul
powerful argumemts far practitioners 10
engage in resistance work directly with clients
and through active trade unionism. His
analysis of the 1978-9 socml work sirikes,
which broke as the first edition of his book
was published, is relevani in this comext. The
sirike tnught social workers many useful
lessons, not least of which was the importance
af building bridges with other sections of the
labour movement and farcing them to come
out of their comfortable professional rereats,

The tone of Simpkin's book 15 refreshingly
strident; he forcible reminds us of the inequity
of ‘caring’ relationship when people have to
more or less put themselves in the hands of the
state because thefr persanal lives have been
fraciured by material and social oppréssian.
Sociml workers must develop 4 more aclive
consciousness of the contrudictions of their
jobs and wark co-pperatively with one
another as well as with clienis. Only then can
anv of the progressive possibilities of social
work be exploited,

In a time of right wing conscreative cn-
irenchment, haowever, the space for suoch
possibilities is inevitably contracting. A bleak
note ta end on, perhaps, but the current reali-
1y nonstheless, 1 suspeact. 1'd like to be proved
WIDNE.

ANNIE HUDSON B a1 member of [he
Locialia Society Co-ordinsting Commiiiee
and teaches socksl work s Manschesier
University.
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VIVA ZAPATA!

Bob Pennington

Adolfo Gilly: The Mesican Hevolution, Yer-
ip, 1983, L6, 95,

September 1910 seemed like a glorious high-
noon for Mevioo's Presideni, l._u‘[lr.'l'.11 loee de
la Cruz Porfino Diaz — betier knowm as Don
Parfirie. In an orgy of exiravagant splendour
and ostentation, Mexico was celebrating the
1mh anniversary of i1v declaration af in-
dependence from Span. Don Porfing himself
was celebrating almost a third of o century’s
uminterrupted presidential rale. A rule which
had been carmied owl with  despostic
ruthlessness and which had served the in-
tereats of the old oligarchy whose wealth
meain by came from the Fewdally-rin haciendas,

But an renlity this was no high-noan for
gither Don Porfing or the landed bisses
Their davs were drawing in Msi and 1 was
mare like late afrernoon whose ominous
clonds portended the howurs of a threatening
darkness. By the December of ihat some yean
the power of the dictatorship was crodimg as
the peasanis, intelleciuals and sections of a
new growing bourgeoise stared 1o demand
their share of the wealth and power which had
been reserved for Diae and the oligarchy. In
the north west Pasouel Orozeo was becoming
the first of the revolution’s guerilla leaders,
Soon that aren was 1o become the domam of
Francisea ‘Pancha’ Villa, the bandin turned
revodutionary. In the South in the stae of
Morelos, the intransigent peasant revolu-
tiomatry Emiliane Zapata and hes army were
taking armed action to expropriate the land of
the hig landeowners, The apposition 1o Diuz
drew in those members of the baurgesdsie who
wire (urning loom agriculture 10 industry, i
artracted the new peny bourgeoisie and pulled
towards itsell the small but growing Mexican
working class,

Iis leader. Francisco Madero, was a man
who abhorred revolution and  wished For
nothing moare than an accommodation bet-
ween the various factions of the l'|||il'|g clmss
bul thought this could onlv be done through
constitutional means. He came from a famly
of landowners and capilalists and owed his
fame o having declared himsell as a can-
dedate i the 1KY eledtion Diaz had iim
prisoncd him for his troubles.

At his best Madero dedred change and
justice bul  deeply ingrained in his con
seipusness was his clnss origing and his loyalty
ta his family which was tied to the old regime
and the landed aristocracy from which i
aume, Yet the most extreme wing of the
revolution gave i3 support fo this fimid
bourgenis, because Lapata with an inluitive
understanding recognised that only a national
revolution as opposed to a peatant uprising
could secure the land, Lacking a natkonal pro
gramme himself Zapate could only follow
those who had such a programme.

By Moy 1911 Diaz was signing away the
presidency and Madero was on his way o
becoming President. From the beginning he
wanted nathing mare than to stop the peasant
uprising. Three shart weeks after Madero
became President, Zapata issued the Plan of

Avala. This alleged thar Madero had deseried
the revolution and declared thar all land taken
away (rom the peasantry should beeome ymm
diately the property of the villages and citizens
who held the deeds. It insisted such property
should be resolutely defended by arms in
hand. Rejecting bourgeois constitutionilism
the Plan of Ayals stated that Mocemdedis,
viertificas and local chicfiaing who directly cr
indirectly oppoted the plan would have their
property nafiomahsed

Zapata did not start oul with the aim of
destroving the -_'.'jprli|||~.| wwajem, He umply
wanied 1o secure justice for the peasants
However ta get that justice he was preparcd (o
smash the resistance of (he ruling clas and
there is no doubt that if the Plan of Avala had
ever been Implemented it would have 'smash-
ed the living roots of capitalism’, as Gilly says.
The Plan of Avala resied on mass inililive
and relied on the peasants toking (he land
which invelved revolutionary war. Onits own
it coubd and did creare dual power but it did
nol raise the perspective of another centralis-
ed stale power baved on the masees, Thot wlea
like it did in Russia had 1o come Trom the pro-
levarian and coudd not arise out al a peasant
movement, Thus the final solution of power
dlways stayed with the bourgeoisie

‘adern was unahble 1o satisfy anyone, His
relusal to distribute the land exasperated the
peasants. His timid brand of reformism was
still unacceptable to the forces of the nght and
he was overturned and shet by the mililary
junta of Victoring Huerta — a Mae thi
would almost certamly have befallen Keren-
skv a1 the hands of Kormlov in Russia if the
Bolsheviks had not take powerin 1917

But the victory of Hueria was short-lived.
The armes of the North West led by Villa —
never as radical as Zapata, bul militarily bet
ter organised — showed that the peasants
could actually defear the \.Iinll’lI'\.!d II'I::v,hr of
the wmate. Thus Villa ool anly anflicted
crishing blows on the Hueria Torces he ratsed
the confidence, expectation and combativity
of the most oppressed, The “real’ wing of the
bourgeoisic was led by Venustmno Carranza,
bur like every weak section of the national
capitalist class it could onlv Aght the miliary
dictatarship by reliance on the awdacious
siruggle of armed civil war
Villa and his arnmed peasants whilst feanmg
every action that inspired mas: confidence.

Alter Huerta wis defeated and the
Iq;ur‘._,pcuu.u: withdrew from Mesico [ i'::. (1} ]
December 1914 the revaluion had reached is
glorious apex, The peasan) armies of Zapata
wngd Villa bad sl ben therr grasp stale poswer —
the capital was theirs, the factions of the na
tional bourgeaisic had become fragmented
and their eonfidence was running out. Bul
lmcking a political programme and having na
party, the peasant armnes and thewr leaders
were paralysed. They could only leave the
government 1a the ‘administrators” and power
therefore mpever left the hands of the peiry
bourgemsic who acted as custodians for their
palitical masters, the bourgomsie.

Villa told Zapara: *1 don't wami public
posts, because | don't know how 1o deal with
them. We'll see what these people are up 10
doing. We'll just appain the ones who aren’l
poing (0 make trouble.” From then on the
revolution could only ehb, Both 2apata and

Thius i fedied on

Emilinmo Lopuis

Villa looked nostalgieally st wha they kmew
and understond, Their class crigins stopped
them gorme bevond their hatred of the ruling
“lss and compassion for their own kind
Having na perspective for siate power both
retreated o their songholds leaving 1he
ground 1o the radical
by r pecisine

In time Zapala was murdered. Villa won
mn amnesly only o0 be murdered Biter, The
radical bourgeomic, fgores ke Alvara
Obregon. used a ‘left” social progrumme 10
win support in their war against the armies of
the North snd Fapaio's  revolulicnary
peasants of the Sguth. The revolution never
transcended baurgeots limits But it wis nol
simply @ bourgeois democratic revolution. I
by briween the st of the bourgeais réwdli-
tions and the Mirst working class revalotion ol
Dctober 1917, As Gilly says it was “an mier-
rupted revalution

0 course today Mexico neads a new
revodution, but s traditions will mot be
sepernle foown or alien 10 the revolution that
desiroved Dine and his successor Huena. The
overthrow of These ivranis was doe above all
else 1o the sell-activity and courage of the op-
pressed masses. Much can and musi be learn
ed from the armies of Zapata and Yilla —
their example will always be an inspiration 1o
revolutionancs

Gilly's well-researched, well-written hist-
vry of (he Megican revahution is 3 mis forall
those who want 10 understand the revelu-
tionary process and who wish 1o grasp the
theory of permanent revolution.

BOR PEMNINGTON hus been an aclive
revolutionary for 30 vears and is now u regnlar
conlributor 1o Sockalist Action,

wings il the
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RETHINKING SEX

Valerie Coultas

Sue Cartledge and Joanne Ryan, Sex and
Love: New Thoaghts on Old Coniradictinns,
The Women's Press, £4.95,

This is an exciting book ta read. 1t recalls the
optimistic aspirations of sexual freedom of
the young women's liberation movement, and
submiis them to-a critical re-appraisal in the
light of a decade of practice. Many of the
essays challenge present day feminist marality
forcing a relook al our own sexual praciice.

The dominent theme of the essays is an at-
tack on idealism about relationshipe. In con-
trast to the stress of recent feminist writings
on male violence as somchow ninnsic (o
heternsexnal relations these essays argue fora
more positive and pluralistic approach 1o
women's (and in passing, men’s) sexuality.
Coming to terms with the fact that every form
al aur sexuality — heterosexuality, celibacy,
leshianism, hisexuality — Is socially con-
structed, with no “escape’ to a perfect female
form af eroticism where we can evade the per-
nicious influence of the dominent male-
arientated culture, the book's conclusions are
aptimistic about radical change in relations
berween and among the sexes. Disappointing-
Iy hawever it does not delve in any detail into
what strategies for change flow from the
analvsis pul forward,

Lynne Segal in 'Sensual Unceriminty or
Why the Clivoris iz ot Enough’ takes apan
Masters and Johnsan, the Hite report and
miny of the permissive values of the sixties,
Lynne points out how useful femimists found
these zexalogists® mitack on the ‘'phallic
fallagies' of the vaginal orgasm as the natural
sexual expression of the adult woman. Bui did
the rediscovery of the clitors and the public
acceptance of female magurbation esablish
an aulhentic female sexuality? Lynne argues
na. Although they encouraged women (o ex-
plore their sexuality, their focus on zexual
technigue — the fMick of the wrist — o the ex-
clision of viewing sexuml desire as pan of
social relationships did not gt (o the heart of
the problem: the culture of masculinity which
still dominates in bed, orgasm or no orgasm.

Anja Meulenbelt in Our Bodies Oursefves
discovered a fundamental female sexuality
somehow more *natural’ because ii's cuddly
and uncannectied ta genital penetration. But,
Lynne asks, how is it possible for this (o be
‘natural” when all women's sexusl experiences
are formed and reproduced within a male
culture? What abou! our masochistic lan-
tesies? Do these not il ws that evenin bed, an
‘authentic Mfemale seawality” has not yet been
attained? And perhaps thiz also helps 1o ex-
plain women's erotic daydreams and the am-
bivalence of feminists lowards pormography,
becanze although it degrades us il may also
titillate us in some insances. Wamen efien
fantasise aboul gaining power through the
seduction of the strong. This irrationality is
unsurprising given the associalion of
weakness with femininity and strenpth with
masculinity. Bul the irrational 15 not confined
1o women: ‘By far the most common service
politicians demand from call-girls is 10 be
beaten’. Only by exploring the irrationality of
our cmobons can we come ta Lerms with our

sexuplity. Orgasms, Lynne concludes, will
miever on their own obliterate the isolation and
emptiness we Teel in the rest of our lives.

Wendy Holloway in "Helerosexual Fower
and Desire for the Other” looks at the social
construction of men's sexuality, The phrase
‘all men are litde boys® s given a new and in-
reresting interprotation in this cssay. Fear of
heing ‘tied down' allowed many young men in
the sixties and sewenties o pursue a free-
fMouting lave life. The assumed equality of
women (0 do the same gave justification 1o
men of these praciices. Wendy argues thai
men’s fear of feeling strongly about women
leads them (o project their fears anto women
for being " possessive’: “Martin, “Once you've
apened yourself, once you've shown the ather
person that you aeed them, then you've made
yoursell incredibly vulnerable™,”

Men do wanit to be loved, and this exposes
their vulnerahility o women. Men's defence
mechanism & 10 project thelr fears of
vulnerabilty onlo women, because their own
vulnerability conflicis with men's social role,

But the most explicit attack an an idealist
view of seaualily comes from Elizabeth
Wilsan in 'I'll Climb the Staircasc to Heaven:
Leshainism in the Seventics.” Here she
develops Alexander Kollantai's palemic in the
"Social Basis of the Woman Question’ against
the utapian lestylism of bourgeois feminists
in her day. Nearly B0 years ago, she explained
the foree of the collure of masculinity and the
power of bourgeois morality in relationships:
‘Before these formulas of "free relation-
ships'* and **free love'" can become practice,
it is above all necessary thar a fundamental
reform of all social refationships between peo-
ple take place; furthermore the moral and sex-
ual norms and the whole psychology of
mankind would have ta undergo a thorough
evolution, [Is the contemporary person
peychologically able lo cope with “‘free
bowe" "7

Elizabeth Wilson wrgues that the idea that
sexual pazsion represents the core of the in-
dividual iz not new and holds no threais for
the capitalist sysiem. Western bourgeois
valpes are founded upon “possessive in-
dividualism’. She reitcrates Kollantai's point
arguing against the view of many feminits
that sexual subordination ks the source of
women's ineguality: *...material provision —
refuges for battered women, different divarce
laws — may change sexual practice every bit
as sucessfully as *'liberating our sexnabiny.” [
would go further and add that only by towally
restructuring relations between men and
women and eventually replacing the family
will women achieve their sexual liberation,
And that can only be achieved on the basis of
abolishing the capiialist order.

But her polemic with the theorisis of
Revalutionsry Feminism iz useful. Political
leshianism — rthe decisian 10 reject sex with
men because of the subordination 1o men thal
heterosexual relations impose in our socety
— commes up far criticism. 1= i right to view
such choice: as the ‘flowering of real
womanhood'? The tendency in revolutionary
feminist definition: to play down the sexual
aspect of lesbianism and replace i1 with a
cedebration of bonding between women ob-
vigusly annoys Elizabeth. She also fakes 1ssue
with the "technicist” view that women have sex.
with women simply because wamen's hodies

go well together or that it is more ‘democratic’

and 'cealitarian’.
She r:l\’iﬂw! past and conlemporary les-

bian literature polnting out thaty there were
positive aspects (0 leshian and homosexoal
culture before the rise of the modem women's
liberation movement. Baaks like Sire and Flp-
ing by Kale Milleat are also referred 1a which
point out the self-punishing aspects of les-
bianism ancd how this forces some women Lo
revert bo men. RealTfirming the imponance of
sexunl desire in lesbian relationships she
argues that, ‘to deprive lesbianism of ils sura
of the forbidden may for some women rob i
of s charm'. Her emphasis is on lhe
similarities hetween heterasexual and lesbian
desire, Reich and the sixties” radicals were
wrong to believe that ‘the follest orgasm is
devold of fantasy’,

There are many other provocative essays
Lucy Goodwin describes how the experience
of hbeing out of control when we *fall’ in love
masks the fact that we create our own love af-
fuirs. By tramslerring our passion for in-
dividuals into a passian for life itself we would
nol tie ourselves up in 5o many knots. Tricia
Bickerton explaint that hecause women are
still strugeling for an adult status in aur socie-
ty this can o pamful experience, Bul it can also
be a ume when women discover their owii
needs and perhaps their own creativity. Her
reflerence to the courage needed in today's
economic climate for women to decide on
single mothechood made me aware of an
aheence in the book.

The sssumption of many of the writers is
that women kave financigl independence,
educational qualifications and the freedom 10
experiment with Their sex lives. Absent s the
experience of working class women whose
marality would sharply contrast with the
views of Sue Cartiedge in *Duty and Desire”,
but whose practicalivy abour mariers of sex
would be nonetheless refreshing. ldealism
about sexual relations is a wrong approach, so
how do we change people’s sex lives? Dan't
we need 10 change soclety ta change the way
we Hwel

Any ambiguity on this paint will be picked
on by the alert femnists who suppornt the SDP
and write in the prees of The Guardion. Jill
Tweedie reviewing The Left and the Erofic
sneers ot Lenin and Kallantai, lumping them
with the kuek of debate in the British Cam-
munist Party about personal matters before
the rise of the modern women's liberation
mowement. Her point ol view Is dishanest and
rithless: both the Lelt and the Right are
totalitarian and only il women drifl vy
from Marxizsm can they come to terms with
seauality. This rubbish has to be knocked an
the head. Her polemic iz with the barren
‘Marxism' of rthe Soviet variety that
dominated 1he workers' movement 50
monodithically after the rise of Stalinism and
stifled the debate on anpeking inside the com-
munist movenienl.,

A revival of debaic on these guesiions
began with the Prague Spring of "68 and the
second wave of feminism. It has 1o be con-
tinped among revolutionary Marxists today if
the work of Behel, Engels, Zetkin and Kollan-
rai is 1o be developed and applied va today’s
conditions. Revolutionary Marxists have a
duty ta prove that aur siruggle to change (he
world places us in the very best position o
discuss the question of sex.

VALERIE COULTAS writes for Socialiss Ac-
tiom aad s active bn the women's movesent.



XMAS BOOKS REVIEW

Ron Ward

Socialist Theory

Perry Anderson's fa the Trocks of Mistoricsl
Malertaizrm {MLB/Yerso, [4.95) 15 recom-
mended reading despite all Itx artempts at in

accessibility — the title, the price (Tor 106 (ext
pages!) and Anderson’s irriiating habit of us-
ing & word on elmost cvery page thal would
have university lecturers reaching for their
dictionaries, Comsidergiions on  Weriern
Marxizm lelt Anderson depressed by bhad
news from the Parisian LeN Bank, awaiting
the arrival of the Fourth International cast in
the rale of the Fifth Cavairy. ITTOHM brings
the story up to date: Anderson sharply
dissects contemporary French structuralin
and post-structuralist writing, arguing that ils
eclipse of the Latin Marxism thal Mew Left
Review did so much (o bring toan English au-
dience was doe less to the strengths of stric-
turalist theary. than the Mailure of these par

ticular straing in Marxism to address the ma-
Jor substantive questions of socialis) strategy.
He locates the key centres af Marxist work in
the cighties in Britain, Germany and the LISA
and delingates some of the key questions they
need to confront. Anderson ts o stimulating
writer and one of the forement Marxis
thinkers in Britain today. A little more
substance and prescripthon on his part would
be better value,

Anderson pays particular attention 1o the
need (0 construct a model of socialsm that
can recopsiruct socilism as a desirable goal
and rescue it from the grev image of Sialinism.
He warmly welcomes Alec Move's The
Eeanomics of Feunble Soceiism (George
Allen and Unwin, £5.95) for its brave attempt
to sddress this problem. Whatever the merits
af his ook an this score (which will be review.
ed in fefernalional next vear), its credibility is
not enhanced by Nove's apparent belief thar
profound social transformations can be
achieved by right social democratic means in
the present period.

Other noteworihy theoretical books of
1983 were Terry Eagletan's Lirergry Theary:
An Introduction (Basil Blackwell, £4.95,
reviewed in Internationnl 8/4) and Norman
Ceras” Marx amd Human Nawre: Refuration
of @ Lepend (NLB/YVerso, £2.95, reviewed in
B/3). Paul Thompson provides a useful and
comprehensive  introduction 0 Marus
writing on the capitalist labour process in The
Narwre of Work (Macmillan, £5.95) though
the level of abutraction at which he of necessi-
ty writes does not exactly make the book bed-
time resding. Cynthia Cockburn's study of
printworkers in  the newpaper industry,
Srothers {Pluto Press, £5.95), on the ather
hand, is hard to put down. Her account of real
labour processes and mental processes l-
luminates much about Bew technolagy and is
impact, the sexoal division of labour, and
strategies for overcoming sectional interestsin
the trade union movement
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British Politics

Anne Phillips® Hidden Hunds (Pluto, £21.50)
argucs for demands which take account af
women's lives and work (o be given 4 central
place in socialist economic policy, She shows
why a considerable shorier working week and
working day 15 the essential centreplece of any
such policy and rejects all variants af the
Alernative Economic Strategy (AES) for
their failure 1o countenunce the kinds of
radical changes women and men reguire to
create & new life. The book 1s clearly written
and requires little prior knowledge of
economics, Like the rest of the Arguments for
Socwalisen series this is a very short book (116
pag H'i and the auihor has |:l1:l'.'i|._‘|ul_-,h- made o
canscious decision thal space docs not permit
her to link the policies she proposes o tackle
the sexunl division of labour with a broader
straiegy or agency far chanpe, This is unfor

tunate (if understandable) not beast becauss

supporters of the AES psually uee the argu
ment that no other caherent sdralegy has been
put farward apant from their awn.

The books ol the vear on British politics
are clearly Tae Palitles of Tharcherisem ediped
by Stuart Hall and Martin Jacgues {Lawrence
and Wishart, £4 .95, reviewed in Iniernationsl
8/4) which for all its polifical weaknesses s
esséntinl reading, wnd John Ross" excellent
analysis of the British political crisis, Fhei-
cher  and  Frignds [Pluto, E2.509.
Develogrrents i British Politics edited by
Henry Drucker, Patrick Dunleavy, Andrew
Ciumbie and Gillian Peele (Macmillan, £5.95)
provides 8 useful factual guide 1o recent
changes and the ways palitical scientists have
iried t0 make sense of them. Two extremely
informative books on British and American
noclear policy are Defended fo Degrh edited
by Gwyn Prins (Penguin, £3.50) and the new
revised edition of Duncan Campbell's HWar
Pan UK (Gransda, £2.95).




International Politics

Fred Halliday's The Making of rbe Second
Ciold War {(NLB/Verso, £4.95) is reviewed
clsewhere  in this isswe.  Despile  soime
weaknesses i1 is the first sustained atiempt o
provide a clear and acoessible Marxist acoount
of the hasic structure of international poliics
in the 1980, Bob Sutcliffe's Mord Times
(Plute, £2.50) provides a solid basic introduc-
tin o the workld recession and the attempes of
the capitalist class o pesolve it @t all our ex-
pense, Gregor Bemton's Tie Mongkang Crisis
{Plute, £3.50) s eszential reading for anvone
who wanls 1o know the aory behind “the
newspaper headlines of nex| year or the vear
allter. Tarng Ali's Caa Pakisds Survive?
{Penguin  Books, L[2.95) provides the
background 1o the impending erisis, while Fii-
rav Ambuorsley and Robin Cohen®s Criss i
the Caribbeyn  (Hemmemann  Educational,
£5.951 contmins severul important aricles on
Reagan's backyard; both books are reviewed
ine International B4,

Warld View 1954, Pluto Press' radical
vearbook (£7.95), is a great advance on last
vear's version. Particularly welcome are the
improved maps and tables, The chronalogy of
workd evems in 1983 and 15 detoi led coverngs
of countries and regions are book's greatest
strength though it coverage of rends and
detates and developments behind the news 1«
considerably less ephemeral than last year.
The wierdest thing about the book s
gestion in the cover blurh that the ideology of
videa games and the rise of feminis fidian are
twa foul af seven ol the vear's key issues! Bul
every irade union and Labour Party branch if
nol every household would benelit from bay-
INE @ capy

Social Welfare

fah Deacon's Socigd Palicy eod Socialism,
The Sirweple Jor Socwded Refations of
Hellare (Pluto, £6.93] B-a brove and wide-
ranging artempt 1o assemble the elements of a
socialist and leminist welfare strategy and
maemsure ils objectives againsl what has been
chieved (or not actieved ) in “potunlly existing
speialist” societies. Though it is very infor-
mative ot a factual level and in drawing
together sl and contemporary Marusi
ideas with fernimist ideas aboul welfare, in is
project ef clarifving and advancing the sirug-
gle for socialist relation of welfare it must be
counied a Fmlure. This is largely o problem of
method, of puiting the cart before the horse.
Marxism s about the real movement of
history, nod the coatruction of abstract
schemas against which real history can be
given marks oul of ten, Deacon's gpprosch s
to tabulate crilerin for socialist and com-
munist wellare policies and relations drawn
from the wotings of theonsis and then assess
the periormance of six socialisn countries —
China, Cuba, Mozambique, Hungary,
Paland and the Soviet Union. It i hard (o
quarrel with his conclusions: that the firs
three  countries  despile  their  relative
underdevelopment are more socialist in their
social poelicy than the others, that the Russian
Revodution period was more progressivein the
wellare. Neld than the presend, ihal socmlist
means of welfare delivery tend 10 arisc out of
siruggle and be stifled by bureaucratic in-
terests. Bul the boak tells us linke shour how
these are 10 be undersicod and acted upon,
Surcly it would have been bener 1o stan by
looking at the forms of welfare und welfare-
refated demands that have emerged in the
course of different revolutionary struggles
and the real history of their development and
dissipation

shind-the-news

on ot BT

Ken Jones" Bevand Progressive Educadion
(Macmillan, [4.95) critically examines the
rraditions of educatbonal sirategy of social
demacracy and Lbertarinn progressivisam amd
their challengers from the Left, (The book's
conclusions are developed in an article by Ken
Jones and Ric  Hatcher in International 8/3)
Ideal for Christmas presenis (complete with
gOry Punch cartoons of sireel crime in the
18th centurvl is Hooligan: A History of
Respectabie Fears by Geolfrey Pearson (Mac-
millan, £5.95%). Pearnon shows with con-
siderable humour how respectable opimion-
lormers of every gencration — polificians,
journalists, writers (and more recently police
chiefs) hove always believed that the delin-
guency of their youthful contempararics
represenied & fall from ithe mythical grace of
woinl peace than exizsted *20 vears ago’

Fiction
Marge Plercy's Araided lives (Penguin, £1.85)
is a really good read but alse for my money
has more 10 sy about the dilemmas of sexpal
politics and everyday life than anything else
issued this year. 1983 was not a great year for
new fiction 30 1 am unashamed 10 mention
Salman  Rushdic's  Midnighi ¥ Children
(Picador, £2.50) desplte the fact it s ap-
peared in paperback in 1982, Rushdie's new
book Shame should be papérbacked in 1984,
Schimifiers Ark by Thomas Kenealiy
{Coronet, £2.95) is a non-fictional novel bas-
ed on the apparently true story of a Polish in-

dustrialist who risked his own lile and
diverted hic wealth and profits 16 wave hun
dreds af Jews from death in the ghetios and
concentration camps of the Naz oecupation,
It is compulsive remding and more reassuring
abongt the possibility of creating a betrer world
than any treatise against the evil fixiy of
human aature, And then af course there Is
84, And the best Xmas laugh will un-
daubtedly be found in Steve Bell's [ Chron-
felex (Mcthuen., £ 2.500.

Remainders

Frerre Frank™s Long Muroh af the Fourih In-
reraaticmal 15 currenitly selling ln Collet"s Lon-
don hookshop for £1.73, and the exceller
Alexander Rabinowiich's The Balheviks
Come fo Power, hardback, on sale ot the
Economist Bookshop for just £3.95,

Coming Soon

Michael Farrell's Arming e  Protesianis
(Phuto Press, appros £7.95) tells the siary of
how Britain armed, financed and legalised
Proiestant parnmililaries in the 1520s and
how the government of the Insh Republic ewt
off its support for the IR& and reached a rap-
prochement with the Protestanl ascendancy
The Face of the Ruling Class and The Day of
Reckoning (Alllson and Busky, approx £2.50
each) are collections of Gearge Groar's
sulicical dravwangs of German socely and
politics under the Weimar Eepublic,




